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HOUSE OF COMMONS

Thursday, March 3, 2022

The House met at 10 a.m.

 

Prayer

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS
● (1005)

[English]

CONFLICT OF INTEREST AND ETHICS COMMISSIONER
The Speaker: Pursuant to subsection 15(3) of the Conflict of In‐

terest Code for Members of the House of Commons, it is my duty
to lay upon the table the list of all sponsored travel by members for
the year 2021 as provided by the Conflict of Interest and Ethics
Commissioner.

* * *

COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE

CITIZENSHIP AND IMMIGRATION

Mrs. Salma Zahid (Scarborough Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I
have the honour to present, in both official languages, the third re‐
port of the Standing Committee on Citizenship and Immigration,
entitled “Situation at the Russia-Ukraine Border”.

The committee wishes to advise the House that it condemns the
unwarranted and unprovoked attack on Ukraine that was ordered by
Russian President Vladimir Putin, a clear violation of international
law. It also calls on the Government of Canada to support Ukraini‐
ans and people residing in Ukraine who are impacted by this con‐
flict, to ensure that it is prepared to process immigration applica‐
tions on an urgent basis without compromising needs in other areas
and to take steps to ensure rapid entry to Canada for all who wish to
come.

NATURAL RESOURCES

Mr. John Aldag (Cloverdale—Langley City, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, I have the honour to present, in both official languages, the third
report of the Standing Committee on Natural Resources, entitled
“Supplementary Estimates (C), 2021-22”.

The committee has considered the estimates referred by the
House and reports the same back without amendment.

FINANCIAL ADMINISTRATION ACT

Mr. Don Davies (Vancouver Kingsway, NDP) moved for leave
to introduce Bill C-256, An Act to amend the Financial Administra‐
tion Act (composition of boards of directors).

He said: Mr. Speaker, I rise today to introduce an important bill
to Parliament. This legislation would amend the Financial Adminis‐
tration Act to require gender parity on the board of directors of
Crown corporations and agencies.

I would like to thank the hon. member for Winnipeg Centre for
seconding this bill and for her tireless advocacy for gender equality.

Today in Canada, women make up only 27% of federal appoint‐
ments to Crown corporation boards. Only 18% of director seats are
held by women across all corporate boards in Canada, and 61% of
boards are composed entirely of men. This is unacceptable and
must change. By adopting this legislation, the federal government
can lead by example and take concrete action to advance gender
equality in Canada.

For systemic change to occur, we must change the system. I hope
all parliamentarians will support this important and overdue initia‐
tive.

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

* * *

CANADIAN HUMAN RIGHTS ACT

Mr. Garnett Genuis (Sherwood Park—Fort Saskatchewan,
CPC) moved for leave to introduce Bill C-257, An Act to amend
the Canadian Human Rights Act (protecting against discrimination
based on political belief).

He said: Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank the member for
Haldimand—Norfolk for her collaboration and assistance on this
important project.

I am tabling a bill that would expand human rights protection in
Canada by making political belief and activity prohibited grounds
of discrimination in the Canadian Human Rights Act. Canadians
must be free to express and act on their political beliefs within the
law and with the protection of law. They should not face intimida‐
tion or discrimination while doing so by either governments or pri‐
vate employers. This freedom is essential for strong democracy
within a robust and independent civil society.
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This bill would align federal human rights codes with the human

rights codes in most provinces. Currently, in federal jurisdiction it
is legal for someone to face threats to their employment or access to
services because of their political beliefs or activity. This allows
governments and large corporations to coerce workers and other
Canadians into limiting or changing their political behaviour.

The Canadian Human Rights Act already contains an exception
for a bona fide occupational qualification. Let us protect freedom of
speech, the rights of workers and the health of our democracy by
passing this important human rights legislation as soon as possible.

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

* * *
● (1010)

PROPOSAL TO RENAME STREET
Mr. Charlie Angus (Timmins—James Bay, NDP): Mr. Speak‐

er, there have been discussions, and I hope if you seek it, you will
find unanimous consent for the following motion. I move:

That the House call upon the City of Ottawa to consider renaming the portion of
Charlotte Street which houses the Russian Embassy in honour of Volodymyr Zelen‐
skyy, the President of Ukraine.

The Speaker: All those opposed to the hon. member moving the
motion will please say nay. It is agreed.

The House has heard the terms of the motion. All those opposed
to the motion will please say nay.

(Motion agreed to)

* * *

PETITIONS
SENIORS

Ms. Julie Dzerowicz (Davenport, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I rise to‐
day to present petition e-3629 on behalf of Single Seniors for Tax
Fairness. Their petition advocates for equal treatment in Canada's
tax system for single seniors who are not able to access the same
tax benefits as those who are married, but who face same reality of
the rising costs of living on a limited income.

I want to thank the group's founder, Jane Robertson, who has
been a strong advocate for this cause that affects those across
Canada, including those in my riding of Davenport.

AIR TRANSPORTATION

Mr. Brad Vis (Mission—Matsqui—Fraser Canyon, CPC):
Mr. Speaker, Canada and Mission—Matsqui—Fraser Canyon are
home to a vibrant community of more than one million Punjabi
Canadians. Each year many travel to the Punjab region to visit fam‐
ily, friends and religious landmarks like the Golden Temple. Right
now, they must fly into Delhi and make the long journey by train,
bus or other means. Canadians are asking for direct flight service
from Vancouver or Toronto to Amritsar, Punjab, which would cut
travel times drastically. This would be good for our economy and it
would make good economic sense.

I am pleased today to table petition e-3771, signed by more than
14,000 Canadians, calling on the Government of Canada to work
with airlines and India's High Commission to initiate this direct

flight service as soon as possible. We could get this done, and peti‐
tioners from across Canada look forward in good faith to the gov‐
ernment's response.

SENIORS

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Winnipeg North, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
many residents of Winnipeg North have signed this petition asking
for the Government of Canada, the Prime Minister and, in fact, all
members of the House of Commons to advocate for our seniors and
deal with issues such as long-term health care, mental health, the
OAS and the GIS, all very important issues for our seniors.

The constituents I represent have signed, in good part, the peti‐
tion asking for all members of the House to be advocates for the
needs of our seniors.

QUEEN JULIANA PARK

Ms. Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP): Mr. Speaker,
it is an honour to rise in this place to present a petition from many
people in the Ottawa area. This is in fact one of many petitions I
have received on this issue, which has also been presented by other
members in this place.

The cutting down of beautiful urban trees is a problem in any
city in Canada, but in Ottawa Queen Juliana Park is more than a
park. It is also a memorial and an honouring of the Canadians who
died in the liberation of the Netherlands in the war. Queen Juliana
Park was established to honour the 7,600 Canadians who died.

It is now slated that 750 mature canopy trees will be cut down in
order to accommodate a decision that was the reverse of what was
recommended by the National Capital Commission, which recom‐
mended 53 acres of surplus federal office land at Tunney's Pasture.
Instead, the city council of Ottawa chose to cut down the trees at
Queen Juliana Park to build parking lots and open up the door to
more development.

The petitioners ask that the federal government assist in having
an inquiry into why the National Capital Commission recommenda‐
tion was overturned, restore the National Capital Commission rec‐
ommendation of Tunney's Pasture as the ideal place for an Ottawa
Hospital and maintain Queen Juliana Park and the entire Central
Experimental Farm areas as much-needed urban green space for
Ottawa.
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● (1015)

QUESTIONS ON THE ORDER PAPER
Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Lead‐

er of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I ask that all questions be allowed to stand.

The Speaker: Is that agreed?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

GOVERNMENT ORDERS
[English]

BUSINESS OF SUPPLY
OPPOSITION MOTION—NATURAL GAS PIPELINES AND THE INVASION OF

UKRAINE

Hon. Michael Chong (Wellington—Halton Hills, CPC)
moved:

That the House:
(a) condemn President Vladimir Putin and the Russian Federation for their un‐
provoked, illegal attack and invasion of Ukraine;
(b) stand with Ukraine, the people of Ukraine and Canadians in the Ukrainian
community; and
(c) call on the Government of Canada to undertake measures to ensure new natu‐
ral gas pipelines can be approved and built to Atlantic tidewater, recognizing en‐
ergy as vital to Canadian and European defence and security, allowing Canadian
natural gas to displace Russian natural gas in Europe, and being consistent with
environmental goals in the transition to non-emitting sources of energy.

He said: Mr. Speaker, I will be splitting my time with the mem‐
ber for Calgary Centre.

The attack on Ukraine by the Russian Federation is the first Eu‐
ropean war between countries since the Second World War and a
serious violation of the international order and our collective hu‐
manity. This attack threatens not only Ukraine, but Canada.
Canada's defence and security has always been inextricably linked
to that of Europe. The attack was in Ukraine, but the threat is also
among us.

Since Samuel de Champlain founded Quebec in 1608, the out‐
break of major wars in Europe has always involved Canada. The
Seven Years War, which many consider to be the first global con‐
flict between Great Britain and France, led to the conquest of 1759.
What we call the War of 1812 was actually a subsidiary of the
Napoleonic Wars. Canadians know well the price that Canada paid
in the First World War and the Second World War in Europe, and
100,000 Canadian war dead can attest to that.
[Translation]

The attack represents a second threat to Canada. It came on the
heels of an autocratic pact between the Russian Federation and the
People's Republic of China that threatens the rules-based interna‐
tional order in place since 1945.

Canada contributed to establishing this international order, and it
has been the basis for the longest period of peace and prosperity in
modern times. The disintegration of this international order will
threaten peace and security here in Canada.

[English]

We support the actions taken to date by the Government of
Canada, but more needs to be done, which is why we have intro‐
duced our motion today. One of the most important things we can
do is understand that energy is vital not only to our economy, but
also to our defence and security and to the defence and security of
Europe. Russia understands this. It has used natural gas to intimi‐
date and coerce European democracies. Russia supplies 40% of Eu‐
rope's natural gas and uses this to intimidate Europe and Ukraine,
threatening to cut off supplies. If supplies are cut, people will
freeze, factories will shutter and Europe's economy will grind to a
halt.

Not only does Russia understand this, and not only does it under‐
stand that energy is vital to its defence and security, but so does the
European Union. In 2015, the European Commission introduced
measures to try to diversify energy away from Russia. The commis‐
sion said, in reference to Russia's use of energy to intimidate and
threaten European democracies, in a document titled, “A Frame‐
work Strategy for a Resilient Energy Union with a Forward-Look‐
ing Climate Change Policy”:

Energy policy is often used as a foreign policy tool, in particular in major energy
producing and transit countries.

The commission said:

As part of a revitalised European energy and climate diplomacy, the EU will use
all its foreign policy instruments to establish strategic energy partnerships with in‐
creasingly important producing and transit countries or regions....

It also said:

The [European Union] will continue to integrate Norway fully into its internal
energy policies. The EU will also develop its partnerships with countries such as the
United States and Canada.

We need to understand, as the Russians and the Europeans do,
that energy is vital not only to our economy but to our defence and
security. We need to understand what others have long understood,
which is that energy is also a foreign policy tool, particularly in ma‐
jor energy producing and transit countries.

Since the first week of December, the Biden administration has
been trying to rally natural gas-producing allies and partners around
the world, such as Norway and Qatar, to ensure that additional nat‐
ural gas supplies can be brought online in the event that Russia cuts
the gas to Europe. While Canada has participated in these conversa‐
tions, Canada has not been able to provide any assistance.

Canada is the world's fifth-largest natural gas producer, but we
are unable to get natural gas to tidewater to provide assistance to
European democracies. We cannot get natural gas to tidewater be‐
cause we cannot get pipelines built. That inability to get pipelines
built is now not only impacting our economy. It is now threatening
our security and defence here at home, and the defence and security
of Europe.



3126 COMMONS DEBATES March 3, 2022

Business of Supply
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[Translation]

The government must introduce measures to get new pipelines
approved and built to transport Canadian natural gas to the Atlantic
coast so we can displace Russian natural gas in Europe.

This is an urgent matter affecting the safety and security of Cana‐
dians. It is also an important issue for the defence and security of
European democracies.
[English]

I know that some might say that exporting liquefied natural gas
to Europe is inconsistent with our environmental goals. They would
be wrong. Exporting liquefied natural gas is consistent with envi‐
ronmental goals in the transition to non-emitting sources of energy.
One of the biggest things Canada and the world can do in the next
decade to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, in order to meet the
Paris accord targets, is to replace coal-fired electrical generation
plants with natural gas-fired electrical generation plants. Canada
can play a role in that transition if we can build natural gas
pipelines to tidewater to export liquefied natural gas.

The government's own data shows that coal-fired electrical gen‐
eration plants are two times more greenhouse gas intensive than
natural gas plants, and Europe and many other countries in the
world still rely on coal-fired electrical generation plants. Getting
our natural gas to tidewater is not only an economic imperative or a
defence and security imperative, but it is also an environmental im‐
perative.

We condemn President Putin and the Russian Federation for their
unprovoked, illegal attack and invasion of Ukraine. We stand with
Ukraine, we stand with the people of Ukraine, and we stand with
Canadians here at home with ties to Ukraine. We must use all of the
tools available to us as a country to defend Ukraine and Europe
against a vicious authoritarian onslaught.

Some of the things that the Canadian government can do to sup‐
port democracies in Europe are recognize that Canada has immense
energy resources, recognize that energy is vital to Canadian and Eu‐
ropean defence and security, recognize that natural gas is consistent
with environmental goals in the transition to non-emitting sources
of energy, and undertake new measures that ensure natural gas
pipelines can be approved and built to Atlantic tidewater. If we can
build pipelines to get Canadian natural gas to tidewater, we can dis‐
place Russian gas in Europe, thereby countering the threat from the
Russian Federation and President Vladimir Putin and strengthening
democracy in Europe and here at home in Canada.
● (1025)

Mr. Charlie Angus (Timmins—James Bay, NDP): Madam
Speaker, Parliament certainly stands to condemn Vladimir Putin for
his unprovoked illegal attack, and we certainly stand with the peo‐
ple of Ukraine, but what I find really disturbing and appalling at
this time is the crass exploitative attitude of the Conservatives to try
to take a humanitarian disaster and use it to promote the pipe dream
of spending billions of taxpayers' dollars on pipelines.

They could have talked about the need for Parliament to stand to‐
gether and take on Russian disinformation. They did not do that.

They could have talked about the food crisis we could start to see if
we see wheat exports in Ukraine cut off. They could have talked
about refugees, but they are not interested in that. I expect a lot
from many of the Conservative backbenchers, but I expect more
from this member.

Does he not know that Quebec has already shut down LNG
pipelines? If he is going to get to tidewater, does he not have a map
of Canada? Quebec says it will not allow LNG exports. That would
actually undermine our world obligations to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions.

Hon. Michael Chong: Madam Speaker, I could not disagree
with my hon. colleague more.

We have for weeks, months and years called for the government
to issue an order of general application to direct the CRTC to a new
broadcasting policy, under section 7 of the Broadcasting Act, to
take state-controlled broadcasters that spread disinformation and
propaganda off of Canadian airwaves, such as Russia Today: RT.
We have been advocating for over a year for visa-free travel for
Ukrainians coming to Canada. It is clear, as understood by the Eu‐
ropean Union, that energy is not only vital to economies, but it is
also vital to defence and security. That is why the Conservatives
have introduced this motion today. It is vital that we protect the se‐
curity and defence of this country and that of our European allies
and partners.

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Lead‐
er of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, the government has demonstrated very clearly how impor‐
tant it is to work with allied countries, and we are all horrified by
the things we see taking place in Ukraine. I am interested in know‐
ing, from the Conservative Party's perspective, to what degree it
weighs working with allied countries. Many of the initiatives, such
as immigration, the lifting of and assisting with visas, and sending
lethal weapons and humanitarian aid are done by working with al‐
lied countries.

Could the member share his thoughts on the importance of work‐
ing with allied countries?

Hon. Michael Chong: Madam Speaker, we believe it is essential
that Canada work with allied countries. Our position is that the NA‐
TO alliance has worked in a very collaborative fashion in present‐
ing a very strong position against the menace of the Russian Feder‐
ation in Eastern Europe, and we support the actions taken by the
Government of Canada to date.

We encourage the government to work in a quadrilateral fashion
with the United States, the United Kingdom and the European
Union to discuss how the humanitarian crisis of refugees in Eastern
Europe could be handled by the four parties to ensure that refugees
are taken in, in an appropriate manner, by the members of the Euro‐
pean Union, the United Kingdom, the United States and Canada.
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[Translation]

Mr. Luc Thériault (Montcalm, BQ): Madam Speaker, La
Presse newspaper published an excellent article by Paul Journet this
morning about the Conservatives' obsession with building pipelines
and exporting fossil fuels.

He wrote that there are two obstacles standing in Canada's way.
First, competing countries are already lined up to supply Germany.

He mentioned Norway in particular and wrote that time is not on
Canada's side. It would take a few years to get a liquefaction plant
up and running, but the war has prompted the German chancellor to
speed up his energy transition.

Paul Journet quoted the German chancellor as saying, “the faster
we make progress with the development of renewable energies, the
better”. The chancellor then added that his finance minister calls re‐
newable energy “freedom energy”.

Does my colleague not believe that, rather than using—
● (1030)

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): The hon.
member for Wellington—Halton Hills.

Hon. Michael Chong: Madam Speaker, I appreciate my hon.
colleague's question.

The European Union is also obsessed with pipelines. I have a
document here from 2015 that says that pipeline policy is a concern
not only for the economy, but also for Europe's security and its ex‐
penditures. I encourage my colleague to read this document.
[English]

Mr. Greg McLean (Calgary Centre, CPC): Madam Speaker, it
is my honour today to second the motion brought forward by my
colleague from Halton Hills. I stand firmly with the rest of my par‐
ty in condemning the actions of Vladimir Putin and the Russian
regime against our allies in Ukraine, our democratic friends in
Ukraine. Here in Canada, there are 1.3 million Ukrainian descen‐
dants. They are one of our most important allies in the world, and
we need to stand with them strongly at this point in time and make
sure that we speak and act accordingly so that this does not contin‐
ue, as much as we can.

The other day I heard from a friend who has a cousin who is in
Ukraine. She was here in Canada for 20 years, but she chose to go
back to Ukraine because she retired. She had an inheritance there in
a small house that she got from her family, so that is where she re‐
tired. That house was destroyed earlier this week by a tank. Her
name is Luda and now she is in hiding. Luda's family is asking that
we quickly allow 200,000 refugees to come from Ukraine, at least
temporarily. We have seen the backlog at the border with Poland.
They are not going to be able to shelter all of these refugees alone.
We need to help. Canada needs to help and quickly.

Rex Tillerson, former head and CEO of Exxon Mobil Oil, one of
the world's largest oil and gas producers, said in 2014, when Russia
seized Crimea from Ukraine, that they didn't take sides in interna‐
tional conflicts. That is an absurd statement. We need to know what
side of humanity we are on. There is no commodity, no dollar
earned, that is more important than the lives that are being trampled

on by Vladimir Putin. Rex Tillerson's words represent the decline
of western values to the point where nothing matters more than
money. This needs to change immediately. The evidence is clearly
at our doorstep.

I have heard the meek calls from world leaders saying we cannot
disrupt Russia's oil and gas exports for various reasons. First, it will
cause a spike in oil prices that will cause financial hardship in the
world.

That is ironic considering the intent of all of our various tax mea‐
sures on the oil and gas industry: excise taxes, royalties and carbon
taxes. That one is going to escalate by 25% in less than a month in
Canada. These are all designed to do exactly that: to make the con‐
sumption of hydrocarbons more expensive so that people believe
that the expensive alternatives are more palatable. I suppose the
message is to make it more expensive just on our own terms, but
inaction to disrupt Russia's trade in oil and gas in the world is going
to have some financial consequences on those countries that have
chosen to have the resources supplied by Russia. This will cause in‐
flation. There is no doubt. Just as every other input increasing
prices in oil and gas impacts inflation. We are experiencing signifi‐
cant inflation.

Second, Europe's economy is dependent on the supply of Rus‐
sian natural gas. That is also a choice that has been made, in spite
of the danger that was always evident of having such a large por‐
tion of energy supply coming from an unpredictable and despotic
regime. Yes, jobs will be impacted.

Third, Europeans will freeze at the end of this winter. Yes, the
absence of natural gas delivery to Europe will cause some discom‐
fort, some of which we have already seen as energy prices have
skyrocketed in Europe this year. Europe is entering a period of en‐
ergy poverty, and it has always been looking for a quick fix. It turns
out that the impacts of being overly reliant on Russian gas supply is
not the quick fix that leaders without foresight envisioned or ig‐
nored, with its own consequences.

There are many consequences, but for succinctness let us put
three consequences briefly together. Higher costs for hydrocarbon
energy is something that we in the west have been manipulating
higher through government action for years, but higher costs sud‐
denly will cause inflation, hardship and choices. There is also eco‐
nomic displacement. European factories will need to adjust and
some will shut down as the cost of energy becomes prohibitive.
Again, we in the western world have been offshoring our jobs for
years to parts of the world with lower environmental standards and
lower labour standards. On heating for homes, there is going to be
some discomfort.

Let us compare these three hardships that I have just outlined
here to what Luda is experiencing in Ukraine right now.
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● (1035)

A country is being destroyed. There is no economy or jobs that
will matter in the midst of a shelling war. Luda's home was de‐
stroyed by a Russian tank. The juxtaposition is stark and the world
is soft-pedalling our response to Russia because we need its oil and
gas. The irony is stark. Where do we draw the line here, after
Ukraine, when Poland or Moldova is in Russia's sights? We need to
collectively act now and ensure the entire world rejects Russian
commodities. Such is the cost of tyranny, which we have been ig‐
noring for years. The Canadian government has been a willing part
of this abject shift. Dollars have flown to Russia because of the
government's regard for Canada's resource industry.

In the last seven years, oil production in Russia has gone up by a
million barrels a day. Gas exports have gone up 35% from Russia.
Disdain for Canadian resources has led oil and gas exploration else‐
where, including the world majors. Shell and British Petroleum
have just recently decided they would extract themselves from Rus‐
sia, losing $20 billion and $25 billion respectively in the process.
However, the largest beneficiary, particularly for the flow of capi‐
tal, has been Russia, which has profited with hundreds of billions of
dollars because of choices such as the ones the Liberal government
has made.

These are choices. All of these choices have consequences, the
consequences of curtailing Canadian oil and gas development
through various ill-advised methods has led to the void being filled
by less transparent regimes, primarily Russia. Our naive policies
have put hundreds of billions of dollars into the pockets of a
despotic regime. This week I asked the government to actually cur‐
tail oil imports into Canada from Russia, and it said we had not im‐
ported crude since 2019. Subsequently it recognized there is more
to oil than crude and did suggest, on which I think it will follow
through, cancelling all crude oil imports. I hope that happens imme‐
diately.

We have helped finance, through this transfer of money, a mili‐
tary buildup in Russia. Our military has shrunk. We do not meet our
international obligations from a military perspective. I remember a
song by a Canadian band from when I was young. The gist of it
was that if we choose not to decide, we still have made a choice.
This is a choice we have made without any eye on the conse‐
quences here. When I ran for Parliament going on two and a half
years ago, it was to get pipelines built. There is no better infrastruc‐
ture for helping the Canadian economy and the world environment
than Canadian pipelines delivering Canadian product to markets.

Canadian natural gas production has gone down in the last seven
years. Russia's has gone up by 35%, again a juxtaposition that is
stark. The west coast had 14 LNG facilities in line to be built in
Canada. Now there is one that is being built. In the U.S., in the
meantime, seven have been fully built and five more are being
built. Think about how we do not get things done in this country
anymore, things that will help the world from an environmental
perspective, from an economic perspective and, of course, from a
democratic perspective.

One of the issues on natural gas is that it is not just a fuel. It is
also an input to fertilizer. Feeding eight billion people in the world
requires natural gas fertilizer and that is going to continue to be

necessary to prevent a crisis at some point in time in the future.
Therefore, getting that natural gas to where it is needed for fertilizer
is essential.

I spoke last night for 20 minutes with a gentleman named Karil.
He is a temporary foreign worker from the Ukraine working in Al‐
berta's oil fields. He pleaded with me, and he ended up shouting at
me and apologizing to me. I felt awful because he should not be
apologizing to me. He is from Kharkiv and he has seen his city de‐
stroyed. He has seen his family displaced. They are looking for
places to stay, and I say I am sorry to him that we cannot act more
forcefully here in getting this under control.

We need to act. We need to act quickly and decisively, as soon as
we can. Slava Ukraini.

● (1040)

Hon. Robert Oliphant (Parliamentary Secretary to the Min‐
ister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Madam Speaker, as I think we all
know, President Zelenskyy of Ukraine has asked Canada for mili‐
tary aid; lethal and non-lethal weapons, which we have delivered;
financial assistance, which we have delivered; and sanctions, which
we have delivered. Every ask that President Zelenskyy made we
have delivered on.

He has not asked us to build pipelines in Canada. Why is this the
Conservative Party's priority? Is it an attempt to help Ukraine or is
it a crass throwback to a 20th-century Conservative Party policy in‐
stead of a 21st-century solution to a problem we are facing today?

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): I remind
members that, when somebody is asking a question, there is no
sense in trying to answer for the hon. member who has the floor
and will be answering. I am sure the hon. member for Calgary Cen‐
tre is able to respond to the question.

The hon. member for Calgary Centre has the floor.

Mr. Greg McLean: Madam Speaker, I am unfamiliar with my
hon. colleague's timeline of 20th century versus 21st century. The
solution is more environmental power to the world. It is more ESG,
environmentally friendly, socially friendly and good governance, as
we see investments in natural gas supply to an energy starved
world.

That starts with natural gas, and that is what has been held up by
the government since it came to power, when we had the best rocks
in the world and the best ability to get a good resource to the world
for its consumption. We have put the world in a position where it is
reliant on despotic resources. That is, as I said, a choice we have
made and there is a consequence to that choice.
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[Translation]

Mr. Simon-Pierre Savard-Tremblay (Saint-Hyacinthe—
Bagot, BQ): Madam Speaker, I thank my colleague for defending
the Conservative motion that the Bloc Québécois does not support
because it does nothing to respond to the crisis in Ukraine. That is
something we need to keep in mind.

Neither Europe nor Ukraine has asked for oil or gas from
Canada, namely Alberta. In the short term—because we all hope
this crisis will be short-lived—there are many countries that are in‐
finitely better placed than Canada to supply gas, countries that al‐
ready have pipelines and access to ports to export to Europe.

The only way the Conservative motion would produce results is
in the long term, if Russia was permanently isolated, which would
push Russia into China's camp.

Is that what we want? No.

Does my colleague understand that this war would have to last
15 years before this solution could be implemented?

Mr. Greg McLean: Madam Speaker, I thank my colleague for
his question. I think I understood the gist of it.

Right now, it is very important that we make Canada's gas supply
available to the world. Countries are currently getting gas from
Russia, and there are needs in China. The Russian pipelines to Chi‐
na are very important for that country. We need to build pipelines
so that we too can sell our gas to China.

This is a global issue, and we need to address it with our natural
gas industry.
[English]

Ms. Lori Idlout (Nunavut, NDP): Qujannamiik, Uqaqtittiji.

According to the Ministry of Social Policy of Ukraine, about
1.45 million people are still internally displaced after fleeing the
conflict in Donbass and occupied Crimea. Save the Children states
that children in eastern Ukraine have grown up in conflict for the
past eight years, enduring violence, shelling and displacement from
their homes. Even before this latest escalation of tensions, 2.9 mil‐
lion people, including over 400,000 children, already required hu‐
manitarian assistance.

Does the member not agree that, if Canada is to truly stand with
the Ukrainian people, we must focus our energy on humanitarian
efforts and not on measures to further exploit land and resources by
expanding oil and gas operations?
● (1045)

Mr. Greg McLean: Madam Speaker, the most important thing to
do right now is to make sure we are standing firm with the Ukraini‐
an people in the plight they are facing from an aggressive neigh‐
bour that wants to defeat them. This is first thing we have to look
at. How do we help them as much as possible? Part of that is the
displacement of refugees that is occurring immediately.

In my speech, my colleague will recall that we were actually
looking at 200,000 people being allowed into Canada on a tempo‐
rary basis. That is the first step. We also need to address how this is

happening, why it is happening and how we can avoid it happening
again in the future. Part of that is the supply of energy.

Mr. Maninder Sidhu (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minis‐
ter of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Madam Speaker, I will be splitting
my time with the hon. member for Don Valley West.

I, like my colleagues on all sides of the House, stand in solidarity
with the people of Ukraine. This past week has seen them demon‐
strate incredible courage and strength in the face of an unprovoked
and unjustifiable invasion of the Russian forces acting under the or‐
ders of President Vladimir Putin.

Russia has tried to make a mockery of our international system
to force a reversion to a “might makes right” world. We will not al‐
low this to happen. Inspired by the courage and resolve of the
Ukrainian people, we are working together to suffocate the Russian
regime. We are working in lockstep with our allies. Measures that
were described as a last resort just days ago are now moving for‐
ward with consensus.

The Russian regime is being hit from all angles with severe, eco‐
nomic costs for their unjustified and unprovoked attack on Ukraine.
They will feel the impact of these sanctions and penalties, finan‐
cially and politically, immediately and for years to come.

President Putin and those who have enabled this crisis are in‐
creasingly isolated. Soon, there will be nowhere left for them to
hide. We will continue to support the people and government of
Ukraine as they fight against these illegal acts.

We remain deeply concerned by Russia's aggression against
Ukraine and the impacts these actions are having on Canadian citi‐
zens and permanent residents. Today, I can assure you that our gov‐
ernment is taking steps to assist Canadian citizens, permanent resi‐
dents and the family members affected by this tragedy.

Our diplomatic staff who were in Ukraine are now safely located
at our temporary office in a city in Poland close to the Ukrainian
border. Our office there, along with the neighbouring Canadian em‐
bassies in Warsaw, Bucharest, Vienna and Budapest are continuing
to provide essential services to Canadians, including consular ser‐
vices. These countries are providing robust infrastructure that has
assisted us in managing demand for consular services.

Specifically, we want to continue to focus on three key areas of
support: communicating with Canadians, supporting Canadians in
need and continuing to plan for all consular scenarios.

We continue to communicate risk to Canadians and ensure they
are able to make the best possible choices for themselves and their
families. Our travel advice and advisories for Ukraine and neigh‐
bouring countries continue to be updated regularly, as well as our
assessments of the safety and security environment for Canadian
citizens.
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These updates are always based on the latest intelligence and re‐

flect what we are seeing on the ground. To ensure that information
is available to all Canadians when they want it, on February 19 we
launched a crisis website that provides a significant amount of in‐
formation Canadians may need to know, including information on
Ukrainian borders and public health requirements. Not only is this
information available to all Canadians and permanent residents 24
hours a day, 7 days a week, but it is also continuously updated as
conditions change.

The emergency watch and response centre provides 24-7 con‐
sular support to Canadians overseas who require assistance. The
centre delivers a critical service that enables Canada’s ability to of‐
fer services to its citizens in Ukraine and around the world. Canadi‐
an citizens and permanent residents in need of our government’s
support may contact the centre 24 hours a day, 7 days a week, via a
range of communication channels, including telephone, email, text
message, WhatsApp and live chat on the Global Affairs Canada
website.

While the centre is able to handle routine volumes of enquiries,
in the event of a significant increase in consular demand, Global
Affairs Canada is able to stand up a Ukraine-specific contact centre
to manage an influx in enquiries. The department maintains an in‐
ventory of over 60 people who are trained and ready to take calls
from Canadians in need.

On the ground in Europe, our standing rapid deployment team,
the SRDT, is ready to provide support to missions who may require
surge capacity. Team members are currently on standby and, with a
4-hour notice to move, they can activate in a rapid response sce‐
nario. This group of specialists are trained and exercised to provide
help and support to missions in a variety of emergency scenarios.

The Minister of Foreign Affairs has been heavily engaged with
countries neighbouring Ukraine, such as Poland, which has led to
assurances that Canadians, permanent residents, and their family
members will be able to cross the border from Ukraine and obtain
consular support outside of Ukraine.

● (1050)

Our government takes the safety and security of Canadians
abroad very seriously and continues to provide credible and timely
information to Canadians. Our contingency planning has been, and
continues to be, robust. We will remain agile as the situation on the
ground continues to evolve. We are prepared, and we will continue
to provide support to Canadians and permanent residents in
Ukraine.

I want to reiterate what I believe all sides of this House can agree
upon: President Putin’s war on Ukraine is a war on freedom,
democracy, the rights of Ukrainians and ability of all people to de‐
termine their own future.

Mr. Stephen Ellis (Cumberland—Colchester, CPC): Madam
Speaker, I thank the member opposite for his speech and its com‐
prehensive nature. Does he agree with the European Union that an
important energy strategy will also be essential to ensuring the safe‐
ty and security of nations going forward and at this time? We see
that as a very important part of what is going on with Ukraine.

Is energy security not an important part of the government's pro‐
cess as well?

Mr. Maninder Sidhu: Madam Speaker, the Ukrainian govern‐
ment has approached us with many different asks, including sup‐
port for lethal and non-lethal supplies, support through using sanc‐
tions against the Russian regime and supports for Ukrainians who
want to come to Canada, and we have delivered. We have been
there for Ukrainian people and for the country of Ukraine. I want to
reiterate, in terms of working on severe costs to the Russian regime,
that this unjustified and unprovoked act needs to be handled seri‐
ously. We are working with our NATO allies and our partners
around the world.

Mr. Don Davies (Vancouver Kingsway, NDP): Madam Speak‐
er, the Liberal environment minister recently said, “The solution to
global energy problems is not to increase our dependency on fossil
fuels”. He continued that the best way to improve the energy secu‐
rity of European countries is to simply reduce dependence on oil
and gas “regardless of where it's coming from”.

I am glad to see that the minister recognizes that increasing our
dependence on oil and gas is not the way to respond to the climate
crisis. However, despite that recognition of the problem, the Liberal
government is still giving billions of dollars of subsidies to the oil
and gas sector and purchased a pipeline. It is also the only govern‐
ment in the G7 under whose watch pollution has increased.

Will the Liberals listen to their own minister and finally stand up
to the oil and gas sector and hasten the transition to a clean energy
future?

Mr. Maninder Sidhu: Madam Speaker, as we know, climate
change is real and it is happening. When we look toward the future,
and we see what is happening in B.C. and with floods and heat‐
waves across this country, we want to make sure that we are there
to protect generations to come, including my own children. We will
continue to stand there for the environment, but we will not stand
back when Ukrainians are being attacked, and we want to be fo‐
cused on what we are doing in Ukraine to ensure that world order is
restored and democracy is protected.

● (1055)

[Translation]

Ms. Louise Chabot (Thérèse-De Blainville, BQ): Madam
Speaker, I would like to come back to the Conservative Party mo‐
tion.

Does the Liberal government believe that by building pipelines,
thereby “allowing Canadian natural gas to displace Russian natural
gas”, as the motion calls for, we will meet the current needs of a
serious war and crisis in Ukraine, where thousands of women and
children are forced to flee and leave the men behind?

Does my colleague think that is the solution?

[English]

Mr. Maninder Sidhu: Madam Speaker, the member opposite
has a very important question. I hope to answer the member in
French one day, but I am still learning.
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I think it is really important that we see the motion at hand and

the importance of standing with Ukraine. Just this morning, the
Minister of National Defence said we are providing additional
lethal weapons to Ukraine, including up to 4,500 M72 rocket
launchers, up to 7,500 hand grenades and up to $1 million to
Ukraine to purchase high-resolution satellite imagery for the
Ukraine military to monitor movements of Russian forces in its ter‐
ritory.

It is important that we continue to focus on the needs of Ukraine.
We continue to stand with Ukraine and its people, and we will con‐
tinue to do what we can with our allies and partners around the
world.

Hon. Robert Oliphant (Parliamentary Secretary to the Min‐
ister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Madam Speaker, I thank my col‐
league, the other Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Foreign
Affairs, for his great speech and his continuing good work on this
and many other files.

This debate today gives me the opportunity to state once again
Canada's unwavering and united support, how we are standing in
solidarity with the people of Ukraine, and to once again, unequivo‐
cally, condemn Vladimir Putin's unprovoked and unjustifiable war
of aggression against the people of the democratically elected gov‐
ernment of Ukraine. I believe we stand united in this House across
all party lines in that condemnation, and I am proud to be a Canadi‐
an parliamentarian because of that.

President Putin's war is in contravention to article 2, paragraph 4,
of the UN charter. It has tyrannically shattered the lives of Ukraini‐
an people and imposes the greatest threat to peace, security and hu‐
man rights on the continent of Europe, certainly in what I have seen
in my memory, and even earlier. He is implementing his shocking,
distorted vision and view of history that an independent Ukraine
does not exist, which is simply not true. This is a grave moment.
We all stand united against this tyrant.

Yesterday, the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner
for Human Rights reported at least 227 civilian deaths, while the
UN Refugee Agency estimated that one million people have al‐
ready fled Ukraine. The real figures are probably even higher than
that, and they will continue to rise exponentially should the Russian
regime, which is being enabled by Belarus, persist with its callous
and cruel disregard for human life and human rights.

The international community stands in solidarity and has con‐
demned Russia. To look at the vote at the United Nations this week,
we realize that Russia is constantly being isolated by all except for
a very small number, perhaps four or five countries in the world.

Let me be clear, Russia's actions are as deplorable as they are un‐
acceptable to us and to the international community. Indeed, they
may amount to war crimes under international humanitarian law,
which is why we stand together with other nations in referring this
to the International Criminal Court to actually investigate whether
war crimes are already being committed.

As my colleague stated, we will continue to stand with the
Ukrainian people. Our response has been strong, and it has been
fast. Sanctions are an important component of Canada's principled
and pragmatic approach to foreign policy. The decision to deploy

sanctions is not one that Canada takes lightly. In close coordination
with our international allies and partners, including the United
States, the U.K., the EU and Australia, Canada is holding President
Putin and those complicit with his aggressive actions accountable.

On February 22, the Prime Minister and the Minister of Foreign
Affairs announced our first round of sanctions against all members
of the Russian State Duma who voted to recognize the indepen‐
dence of the so-called independent republics of Donetsk and
Luhansk. We also began our pressure on the Russian financial sys‐
tem with sanctions on two Russian banks and a dealings ban on
Russian sovereign debt.

On February 24, Canada continued to tighten the noose with ad‐
ditional sanctions on key members of President Putin's inner circle
and his close contacts, those who have been benefiting from his
regime.

On February 25, we moved against President Putin himself,
sanctioning both him and his chief of staff. Canada also sanctioned
Russia's foreign minister, Sergey Lavrov, and all other members of
the Russian security council, including the ministers of justice, de‐
fence and finance.

In response to Belarus's clear complicity with Russia's unaccept‐
able actions, we also announced sanctions against some 57 Belaru‐
sian elites and entities who are close associates of Alexander
Lukashenko, as well as several oligarchs.

We are continuing to put the squeeze on the Russian economy,
and on February 26, we moved to disconnect Russian banks from
the SWIFT global interbank payment system. This will significant‐
ly restrict their ability to send money in and out of the country, ef‐
fectively pausing Russia's major imports and exports.

On February 27, in coordination with several European coun‐
tries, Canada closed its airspace to Russian aircraft operators.

● (1100)

On February 28, we announced a dealings ban on the Russian
central bank, the Russian National Wealth Fund, and the Russian
Ministry of Finance. On February 28, we also announced a ban on
crude oil imports from Russia. Measures to implement this ban will
be finalized very shortly.

On March 1, two days ago, we announced our intention to ban
Russian-owned or Russian-registered ships and fighting vessels in
Canadian ports and internal waters, and yesterday we announced
we would impose restrictions on an additional 10 key individuals
from two important companies in Russia's energy sector.

Let me be clear: More will come until Russia disengages, de-es‐
calates, retreats, allows Ukraine and the Ukrainian people to be
free, and respects their territorial integrity. Every day we have re‐
sponded to the requests of the Ukrainian people and the Ukrainian
government. Every day we have done the things that are meant to
suffocate the Russian economy and to isolate Russia in the world.
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It is extremely important that we continue these important efforts

and not be distracted by other issues. It is extremely important that
we keep our eye on the ball and ensure that we are doing what Pres‐
ident Zelenskyy and the Ukrainian government have requested of
us to put that squeeze on and suffocate the Russian government.
This is the way that Russians will understand what their govern‐
ment is doing in their name and call upon the Russian government
itself to stop as well.

What President Zelenskyy has not asked for are more pipelines
in Canada. What President Zelenskyy has not asked for is a retreat
to 20th century energy policies. What President Zelenskyy has not
asked for is to engage in a debate this day about climate change or
about oil security. What President Zelenskyy has asked is for us to
be laser-focused on the problems of Ukraine and to allow Ukraine
to have our support on every critical aspect on which they need
support.

I am deeply concerned that the Conservative Party does not get
that. While I absolutely appreciate their solidarity on the actions
that we have taken, what distresses me greatly is a crass opportuni‐
ty that they are taking, like an opportunistic infection, to take ad‐
vantage of a deeply disturbing grave international crisis that affects
every one of us in this House, every Canadian and every one—
● (1105)

Mr. Damien Kurek: Madam Speaker, on a point of order, I am
listening with great interest to the speech of the member opposite.
To use, on such an important subject, words accusing his political
opponents of being “crass” and referring to them as an “infec‐
tion”—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): That is a
point of debate.

The hon. parliamentary secretary.
Hon. Robert Oliphant: Madam Speaker, I am glad I am able to

continue, because the interruption to our important debate on this
international crisis is actually in the third section of this motion,
which makes it absolutely an inappropriate debate to have.

I take the opportunity to say that we stand with the Ukrainian
people and we stand with the Government of Ukraine. We stand
with the free world and we stand with those who value the interna‐
tional rules-based order. We stand with our colleagues and like-
minded companion countries, such as the EU, the U.K., the U.S.
We stand with the vast majority of the countries of the world at the
U.N. that voted to condemn the actions of Russia and Vladimir
Putin.

What we do not want to engage in today is a debate about energy
security, although it is an important debate. We do not want to en‐
gage in talking about our climate change initiative, although it is
another important debate, or talking about weaning us away from
fossil fuels or about a 21st century energy policy that guarantees
Canada will have the energy security we need. These are important
debates, but today's debate should be about Ukraine. It should be
about an international crisis, and I am frankly embarrassed that we
are actually having to deal with this issue while the world is facing
such a crisis. I would hope that all members stand in solidarity with
Ukraine and continue to do that.

Mr. Damien Kurek (Battle River—Crowfoot, CPC): Madam
Speaker, I am glad I have the opportunity to ask this question, be‐
cause I believe that the member is missing much of the context for
the critical importance of the third part of this motion.

We are coming into another growing season. I come from one of
the breadbaskets of the world, and Ukraine is another one of those
breadbaskets of the world, providing food security for much of Eu‐
rope and much of the world. The current government seems to be
unaware that energy policy has a direct impact on global food secu‐
rity, whether that be directly through things like nitrogen-based fer‐
tilizer, which is a miracle of modern agriculture that allows massive
increases in global food production to be able to feed the world, or
whether it be in the fuel that is required to run the equipment to put
the seed in the ground and harvest the crop.

Would the member acknowledge that his calling the conversation
around energy security—which relates to food security, which re‐
lates to poverty reduction, which relates to all of these very impor‐
tant subjects—“an infection” is misguided? Would he acknowledge
that the conversation is needed to ensure that the world has peace
and security both in Ukraine, going forward, and—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): I have to
allow for other questions.

The hon. parliamentary secretary.

Hon. Robert Oliphant: Madam Speaker, it is a wonderful op‐
portunity to talk about the nearsighted nature of the Conservative
Party. The hon. member is talking about the upcoming growing sea‐
son as though this motion is going to have any effect on the ability
to provide food for the world from Ukraine. What will provide an
effect on ensuring that the Ukrainian breadbasket continues to pro‐
vide food for Europe is stopping this war. It is stopping this war,
and that is what we are focused on by sanctioning the government
of Russia, by continuing strong measures, by working with interna‐
tional partners. We are not short-sighted. We are getting the job
done.

[Translation]

Mr. Jean-Denis Garon (Mirabel, BQ): Madam Speaker, from
what I understand, the Conservative motion is suggesting that we
can resolve a dependence problem by creating a new dependence.
That seems about as logical as having a Liberal lead the Conserva‐
tives.

To me, the government's position is less clear. To date, the gov‐
ernment has invested $20 billion of public funding into a pipeline
that even the private sector did not want.

Can the parliamentary secretary confirm today that increasing the
transfer and production capacity of western oil is not a solution to
the geopolitical problems we are seeing today in Ukraine?
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[English]

Hon. Robert Oliphant: Madam Speaker, I am intentionally not
going to answer that question in the fullest sense of the word be‐
cause I want this debate to be about Ukraine. I do not want to be
sidetracked by the third part of the Conservative motion. I would
like us to focus on Ukraine and on what we can do in this House to
stop that aggression by Russia and have that debate about energy
self-sufficiency, which is a valuable debate, at a future time. I wel‐
come working with the Bloc on a future debate in that regard.
● (1110)

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): I see that
there is some heckling going on and maybe some people trying to
answer that question. I ask them to wait until it is time for questions
and comments.

The hon. member for Timmins—James Bay.
Mr. Charlie Angus (Timmins—James Bay, NDP): Madam

Speaker, I am absolutely appalled to see the Conservatives' use of
talking about children going hungry as a reason for us to spend bil‐
lions on a pipeline. We are dealing with a world crisis of people dy‐
ing in the streets, being killed, and they see this as another reason to
turn on the taps of taxpayer money.

We have spent $121 billion in subsidies to big oil in the last sev‐
en years, $75 billion on carbon capture, $21 billion on TMX and $1
billion on the abandoned wells, and the Conservatives are talking
about using a humanitarian crisis for more.

Will the Liberals agree with us that this motion is undermining
Canada's reputation of standing up for Ukraine because the Conser‐
vatives are more interested in satisfying big oil?

Hon. Robert Oliphant: Madam Speaker, I would easily say yes
and I thank the member for Timmins—James Bay for his ongoing
work on this issue.

We need to unite in this House to talk about the important issue
of Ukraine, but we must also continue to talk about the important
issue of climate change. We will do that at a future time. I look for‐
ward to that ongoing conversation.
[Translation]

Mr. Stéphane Bergeron (Montarville, BQ): Madam Speaker, I
want to point out that I will be splitting my time with my colleague
from Repentigny.

Today, we are being asked once again to participate in a very im‐
portant debate on the situation unfolding in Ukraine. To present the
Bloc Québécois's position on the Conservative motion, I would like
to read it point by point.

The member for Wellington—Halton Hills is proposing “That
the House: (a) condemn President Vladimir Putin and the Russian
Federation for their unprovoked, illegal attack and invasion of
Ukraine”.

We completely agree with point (a). However, we were expect‐
ing that, a little later, they would make suggestions about possible
additional sanctions to punish Vladimir Putin and Russia for the un‐
provoked and illegal invasion of Ukraine. We were also expecting
them to propose additional sanctions on the oligarchs.

The member then suggests that the House “(b) stand with
Ukraine, the people of Ukraine and Canadians in the Ukrainian
community”.

Again, no one could be against that. We have said many times
over that we stand with the people of Ukraine. We are not going to
stop standing with them now. We would have liked to see some
proposals, though. What more can we do on top of the humanitari‐
an assistance we have already sent to support the people of
Ukraine? Will the government increase the $10 million cap it set to
match the donations Canadians make to the Red Cross? We are
waiting to hear.

Will the government lift the visa requirements that are still in
place for Ukrainian refugees? These people are fleeing with a small
suitcase, can barely find a place to sleep, and yet they are being
asked to fill in 14 copies of forms in a language that is probably not
their first language. They also have to pay fees to be able to seek
refuge in Canada. As the Bloc Québécois leader said, Canada is al‐
lowing people to cross the border at Roxham Road without a visa
but cannot lift the visa requirement for Ukrainian refugees.

We were expecting the Conservative motion to propose ways to
meaningfully demonstrate our solidarity with Ukraine, the Ukraini‐
an people and Ukrainian Canadians. We then jumped to point (c)
thinking that we would see proposals for sanctions to punish Rus‐
sia, Vladimir Putin and the oligarchs who support him. We expect‐
ed to see proposals in point (c) to help Ukrainians, Ukraine and our
fellow Canadians of Ukrainian origin, but no. What then did we
find in point (c)?

It suggests that the House “(c) call on the Government of Canada
to undertake measures to ensure new natural gas pipelines can be
approved and built to Atlantic tidewater, recognizing energy as vital
to Canadian and European defence and security, allowing Canadian
natural gas to displace Russian natural gas in Europe, and being
consistent with environmental goals in the transition to non-emit‐
ting sources of energy”.

If that is not a basely self-serving argument, I do not know what
is. Honestly, even if we decided to go that route and build pipelines,
despite the fact that it would first of all go against the idea that we
need to phase out fossil fuels, the conflict would, hopefully, be long
over by then.

What would be the purpose then, other than to export the dirty
oil produced in western Canada? It would have no other purpose,
because our German friends cannot rely on Canadian oil and gas to
replace Russian oil. That is a bogus argument. What we find in
point (c) is a bad idea masquerading as a solution.

● (1115)

More than that, it is an idea that would hurt Ukrainians. Why?
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This morning, our friend Paul Journet, in La Presse, reported that

some oil companies in western Canada are owned by Russian oli‐
garchs who are still free from Canadian government sanctions.

I would have expected the Conservatives to tell us that they are
also going to impose sanctions on the oligarchs who hold shares in
western Canadian gas companies. No, they are not proposing sanc‐
tions against these oligarchs.

However, if we help these oligarchs, we are helping Russia and
therefore hurting Ukraine. This contradicts points (a) and (b) in the
motion that the House “condemn President Vladimir Putin and the
Russian Federation for their unprovoked, illegal attack and invasion
of Ukraine” and that we “stand with Ukraine, the people of Ukraine
and Canadians in the Ukrainian community”.

What the Conservatives are proposing means giving more cash
to Russian oligarchs who have shares in western Canadian oil com‐
panies. Is that how we want to help Ukrainians? Is that the great
idea of our Conservative friends to help Ukrainians?

All the Conservatives want to do is help their oil industry, period.
There is no other explanation.

I can name names. How about Roman Abramovitch, who owns
28% of Evraz, which supplies steel for pipelines? That is interest‐
ing. How about Igor Makarov, Coastal GasLink's primary share‐
holder? These are oligarchs who are still dodging sanctions, and we
would sure like to know why the Government of Canada has not
yet imposed sanctions on them.

If only the Conservatives had put forward the idea of punishing
these oligarchs too. Let me reiterate: The chief of staff for Alexei
Navalny gave the Standing Committee on Foreign Affairs and In‐
ternational Development a list of oligarchs who should be sanc‐
tioned, and that was long before the invasion of Ukraine. We had
that list. The Government of Canada had that list. When will it im‐
pose sanctions on all those oligarchs?

Today, the Conservatives actually want us to send more cash
their way and help them help Vladimir Putin invade Ukraine. We
wholeheartedly agree with parts (a) and (b) of the motion, but how
could we possibly support the part (c) the Conservatives have put
forward in this motion? Never in a million years would we support
that kind of thing because supporting the Conservatives' proposal
would hurt Ukraine.

If the Conservatives had been the slightest bit reasonable and
honest in their desire to help, given the climate crisis as well, they
would have said that this proposal will need to be accompanied by
energetic measures, no pun intended, to undertake the green transi‐
tion and significantly reduce the amount of oil and gas in our econ‐
omy. Once again, they come up with no such proposal. They are
simply proposing that we consume even more oil and gas and ex‐
port it to other countries so they can continue consuming it, which
runs completely counter to the idea that we need to start the transi‐
tion immediately.

Allow me to reiterate: The Bloc Québécois is voting against this
motion. We take no pleasure in doing so, but we have no choice.
My colleague from Repentigny will most certainly provide even

more reasons why, from an environmental perspective, the Bloc
Québécois cannot subscribe to a motion like this one.

● (1120)

[English]

Mr. Damien Kurek (Battle River—Crowfoot, CPC): Madam
Speaker, it is unfortunate that my colleague from the Bloc failed to
read the part in part (c) that references the need for a transition to
non-emitting sources of energy.

I am going to give the benefit of the doubt to members from all
other political parties who seem to think this is somehow about a
big oil vendetta. The reality is that the energy security situation in
Europe has been funding the war in Ukraine. It is now high time for
us to acknowledge the fact that we need to ensure there are ethical
sources of energy that do not get into the hands of despots.

Would the member acknowledge that this is not simply about oil,
but about the ingredients that are required for things like fertilizer?
With an upcoming growing season in Ukraine, this would be abso‐
lutely essential to ensuring that the people of Ukraine have not only
energy security, but long-term food security as well.

[Translation]

Mr. Stéphane Bergeron: Madam Speaker, first, it does not take
a pipeline to send fertilizer to Ukraine.

Second, German Chancellor Olaf Scholz himself says that Ger‐
many should reduce its dependence on oil and start transitioning to
green energy as soon as possible. The Conservatives are offering to
sell him more oil. However, that is not what is needed. The Ger‐
mans themselves are saying this is not the direction they should
take.

Why would we not heed the advice of our European allies in the
context of this crisis and provide them what they need to begin the
green transition? Quebec is especially well placed to help in that re‐
gard.

[English]

Mr. Kody Blois (Kings—Hants, Lib.): Madam Speaker, I have
sat in for about a half hour of the discussion so far in this debate. I
think the member opposite is missing the point that this is not just
about Ukraine. For the last week, we have seen an invasion by Rus‐
sia into Ukraine that completely changes the geopolitical dynamic
we have seen over the last 30 years of the post-Cold War period.

Of course, I love to sometimes chide my Conservative col‐
leagues, but I think this is a sincere conversation that needs to be
had about the endowments Canada has, whether in food, energy or
critical minerals. Would the member at least recognize that the for‐
eign policy context has changed and Canada has to evaluate how
we can support our allies in Europe?
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[Translation]
Mr. Stéphane Bergeron: Madam Speaker, I am seeing that the

Liberal government is going to vote for the Conservative motion.
The mask is coming off. Therefore, it is not surprising that the Con‐
servatives are courting a Liberal to be their leader, given that the
Liberals seem to be in exactly the same camp as the Conservatives
on the energy issue.

I do not know how to respond to my colleague's comments. Even
if it were true that the Germans, who want to switch to other types
of energy, needed Canadian oil and gas, we would not be able to
supply them in a reasonable period of time. By the time we got it
done, winter and the war would already be over.

We need to stop lying to ourselves, and we need to stop trying to
help western Canada's oil and gas industry.
[English]

Mr. Charlie Angus (Timmins—James Bay, NDP): Madam
Speaker, I am not surprised the Liberals are coming out to support
the Conservatives. They have had 6,800 backroom meetings with
big oil, and there have been more oil subsidies under the Liberals
than under the Stephen Harper government.

I want to ask my hon. colleague a quick question. I have seen the
map of Canada. To get a pipeline from Alberta to the Atlantic it has
to cross Quebec, which has just cancelled the Saguenay pipeline
because it undermines our international Paris obligations. Does the
hon. member think the Liberals and the Conservatives are going to
force Quebec to put the new pipeline through?
[Translation]

Mr. Stéphane Bergeron: Madam President, that is an excellent
question.

We saw the Liberal government force B.C.'s government to agree
to let a pipeline cross its province. Quebec is fundamentally and ir‐
revocably opposed to a new pipeline going through. I hope that our
Liberal colleagues are not suggesting that they are prepared to force
a pipeline down Quebeckers' throats.

Ms. Monique Pauzé (Repentigny, BQ): Madam Speaker, I
want to begin by reminding members that we are deeply mired in a
global climate crisis, which is recognized by all the experts. Gov‐
ernments around the world are mobilizing in the face of this crisis,
although some are doing more than others.

We were just beginning to get out of the health crisis when Rus‐
sia decided to attack Ukraine. This was a vicious attack, a clear vio‐
lation of international law and a direct blow to the European com‐
munity. Like many nations, Canada has chosen—and rightly so—to
impose sanctions on this belligerent government, this dictatorship
that seems impervious to all diplomacy as it refuses to even consid‐
er the most rudimentary thinking towards resolution and appease‐
ment.

History will provide compelling academic explanations of what
we are witnessing today, although there is no way Russia's current
behaviour could ever be endorsed. However, today is not the day to
hold this history workshop. Instead, we have a duty to take a very

serious look at the Conservative Party's motion. My colleague from
Montarville did a great job breaking down its three main points.

The Bloc Québécois has already made public statements that re‐
flect the messages in points (a) and (b). We condemn the Russian
Federation and its president, and we stand with the people of
Ukraine, no matter where in the world they are. The Ukrainian di‐
aspora that has chosen Quebec will be supported. It goes without
saying that we will stand with them and help them. Just this morn‐
ing, my riding office was getting calls from people who want to
take in Ukrainians.

The problem is with the next point in the motion. The most out‐
rageous part of this Conservative motion, because yes, it is outra‐
geous, is that the Conservatives mention Ukraine but then do not
propose any form of assistance. Instead, the motion would help de‐
velop Alberta's oil and gas industry, which is something neither Eu‐
rope nor Ukraine are asking for.

The Conservatives do not even hide the fact that they are sug‐
gesting that promoting pipelines and other energy projects is the so‐
lution to the conflict. This solution would most certainly represent
an unprecedented setback to the real progress that Europe has made
over more than 10 years in improving the climate record of many of
its member nations, and it would further reinforce global depen‐
dence on fossil fuels, a dependence we so desperately need to over‐
come.

There is no need for any of us to play innocent. We all know it,
so let us just say it: For some businesses and some people, war is
unfortunately a sorry excuse to fill their pockets.

Let us start by establishing that nothing could be done in time to
relieve Europe's dependence on Russian energy, certainly not be‐
fore the current violence ends for good.

I urge all members to be realistic and show some basic practicali‐
ty. What the motion is proposing would require the construction of
new pipelines from Alberta to the Atlantic, crossing Quebec. This
is a 20-, 30- or 35-year project. However, GNL Québec, the only
officially submitted pipeline project for exporting liquid natural gas
to the Atlantic, was not expected to be operational until 2025-26.
Both the Quebec government and the federal government rejected
it. The now defunct energy east pipeline project estimated that it
would take five years to get up and running, but it, too, was rejected
by Quebec and scrapped in 2017.

This motion tells us that the answer to generations of oil wars, of
which there have been several, is apparently to entrench fossil fuel
dependency even more deeply by building high‑carbon infrastruc‐
ture that would lock in fossil fuels beyond the middle of the century
and speed us into an era of climate conflict.
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initiatives to break our dependence on fossil fuels. Sweden, Brazil
and France have projects. Quebec has turned its wealth of drinking
water into a forward‑thinking energy catalyst and an economic jew‐
el for Quebec.

The momentum has stopped, but climate science and the acceler‐
ation of greenhouse gas emissions have not. We know the peril that
lies ahead. In fact, on the very day this motion was tabled, the Inter‐
governmental Panel on Climate Change released its umpteenth re‐
port on the impact of climate change, which, far from warming our
hearts, instead makes for chilling reading.
● (1130)

How did the Conservatives come up with a motion like this?
Does the official opposition not see any other ways of helping
Ukraine?

Here are a few ideas that we could implement. We could suspend
visa requirements for coming to Canada. We could expand the
sanctions to Belarus, which partnered with Russia in the annexation
of Crimea. We could charter flights to Canada to bring in Ukrainian
refugees who are stranded in overcrowded camps in neighbouring
countries.

Earlier, the parliamentary secretary was bragging about how
Canada was the only country to ban imports of Russian oil. That is
because we have not imported oil from Russia since 2016. Could
the government please come up with some more practical solu‐
tions?

Some countries are seizing the financial assets of Russian oli‐
garchs, but we also need to look at their participating interest in
Canada's oil projects. My colleague even named names. The Cana‐
dian oil and gas industry could start by taking a look in the mirror.
A steel company owned by oligarchs should never have been al‐
lowed to get involved in the Coastal GasLink pipeline project, and
that should be rectified immediately.

The western oil industry has been playing a key role in creating
this Russian energy crisis for decades, as part of a lobby led by the
American company Exxon, which wanted its share of the pie in
Russia. Their partnership continued into this millennium.
Rex Tillerson, the CEO of Exxon, a company that operates in
Canada under the name Imperial Oil, personally received one of
Russia's highest honours, the Order of Friendship, from
Vladimir Putin in 2013.

Imperial Oil and its partnership with the Russian state oil compa‐
ny even brought Rosneft into the Alberta oil sands. The explicit
goal was to transfer technological know-how so Russia could take
advantage of new technologies to boost its industry—and the
Kremlin's coffers—back home. In a 2012 article in the Financial
Post, Claudia Cattaneo described Rosneft's arrival in Canada as a
“landmark alliance” and the focus of a “new oil age”. Putin
launched his first invasion of Ukraine and annexed Crimea two
years later.

If we really want to stand up to Putin, support Ukraine and keep
the lights on in Europe, here is what we have to do: We have to
switch to renewable energy. Russia does not control renewables. In

fact, Europe has been working on plans to accelerate the energy
transition for years now. Given that German Chancellor Scholz put
the Nord Stream 2 pipeline on hold even though his country and
Italy are the western European nations most dependent on Russian
natural gas, the EU probably knows what it needs to do. A February
24 article in the Washington Post covers the details. I encourage my
colleagues to read it.

Greater economic rapprochement with the Russian dictatorship
did not cause it to forget its ongoing geostrategic ambitions. What
we need to do is accelerate the energy transition at an aggressive
pace. Enough with the small steps. It is time for great leaps. We
have to invest in projects that augment America's and Europe's en‐
ergy security and reduce their carbon footprint.

This motion has nothing to do with the war in Ukraine. Point (c),
in particular, does nothing to address the energy needs of Europe,
which, by the way, has not asked Canada for anything of the sort.
Using a tragic international conflict to play politics domestically is
frankly cynical.

Ms. Krakovska, the head of the Ukrainian delegation at the IPCC
negotiations, was clear when she said, “Human-induced climate
change and the war on Ukraine have the same roots—fossil fuels—
and our dependence on them”. She went on to say, “we hope the
world will not surrender in building a climate resilient future”.
When she mentions the world, that must include Canada.

I will conclude by saying that the Bloc Québécois believes that
we must listen to what Ukraine is telling us, be attentive to the real
needs that we have the capacity to meet and, above all, not give in
to the temptation to exploit the situation before us.

● (1135)

[English]

Mr. Dave Epp (Chatham-Kent—Leamington, CPC): Madam
Speaker, all four of my grandparents were born in Ukraine. I have
visited three times and sunk my hands into that rich soil. Ukraine
feeds much of Europe. I listened to the last two speeches, and a
commenter from the previous speech stated that pipelines do not
deliver fertilizer. A century ago, our nitrogen sources for crop pro‐
duction came with the warning “store high in transit”. Today's fer‐
tilizer is not produced that way.

For the farmers in my hon. colleague's province, where does the
nitrogen they use come from, and for the farmers in Ukraine who
supply Europe, where does the nitrogen come from?

[Translation]

Ms. Monique Pauzé: Madam Speaker, I do not understand. I
have also been here for over half an hour. Why are the Conserva‐
tives, the official opposition, linking food and fertilizer? I will ex‐
plain why.
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are going to die of hunger or will have serious food-related issues.
That is the problem. Climate change is also a food security issue for
the entire global population. It is also a health issue for the entire
global population. That means thousands of people around the
world. Tens of thousands of people are dying in Canada because of
climate change.

Can we try to look to the future, rather than always relying on an
industry of the past?

[English]
Mr. Kody Blois (Kings—Hants, Lib.): Madam Speaker, I agree

with my hon. colleague in the sense that the text of this motion
could have actually been a bit better, with all due respect to my col‐
league for Wellington—Halton Hills. I think that now is a pivotal
time for us as a country to look at the endowments we have, and
how we partner with our allies to provide the tools that are needed.
This member talked about, for example, the transition to a low-car‐
bon economy. That requires critical minerals. Our allies in Europe
rely on 98% of those being imported from China.

Will the member at least recognize, even if she does not agree
with the text of the motion and the prospect of pipelines, that the
foreign policy context has changed and we need a serious conversa‐
tion on how Canada fuels, feeds and powers the world?
● (1140)

[Translation]
Ms. Monique Pauzé: Madam Speaker, I thank my colleague for

the question.

I do not know, but I get the impression that there is some confu‐
sion. Earlier it was about food and pipelines. Now it is about nickel
and oil, and there is talk of sharing our wealth.

In a past life, I was a teacher. When I had a student in my class
who had problems learning, I did not tell him that I would teach
him extra math lessons. I had to start by figuring out what the prob‐
lem was. If his problem was with French and I offered him lessons
in math, that did not work.

We have to begin by looking at what is being asked of us, what
the people want and what they need, instead of offering them some‐
thing just because we have it. We have to begin by looking at what
the people need.

Ms. Niki Ashton (Churchill—Keewatinook Aski, NDP):
Madam Speaker, I appreciated my colleague's speech.

We see that the Conservatives are pretty disconnected from reali‐
ty here in Canada, as well as internationally.

Does my colleague think that what we are seeing in the motion is
a case where they are putting their friends' profits, including those
who work in the oil industry, ahead of the humanitarian needs of
people who are currently suffering in Ukraine?

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): I would
like to note that the member has one minute to answer.

The hon. member for Repentigny.

Ms. Monique Pauzé (Repentigny, BQ): Madam Speaker, one
minute is not a lot.

I can say that no one, except for the Conservative Party, believes
that the solution to Europe's dependence on Russian oil would be to
increase its dependence on Albertan oil.

Here is some food for thought: Is this about doing something for
Ukrainians or for Albertans?

[English]

Mr. Charlie Angus (Timmins—James Bay, NDP): Madam
Speaker, as always, I am honoured to rise and represent the people
of Timmins—James Bay. At this moment, when our world is con‐
fronted by horrific violence and naked aggression, the footage of
children hiding out in bomb shelters has shocked the world. It has
shocked all of us and made us understand the importance of stand‐
ing as a democracy and standing for freedom.

As New Democrats, we believe that we stand together in the
House for the principle of the right for people to make their own
decisions, and when our neighbours are in crisis we reach out and
help them. The New Democrats and I certainly support the member
for Wellington—Halton Hills and condemn President Vladimir
Putin and the Russian Federation for their unprovoked illegal attack
and invasion of Ukraine. Yes, the Parliament of Canada stands
solidly with Ukraine, the people of Ukraine and Canadians in the
Ukrainian community.

The member for Wellington—Halton Hills tells us that what we
should do with this is undertake measures to ensure that new natu‐
ral gas pipelines can be approved and built out to Atlantic tidewa‐
ter. I am actually appalled by the cynicism, and the exploitation of a
humanitarian disaster to promote, once again, the interests of the oil
sector. I know there are many on the Conservative backbench who
would take that position without even blinking, but I have always
had great respect for the member for Wellington—Halton Hills.
Such a stunt should not be played at this time in our history.

This motion could have talked about the need to deal with Rus‐
sian disinformation and the need for a strong position by our Parlia‐
ment. We would have supported that.

We could have talked about the need to help with visas and the
refugee crisis that is clogging the Polish border. All of us could
have stood together as a Parliament and supported that.

We could have talked about the growing food crisis that we are
facing. Ukraine is one of the world's bread baskets. We could have
talked about the crisis of that war and what it means for global food
supplies, but the Conservatives are not interested in that.
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been to take as much public money as possible and blow it on oil
and gas. Even though oil and gas is making enormous profits, the
Conservatives want the public to pay for it. Now they have decided
that a humanitarian crisis is another good reason for them to shame‐
lessly promote something like this. I am actually embarrassed that,
as the world is looking for solidarity and a vison of democracy,
freedom and rights, we are here having to play games promoting
the interests of oil and gas once again in a petrostate such as
Canada.

As the Ukrainian crisis comes to us, I think ironically of two oth‐
er important points that have happened this past week. One is an
IPCC report that says the window for saving this planet is growing
very short. The UN talks about the creation of an “atlas of human
suffering”.

I have never, ever actually heard Conservatives talk about the cli‐
mate crisis. They talk vaguely about it. I was listening to the CBC
as I was driving to Ottawa the other day. The story was about baby
boomers. They were interviewing a couple of boomers who were
saying, “We set out that we were going to spend the inheritance of
our children and we ran out of money”. That is what we are doing
here once again. Our generation is standing here, selling off the fu‐
ture of our children in order to make extra profits: not just profits,
but extra profits for oil and gas. I urge my colleagues in the Conser‐
vative Party, if they keep talking about international standards and
international law, to note that Canada has failed in every interna‐
tional commitment we have made in dealing with greenhouse gas
emissions, and we are spending our children's inheritance right
now.

The third element that I think is important is, of course, that we
found out that we are now on the hook for $21 billion of taxpayers'
money for the TMX pipeline, and that we are going to spend enor‐
mous amounts of taxpayers' money promoting the export of bitu‐
men overseas as a Canadian public policy, which is going to be
covered by the taxpayers. We are going to get into some of these
pipe dreams of the Conservatives. It is a pipe dream ideology that
betrays workers and is fundamentally unsound economically be‐
cause it is based on the massive use of taxpayers' money again and
again. It is, of course, undermining the very future of our planet,
earth.
● (1145)

I was thinking of buying myself a map of Canada that I could
give to my colleagues in the Conservative Party, because if we look
at the map of Canada, we see that to get a pipeline from Alberta to
the Atlantic we have to cross Quebec. I am not from Quebec, but
Mr. Legault is kind of a conservator. He shut down the Saguenay
LNG pipeline. Why was that? He shut it down because it would un‐
dermine Canada's international obligations to deal with greenhouse
gas emissions. This was a $9-billion project that would have cer‐
tainly benefited many jobs in Quebec, but he made the decision that
he was not going to invest here.

Of course, the Conservatives do not want us to know about the
fact that they could not even get a pipeline built to tidewater, be‐
cause to do it we would have to get across Quebec and Quebec is
saying no, as it has obligations. They are talking about how this is

somehow all about helping, that it is a humanitarian project that is
helping the planet. Those are falsehoods.

It is also a falsehood economically, because right now in north
American there are at least a dozen LNG projects that are going
nowhere and have gone—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): There is
a point of order from the hon. member for Fort McMurray—Cold
Lake.

Mrs. Laila Goodridge: Madam Speaker, I am still new here, but
I believe chapter 13 states that we are expected to show respect for
one another and differing viewpoints. What I have been hearing
repetitively from the member opposite is absolute disrespect,
whether it be to the member for Wellington—Halton Hills—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): The hon.
member's comments are debate and not particular to a point of or‐
der.

The hon. member for Timmins—James Bay.
Mr. Charlie Angus: Madam Speaker, I am not surprised. When‐

ever the Conservatives get challenged on misdeeds and misrepre‐
sentations, they are more touchy than a European football player
who falls on the ground and pretends their knee has been hurt. This
is abusive. Here we go again.

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): There is
a point of order from the hon. member for Fort McMurray—Cold
Lake.

Mrs. Laila Goodridge: Madam Speaker, members are expected
to show respect for one another, and what we just heard was abso‐
lute disrespect and is going to create disorder in this chamber.

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): Mem‐
bers can challenge the parties. I would ask the hon. member to
maybe be a little more judicious in his response. I did not find the
hon. member was showing disrespect to a particular member.

The hon. member for Timmins—James Bay.
Mr. Charlie Angus: Madam Speaker, I will take this moment to

apologize to any European soccer player who has never played the
game and never shown a great propensity to lie on the ground and
howl. I apologize to them greatly.

We are dealing with something serious here. We are dealing with
a party that is using a humanitarian disaster to exploit falsehoods. I
will call that out and I will not be silent, because they are trying to
fake out Canadians that there is somehow an economic argument.
Let us throw mindless amounts of money that will somehow get to
Ukraine and make some money.

If members want another example, it is like coming upon a hor‐
rific car accident, and as we are trying to pull people out of the car
accident, someone is climbing over them and saying, “Hey. I'm
from Abe's Honest Used Car Service. Let me sell you a car.” This is
not what we do in the middle of a humanitarian disaster, because
right now, as I said, 12 major LNG projects are not going ahead.
Things are not further ahead, but the Conservatives want to build a
pipeline of 2,000 kilometres. In Europe right now, stocks in clean
energy have taken off. Why have they taken off? It is because Eu‐
rope knows that its future is in clean energy.



March 3, 2022 COMMONS DEBATES 3139

Business of Supply
Let us talk about Conservative mathematics, and certainly Liber‐

al mathematics too, because the Liberals are now on the hook. They
bought a pipeline because Kinder Morgan knew it did not have the
financial capacity to build a $5.4-billion pipeline. It went to the
Conservative government in Alberta in 2014 and asked it to back‐
stop the TMX pipeline. Alberta said no since the money was not
there and the economic case was not there.

The Conservatives and big oil accused the Liberals of hating the
oil sector, so the Prime Minister signed up and hooked us into a
pipeline that is now at $21 billion. Here is the thing. We paid
Kinder Morgan for selling us a leaky pipeline and it used taxpayer
money to give the CEO bonuses for hoodwinking us.

Here is the other thing that is important to know in the scam that
we are dealing with in continually giving money to big oil. The cost
overruns are locked in at $7 billion. Those are all the extra overruns
in the pipeline. For the tolls that run the oil through the pipe, all the
extra costs are being paid for by the taxpayer. Not only are we pay‐
ing $21 billion, but every barrel of bitumen that goes overseas from
here on in will be paid for by the taxpayer. That is a pretty good
deal for big oil and, again, it is being paid for by the taxpayer.
However, that is perfectly normal mathematics in the world of the
Conservatives, who think that this is how money should be spent.

Why is TMX so fundamentally important to the ideology of the
Conservatives and the Liberals? It is because they were never fo‐
cused on supplying Canada's energy needs. They were not interest‐
ed in that. They stand and rant about how Saudi Arabian oil,
Venezuelan oil and Nigerian oil are coming down the St. Lawrence,
but it is not true. Quebec refineries are not using that. This is about
export. Why is export so important? It is because none of the emis‐
sions of burned bitumen count as part of Canada's total. Right now,
our emissions total from exports is more than all the emissions in
Canada combined. Talk about the burning the planet. We are look‐
ing at an increase of 1.2 million barrels a year thanks to TMX and
thanks to the money that is being invested by the government.

I will refer to a recent article in Forbes Magazine from January
28, 2022. It says that big oil is using the big tobacco playbook be‐
cause they realize they have lost the argument in Canada on the en‐
ergy crisis. People don't believe them anymore. What they have
done is turned to export. They are looking to create markets in the
global south. They are looking to China, where there are lower
standards. That is the economic model and none of those burned
barrels of bitumen in places like China or in markets in India will
ever be counted in the global total. That is how we burn the planet
while getting to net zero.

The Conservatives have tried to tell us that this pipeline is some
kind of humanitarian grain mission. We do not deal with food in
pipelines. I know the Conservatives would love to add it in the mix,
but it is not there. However, they keep talking about how this is a
clean fuel. The problem is that Canada has failed on this time and
time again.
● (1150)

I will refer members to the problem with methane. The Prime
Minister made a promise of cutting 45% by 2025. We never got
there. Now he is saying we are going to get to 75% by 2030. I men‐
tion methane because if we cut methane emissions on natural gas,

then we can say this is a transition fuel. However, methane is a
planet killer. Everybody knows this, but we have not seen the in‐
dustry take any steps to deal with methane. We can do this. I talk to
people in the industry. We can get to zero on methane, yet this plan‐
et killer is leaking out of abandoned wells, leaking out of pipelines
and leaking out of refineries. What do they do? Of course, they go
to the government and say, “Help us.”

The Liberal government has held 6,800 backroom meetings with
the oil lobby since the Liberal government came in. The Conserva‐
tives say the Liberal government is against big oil, but it is just a
myth. We have had $121 billion in oil subsidies. The Canadian As‐
sociation of Petroleum Producers has come forward and said it
wants $75 billion in carbon capture. We are paying $21 billion for
TMX. We are on the hook for $1 billion for abandoned wells.

Then big oil came forward asking to be given money to deal with
methane, and the government gave them $132 million to clean up
methane. Now here is the thing. What were the goals of the
methane reduction program? Number one was to attract investment.
Number two was to increase competitiveness. Well, that is not sav‐
ing the planet. Then down at number three was finding some equip‐
ment to help reduce methane emissions.

Why does this matter? It is because the environment commis‐
sioner has said that Canada, which used to be a world leader, is now
at the back of the G7. This methane reduction program was not
used to deal with the planet killer. It was used as a subsidy to big oil
and it allowed them to increase production. What the environment
commissioner also found was that they are not even tracking any of
the background emissions. They do not even know how bad
methane is. They have not bothered, yet we are writing cheques
for $134 million and we do not even know how it is spent. Mean‐
while, the planet is burning.

The Conservatives have a whole series of myths they try to per‐
petuate about how hard done by the west is on this and how hard
done by oil and gas is. This is a group that is belligerently fighting
for billions in taxpayer subsidies to support the typewriter when the
rest of the world is moving to the cellphone.

I want to point out one of the myths I have been hearing. It is that
rules on environmental standards in Canada are somehow scaring
off investments. That is simply not true. I refer members to a Wall
Street Journal headline that says financial giants are quitting what
they call “one of the world's dirtiest oil patches”. That is something
they also do not want us to know. Canada's—
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The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): We have
a point of order from the hon. member for Calgary Rocky Ridge.

Mr. Pat Kelly: Madam Speaker, I have been listening to the
member and he is doing his best as a member of the fourth party to
hold the opposition to account. However, he has five minutes left.
Could he maybe return to the motion and debate the motion? It has
been probably six or seven minutes since we had any discussion
that has anything to do with the motion.

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): The hon.
member and all members know that there is some latitude during
debate. The motion does speak about energy, so the hon. member's
speech is relevant. However, I do want to remind the member, if it
goes to the wayside a bit, to please come back to the motion at
hand.

The hon. member for Timmins—James Bay.
Mr. Charlie Angus: Madam Speaker, I would tell my hon. col‐

league that if the truth hurts, too bad, so sad, because the Conserva‐
tives have taken the crisis in Ukraine, the humanitarian suffering,
the deaths, the murder of innocent people, turned it around and said
this is a great opportunity for them to take billions in taxpayers'
money to promote the interests of oil and gas. If they do not like the
mathematics of how bad that is, then they should not be in the
chamber. Too bad, so sad, because this is their motion. We could
have been debating anything of substance. Instead, we are debating
Conservative mythologies.

As I was saying, over the last few years, 60 financial institutions,
including Deutsche Bank, HSBC Holdings plc, Hartford Financial,
the Japan Petroleum Exploration, have all pulled out of Canada.
Why? It is because of the lack of a plan to deal with the climate cri‐
sis.

Not only are the Conservatives misrepresenting the facts in terms
of the horrific humanitarian crisis, but they are misrepresenting the
facts to workers because the transition is here. We see the potential.
Calgary Economic Development and Edmonton Global are saying
that if we start to invest now in clean energy, we are looking at an
additional $61 billion for the provincial Alberta economy. If they
continue with business as usual, there will be only $4 billion. Year
in, year out, we see drops in employment in the oil sector and that
is not because people are being mean to them. It is because industry
is cutting jobs and making more profits. That is the thing.

That leads me back to the Forbes comparison. Forbes says that
having lost the debate in Canada on the climate crisis, oil and gas
have shifted, like big tobacco, to the global south, where the num‐
ber one plan is to make some claims about greenwashing, shift
massive exports to the global south where it does not count and
then only invest enough in clean tech so it looks like they are doing
something. Meanwhile, the market has moved beyond, and it has
moved beyond in a substantial way. What we have been given, time
and time again, by the Conservative Party is a fake, failed mytholo‐
gy when, year in, year out, jobs in the oil patch have gone down
and the opportunity for a clean-tech economy is staring us in the
face. There is a huge potential, but if we do not meet that, then we
are consigning our children to no future.

To get back to the motion at hand in a very clear way, I have seen
a lot of ways the Conservatives and the Liberals will bend over
backwards to give taxpayers' money to big oil, to excuse all manner
of abuses of accountability and to go along with all manner of fake
claims about dealing with the crisis, but emissions have continued
to rise, year in, year out. We are talking about the future of our
planet, but we are talking about it now, within the context of a glob‐
al crisis, a humanitarian crisis where people are dying. They expect
more from us than this gaudy attempt to claim that our best re‐
sponse to Ukraine is to spend billions of dollars on an unproven,
unplanned, unidentified pipeline, when the Europeans are already
moving toward clean energy alternatives. This is exploitative and
crass.

I have enormous respect for my colleague from Wellington—
Halton Hills, so I will offer an amendment in order for us to come
together and show a higher standard. I move that the motion be
amended in paragraph (c) by deleting all the words after “Govern‐
ment of Canada to” and substituting the following, “greatly in‐
crease humanitarian aid for Ukraine and for countries bordering
Ukraine that have already accepted hundreds of thousands of
refugees and provide targeted supports to ethnic minorities who
have faced discrimination in their attempt to flee Putin's war in
Ukraine.”

● (1200)

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Alexandra Mendès):
The amendment is inadmissible because it goes beyond the scope
of the motion.

Questions and comments, the hon. member for Wellington—Hal‐
ton Hills.

Hon. Michael Chong (Wellington—Halton Hills, CPC):
Madam Speaker, I thank my colleague across the aisle for his re‐
marks. Natural gas is clearly about defence and security. That is
why there has been a raging debate in Europe about Nord Stream 2.
It is why Germany just cancelled Nord Stream 2 in response to
Russia's invasion of Ukraine. It is why Donald Tusk, then prime
minister of Poland in 2014, in response to Russia's invasion of
Ukraine, asked the European Commission to come forward with a
strategic framework to address the fact that Russia is intimidating
Europe with the use of natural gas. In that strategic framework, the
European Commission said that the European Union should partner
with Canada in an energy partnership on natural gas precisely to
counter Russia's threats in eastern Europe and in Ukraine.

Natural gas produces the nitrogen that fuels the world's food sup‐
ply. European farmers today are facing a crisis in skyrocketing fer‐
tilizer prices caused by natural gas shortages from Russia. There
has been a massive drop in fertilizer in western Europe of 10%, and
it could lead to serious crop failure and a drop in crop yields this
year. It happened a century and a half ago in 1853-56 in Ukraine, in
Crimea, during the Crimean War and led to skyrocketing food
prices around the world. This is why energy is important. It is not
just about defence and security, but also our food supply.
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Mr. Charlie Angus: Madam Speaker, I did not know they built
the pipeline in 1854 to deal with the food crisis in Ukraine, but
again, the Conservatives will tell us anything. We start with this be‐
ing a big oil and gas issue, but as soon as we poke them, they start
talking about children being hungry.

We do not carry nitrogen in pipelines. This is about oil and gas.
This is a simple fact. For my hon. colleague who wants to go back
to 1854, we can go back throughout history. They were not using
pipelines to deliver agricultural support and they still are not. Once
again, we see the Conservatives using a humanitarian disaster and a
humanitarian crisis to promote the false interests of the oil and gas
sector.

Mr. Anthony Housefather (Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister of Public Services and Procurement, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, I think this is the first time the Crimean War has been ref‐
erenced in this chamber in a very long time.

One of the things that has been the most gratifying for me over
the course of this debate has been the unanimity, where this House
has found total agreement in terms of support for Ukraine. I worry
that in this motion we have two propositions that are clearly sup‐
porting Ukraine and that everybody in this House would agree to.
However, the third, regardless of my own personal opinion on the
issue, will divide us. There are clearly members who will vote no.

The hon. member spoke of Russian disinformation. Does the
hon. member believe that the House voting against this motion,
which has two statements of principle and support for Ukraine,
could be used by Russia to claim that Canada's Parliament voted
against Ukraine?

Mr. Charlie Angus: Madam Speaker, I really would hope that
my hon. Liberal colleagues are not going to support this motion to
expand gas line production, because we are afraid of what Russia is
going to say. I just want to put that on the record.

We have been unanimous in standing up on the issue of Ukraine.
What we are seeing is the Conservatives using this as a wedge to
undermine our credibility by saying that our number one issue at
this time, of all the issues that we are dealing with from Russia, is
to undertake measures to ensure new, natural gas pipelines be ap‐
proved. That is such a cynical and exploitive position. I certainly
hope the Liberals are not going to go there with them.

[Translation]
Mr. Luc Thériault (Montcalm, BQ): Madam Speaker, unfortu‐

nately, history has shown us many times how destructive war can
be.

A recent Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change report
shows how destructive the climate crisis can be.

The Conservatives are claiming that theirs is an ethical solution.
However, replacing one bad thing with another bad thing is not an
ethical solution.

What does my colleague think of the Conservatives' claim that
this is an ethical solution?

[English]

Mr. Charlie Angus: Madam Speaker, the issue here is really
concerning and is a constant misrepresentation. We have a huge op‐
portunity in Canada to be a world leader in moving forward with
renewables, hydrogen and geothermal energy. The expertise in
Canada is second to none. We could be working around the world
with this, but we are not because we are focused on putting billions
and billions of dollars into a 20th-century economy when the planet
is burning around us. This is a lost opportunity for workers, for re‐
gions and also for the future of our children.

Mr. Pat Kelly (Calgary Rocky Ridge, CPC): Madam Speaker,
Putin's war machine is being funded by their energy exports to vari‐
ous places around the world, but in particular the almost half of Eu‐
ropeans who rely on natural gas to heat their homes. In a report to
the European Parliament, “A Framework Strategy for a Resilient
Energy Union with a Forward-Looking Climate Change Policy”,
the European Union, itself, sought to further its partnerships with
countries such as the United States and Canada.

Would the member agree that it is the European Union, itself,
that has stated that it needs Canada's energy to be able to transition
and get off Russian energy?

● (1210)

Mr. Charlie Angus: Madam Speaker, if we look at what is hap‐
pening in Europe now, the discussion is clearly about the need to
get off Russian energy. They are talking about doing this through
improving the electricity grids and making sure that their non-re‐
newable and nuclear options are in place.

I do not see any of that from this Conservative party, a party that
is trying to exploit a humanitarian crisis right now, at this time, in
order to sell this false pipe dream that we could in six months, a
year or two years, build a pipeline from the west to Atlantic Canada
to capture a market, when there are already at least 12 other LNG
projects sitting on the sidelines across North America and the Euro‐
pean stock in clean energy is going up. All of this is predicated on
the usual Conservative scheme of saying, “Let us take billions in
taxpayers' money and try to drive it through.”

Mr. Brian Masse (Windsor West, NDP): Madam Speaker, to
go to the amendment by member for Timmins—James Bay, it is
kind of shocking to have this motion when we had a practical
amendment that would help people today and in the weeks to come
and would send a message to our allies.

The Conservatives have used this opportunity not only to attack
our allies but also to waste a message we could have sent to our al‐
lies. I would like the member to comment on that. His motion to
amend has been ruled out of order, but could he expand on that?
These are things we could still do today. I am really worried about
how this reflects on us internationally.

Mr. Charlie Angus: Madam Speaker, I think my hon. colleague,
like me, like everyone in the House, is fielding calls every day from
people who have family in the Ukraine. They are asking what we
are doing as the Parliament of Canada to help them.
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Am I going to say, in response to the fact that their family is

trapped in Kyiv or on the Polish border, the Parliament of Canada
came forward today to say that what we want to do is approve new
pipelines? I cannot call anybody back and say that. I can say that
we tried to work with the Conservatives, but they did not want to
work with us. We tried to work with them on the issue of speeding
up visas, of making sure we could get people to safety. That is what
I would like to see.

I am hoping the Liberals will oppose this motion because of the
cynicism of it. My God, if I were Putin, what I would be saying
now is, “Look at the Conservative Party. They are not worrying
about the horrific death rates in the Ukraine. They want to compete
with us for our natural gas.” To me, that is an appalling position.

[Translation]

Mr. Gabriel Ste-Marie (Joliette, BQ): Madam Speaker, I would
like to congratulate my colleague for his very good and very heart‐
felt speech.

In his opinion, why is the government refusing to sanction Rus‐
sian oligarchs who have direct or indirect interests in western
Canada's oil sands?

[English]

Mr. Charlie Angus: Madam Speaker, I want to thank my hon.
colleague and say, “Welcome to the petrostate.”

Remember how the Conservatives, who are all really upset about
Communist China, actually sold off sections of the oil patch to
state-owned Chinese companies because as long as it was Chinese
companies owning them, they did not mind. Now, we have the Lib‐
erals talking about sanctions but refusing to go after these key oli‐
garchs. This is the face of the petrostate between Conservatives and
Liberals. We need to have better accountability.

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Lead‐
er of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, there are actually two issues here. The first is in regard to
how responsible governments, such as the NDP in the province of
B.C. on LNG and in terms of the national government, deal with
the environment and natural resources.

The question today is around what we should be talking about,
which is unity in the condemnation of what is taking place in the
Ukraine. This is in fact a lost opportunity. Maybe if my friend was
to amend his amendment, maybe by having clause (c) deleted, that
might be within scope, and it would be a better motion for all of us
to vote on. Could the member give us his thoughts on that?

● (1215)

Mr. Charlie Angus: Madam Speaker, we need to rise up to a
higher level here, because we are being watched around the world,
and this motion brings us to a much lower, much more cynical, ex‐
ploitive level.

I urge all my colleagues to vote against it. We need to move for‐
ward on something that shows that, as a Parliament, we will stand
up for freedom for the people of Ukraine and not just for the pecu‐
niary interests of the oil lobby.

[Translation]

Mr. Gérard Deltell (Louis-Saint-Laurent, CPC):
Madam Speaker, I would like to inform the House that I will be
sharing my time with the member for Thornhill.

On Thursday, February 24, moments after Vladimir Putin's dead‐
ly, bloody and unlawful invasion of Ukraine, the Canadian Army
issued a statement announcing that a contingent of 120 soldiers
from Valcartier's 5e Régiment d'Artillerie Légère would be de‐
ployed to Latvia within 30 days to support a battery of M777 ar‐
tillery guns.

Putin's attack is having a direct impact today in my riding.
CFB Valcartier is located in the riding of my valiant colleague from
Portneuf—Jacques-Cartier, to whom I give my regards. However,
many military members from Valcartier live in my riding. These are
people I run into at the corner store, the supermarket or the local
café. They are men and women who put on the uniform to defend
our country's honour and the values we hold dear. These individuals
are in my thoughts today, especially those 120 men and women
who are going to be deployed to Latvia in the wake of Putin's dead‐
ly attack on Ukraine.

Europe has not seen aggression on this scale since 1945, and all
the decent countries in the world strongly condemn it. I want to
make it clear that this is about Putin, not about Russians. I know
some of my constituents were born in Russia and have chosen to
live in Canada. These people join with everyone in condemning
Putin's illegal, murderous and brutal aggression. We must distin‐
guish the dictator, Putin, from the rest of the people of Russia, like
the thousands of Russians who have bravely, honourably and nobly
spoken out against their president.

This aggression has brought back the horrors of Second World
War. My background is in history, and I have a particular interest in
the history of the Second World War. I never thought I would live
to see such horrific images of real war in real time. This is what we
are dealing with.

This attack on Ukraine is an attack on the values that we, as
Canadians, defend. Our values of freedom and democracy are hu‐
manitarian values that Putin so contemptuously rejects.

Like many people, I was very touched by these images. It was so
inspiring to see ordinary citizens, with no armour or weapons, con‐
fronting Putin's Russian tanks. Let us applaud the courage of these
individuals who, alone or with dozens or hundreds of friends, man‐
aged to block Putin's tanks to stop them from invading. That is one
of the inspiring images we have seen. Unfortunately, it is a rare
one, because every day we are seeing the horrors and ugliness of
this war of aggression that should not even be happening. However,
that is the reality.

My thoughts are also with the million, or almost million and a
half, Ukrainian Canadians. We salute them. I know a few personal‐
ly, of course, and I want to send them my regards.
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From the start, the Canadian government has been taking action

to address these tragic events, which unfortunately have still not
come to an end. We support that action. We applaud the Canadian
government for responding so quickly. The Conservatives applaud
and encourage the announcements that are being made on a daily
basis. We also hope that the government will do even more.
[English]

Diplomacy is a way to address an aggression, and the Putin ag‐
gression must have a diplomatic reaction from our government.
[Translation]

That is why the Leader of the Opposition in the House of Com‐
mons, in an important and heartfelt speech, talked about a few mea‐
sures that the Conservatives are proposing the Government of
Canada take to show its disapproval of what Putin is doing in
Ukraine.

First, the government needs to expel the Russian ambassador.
That is a diplomatic measure that will not affect anyone's life. How‐
ever, it will send a clear message that we are opposed to what is
happening. We also need to recall the Canadian Ambassador in
Moscow.

The government needs to strongly suggest to the CRTC that it is‐
sue an order prohibiting our cable companies here in Canada from
broadcasting programming from the Russian television network RT.
We applaud the private cable companies that have already done so.
● (1220)

Russia must also be expelled from all international organizations.
When, unfortunately, in 2015 and 2016, Putin invaded Crimea, we
expelled him from the G8. It was our government that was very
proactive in this area. Today, it would be an excellent idea for Rus‐
sia to be expelled from the G20, among other things.

We also want to speed up the issuing of visas. We know that the
government has made announcements to that effect and that they
are moving in the right direction. The goal is to allow as many
Ukrainian citizens as possible to come to Canada, particularly those
who want to join their families.

We must also highlight the fact that this war reminds us of our
dependence on our geography. The hon. member for Charles‐
bourg—Haute-Saint-Charles, himself a retired lieutenant‑colonel,
put it well.

When we look at the map, we think that Canada and Russia are
far apart. Russia is actually not that far away, because we share a
common border, the Arctic. Unfortunately, I must say that this gov‐
ernment has not been very proactive in the Arctic. The previous
government and its prime minister, however, were very proactive in
ensuring a Canadian presence in the Arctic.

That also means modernizing and updating our NORAD facili‐
ties and military infrastructure, from equipping our air force with
F‑35s to shipbuilding. This tragedy taking place in Ukraine calls in‐
to question our relationship as Canadians with our neighbour to the
north, not our distant neighbour to the east or west.

This tragedy exposes the fact that, now more than ever, the
whole world needs to ensure energy security for all. Russia supplies

40% of the natural gas consumed in Europe. Putin and his thugs are
wielding this fact like weapon and have been doing so for a long
time.

In 2015, the European Union, the EU, wrote a report detailing
the situation we are facing now. It says that energy policy is often
used as an instrument of foreign policy, especially in major oil pro‐
ducing and transit countries. It is talking about Russia. The report
also states that the EU will use all its foreign policy instruments to
establish strategic energy partnerships with producer countries and
transit countries or regions that are becoming more important.

That proposal was made in 2015, but nobody listened, unfortu‐
nately. In December, Democratic U.S. President Joe Biden said
there would have to be agreements with other countries, such as
Norway. Canada should be part of it too. On February 24, President
Biden said that his administration has been “coordinating with ma‐
jor oil-producing and consuming countries toward our common in‐
terest to secure global energy supplies”.

German Chancellor Olaf Scholz is quoted in the Globe and Mail
today. He stated that the events of the past few days have shown
him that a responsible and forward-looking energy policy is crucial
not only for Germany's economy, but also for its environment. It is
also crucial for its security. He believes that his country must
change course to overcome its dependency on single-source energy
imports. His comments are similar to those of the Democratic U.S.
President and those of the European Union in 2015.

That is why we believe that Canada, which is the fifth-largest
producer of natural gas, must lend a hand in this situation to ensure
global energy security. We must also remember that millions of
Ukrainians are currently suffering as a result of Putin's vicious at‐
tack, and that 120 Canadian soldiers at CFB Valcartier, in the Que‐
bec City area, will soon be deployed to Ukraine.

● (1225)

[English]

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Lead‐
er of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, when I reflect on the many debates we have had through‐
out the week and look at what is taking place in Ukraine today, I
think about how we have a wonderful opportunity to be able to
send a very strong message to the people of Ukraine when we bring
motions forward. I think it would be so much better to have solidar‐
ity in the passing of a motion at this time when referencing what is
taking place in Ukraine.

I am sure the member realizes, as the Conservative Party would
realize, there is no way there is going to be unanimous support for
the motion on the floor today. Would the Conservative opposition
party entertain any amendments to the motion to make it a strong
solidarity type of motion, given what is happening in Ukraine to‐
day?
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Mr. Gérard Deltell: Madam Speaker, I welcome the comments

of my colleague from Winnipeg North. I know he is, as is every‐
body in the House, very supportive of any action in this struggle to
fight Putin's aggression. We are all in solidarity. We have all shown
solidarity toward the Ukrainian people here in Canada, but first and
foremost toward those who are suffering under this attack. This
motion is not only about the solidarity that we as Canadians have to
show, but also about addressing some of the issues that have been
raised by the European Union, the Biden presidency and the chan‐
cellor of Germany.
[Translation]

Ms. Louise Chabot (Thérèse-De Blainville, BQ): Madam
Speaker, I would like to commend my colleague. The first part of
his speech truly reflects how we all feel about this war in Ukraine
and the distress this is causing people we meet in our communities.
I believe that is what points (a) and (b) of the Conservative motion
are all about.

With regard to point (c), my colleague mentioned the urgent
warning and energy security. I would like to ask him the following
question.

Given the urgent warning to all countries on climate change and
the warning that we must find concrete, pragmatic and meaningful
responses for Ukrainians, does my colleague believe that betting on
pipelines, the continuity of energy policy—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Alexandra Mendès): Or‐
der. I must give the hon. member for Louis-Saint-Laurent the op‐
portunity to respond.

Mr. Gérard Deltell: Madam Speaker, I thank my colleague from
Thérèse-De Blainville for her question.

They are not mutually exclusive. As the member pointed out,
there are three points in our motion. Everyone agrees with the first
two. The third, however, is a global issue, a matter of global energy
security, and we would be remiss if we overlooked that.

Canada has a concrete opportunity to help these people, and we
are not the only ones saying this. The European Union sounded the
alarm in 2015. The Democratic U.S. President himself, Joe Biden,
and I do not use the word “democratic” lightly, is looking to partner
with countries around the world to find a solution. The German
chancellor is of a similar mind.

The Conservatives in the House of Commons are not alone in
thinking this. World leaders are on the same page.
● (1230)

[English]
Ms. Lindsay Mathyssen (London—Fanshawe, NDP): Madam

Speaker, in his speech the member spoke about the dangers of hav‐
ing Russia as a direct neighbour to Canada. One of the reasons why
that threat is increasing is because the Arctic is far more accessible
than it ever was before. However, it is far more accessible because
of climate change and the world's dependency on fossil fuels.

Therefore, I would like the member's thoughts on how the Con‐
servatives think part (c) of this motion is at all helpful. He talked
about the increasing dangers of the accessibility to our Arctic by

our Russian neighbours, when it is the climate crisis that is part of
the growing tensions between our countries.

Mr. Gérard Deltell: Madam Speaker, as long as we need energy,
I will always fight for Canadian energy. It is not only me asking
that. We have seen the Chancellor of Germany asking for support
from elsewhere. We have seen the Democratic President of the
United States asking to have more people working on that. We have
seen the l'Union européenne asking to have partenariat with other
countries.

Canada is the fifth-largest producer of natural gas, and I will al‐
ways fight for Canadians.

Ms. Melissa Lantsman (Thornhill, CPC): Madam Speaker,
first and foremost, our hearts and prayers are with the people of
Ukraine, those people who have friends and family suffering and
those around the world standing and watching the bloodshed of the
men, women and children in a war zone paved with destruction by
a malevolent dictator whose carnage and unprovoked violence
know no bounds.

People in my own community, at the beginning, joined in prayers
in churches and synagogues and mosques and gurdwaras and ev‐
erything in between. Now countless organizations are raising mon‐
ey and sending goods directly to the people of Ukraine, helped by
the spirit of generosity of so many who just want to help, like Saint
Volodymyr Ukrainian Catholic Church in Thornhill and the count‐
less efforts by Chabad Lubavitch in sending help, load by load and
matched further by dollar-for-dollar donations from the kindness of
community members who want to go the extra mile.

I am going to take a moment to get a bit personal in this House
and speak to those who have been misinformed and to those who
have succumbed to the propaganda and the blatant lies espoused by
the Kremlin.

I am a first-generation Canadian. My parents arrived in Canada
in 1974 from Odessa. They were Jewish refugees who left the op‐
pression of the former Soviet Union. Putin's regime had persisted
with this narrative of a neo-Nazi government oppressing Russian
speakers despite the fact that President Zelenskyy's native language
is Russian and despite the fact that he himself is Jewish. It is an ab‐
solute perversion of facts. This country has democracy. It has free‐
dom of speech. It has freedom of religion.

In the face of that propaganda, I want to acknowledge those
specifically in my community and all over the world who have
demonstrated remarkable courage. I acknowledge the tens of thou‐
sands of Russians in cities within Russia and within our own coun‐
try and within the world who took to the streets to express their out‐
rage. Facing threats of harm, hundreds of them were arrested for
their bravery in speaking out. There is great concern in my own
community from those who condemn these actions. They are Rus‐
sian speakers themselves. They are those who have roots in Russia
and those who stand with the Ukrainian people. This is Putin's war.
This is Putin's ongoing invasion of Ukraine, a free and democratic
country.
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The attack ordered by Putin on Ukraine is the first European war

since the Second World War. It is a serious violation of internation‐
al law and of humanity. This attack threatens not only Ukraine, its
people and its many diaspora communities; it also threatens
Canada. Our own security has always been tied to that of Europe. A
hundred thousand is the number of Canadians who paid the ulti‐
mate price in the two wars in Europe. We have enjoyed the longest
period of relative peace and prosperity since that second great war,
a peaceful world that we played a role in establishing.

Vladimir Putin's evils know no bounds. Silence in the face of
evil becomes its accomplice, and it ends up becoming evil itself.
Remaining silent is a betrayal of our conscience and our values. Ul‐
timately it is a betrayal of our own freedom as well as our safety
and security. While I support the actions taken to date by the Gov‐
ernment of Canada, more needs to be done, because we will one
day be asked if we did everything we could during this dark chapter
in history. Could Canada have done more? I think that today the an‐
swer is yes.

The government should expel the Russian ambassador. The gov‐
ernment should direct the CRTC to terminate the licences of state
broadcasters that spread disinformation and propaganda. Russia To‐
day, RT, should be removed from our airwaves, as should other au‐
thoritarian state broadcasters operating here. The government
should also make every effort to seek the removal of Russia from
organizations like the G20, as we did from the G8 the last time this
happened.

As members would have heard from my colleagues in this
House, I will add my voice to theirs in advocating immediate im‐
plementation of visa-free travel for Ukrainians wanting to come to
Canada. I know that steps have been taken, but our EU partners
have already done this.

While I support the measures announced to date by the Govern‐
ment of Canada, I also understand that those measures are not go‐
ing to stop the invasion in Ukraine. However, we must one day be
able to say that we did everything that we could, and the fact re‐
mains that today we can do more.
● (1235)

Many in the House will say that some of what I am about to say
discounts the situation faced by the Ukrainian people as they fight
to defend their nation, the now over one million displaced Ukraini‐
ans, women sheltering children from unspeakable harms, and the
tragedy unfolding in real time of so many who feel helpless to
change the trajectory of evil. However, I believe that it is in our in‐
terest, in the interest of democracy in Europe and in the interest of
the security of our own country that we must explore every option
to do more in the face of what we are seeing.

We know that the Arctic is one of Russia's strategic priorities.
We have seen it through their actions and we have seen it through
their commitments. We share that border, and now, more than any
other time, we must commit to our own security in the wake of
destabilization in Europe. We need a plan and we need a renewed
commitment to take this situation seriously.

We need to think in longer terms about defending the Canadian
Arctic and our sovereignty. We need a plan on purchasing F-35 jets

and a plan to modernize NORAD's early warning system. We need
a plan to fix our national shipbuilding program. We need a plan on
joining ballistic missile defence and a plan for closer co-operation
with our Scandinavian allies and of course the Americans. We have
committed to that before and we need to commit to it again today.

Our nation's defence strategy is as important as our nation's ener‐
gy policy, and I am glad the members opposite realize the two are
linked. Canadians know that energy is vital to our lives, and we are
learning every day that it is more and more vital to our security. I
am not the only one who said this; the European Union said it and
our partners abroad have said it. We have witnessed over the last
six years that the government and its green energy policies con‐
tribute to the destruction of Canada's oil and gas sector and to in‐
creasing our reliance on foreign oil from countries with abysmal
human rights records, overrun with depots and dictators who func‐
tion with impunity.

Canada is the fifth-largest natural gas producer in the world, but
the stark reality is that we cannot get gas to Europe. We do not have
the infrastructure. We cannot get pipelines built. Getting resources
to Atlantic tidewater is vital to our economy, vital to our environ‐
mental goals, and vital to our own security, because we can be the
source of security for European democracies today, and that mat‐
ters.

Russia supplies 40% of Europe's natural gas and uses this to in‐
timidate Europe and Ukraine, and that matters. It matters because
of Russia's constant threat to cut off that supply, which provides
warmth in the winter, economic activity throughout the year and
stability to hundreds of millions of people. Without it we will most
certainly see a crisis in Europe, a crisis for their economy and for
the entire continent. Canada has the resources to ensure this is not
going to happen, and we must take these threats seriously.

The world changed last week. I want to end by saying that for the
people of Ukraine facing war, for the millions of Canadians of
Ukrainian heritage who see their roots under attack, for internation‐
al rules-based order, and for our own security, Canada's official op‐
position will continue proudly to do everything we can to ensure
Canada steps up and does its part.
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That starts with treating our energy security as a priority. Putin's

attack is not only an attack on Ukraine, and I am glad my col‐
leagues agree; Putin is a grave threat to global peace, security and
democracy and to our collective safety and security. The govern‐
ment members have said so themselves, and I am grateful again for
that. While the world witnesses the bravery of the Ukrainian peo‐
ple, seeing citizens fighting for their lives and for their country and
seeing the bravery of a president leading from the front, we too
must remember that they are not fighting only for themselves; they
fight for all of us, and our support must go beyond what we have
seen today. Our support must withstand the test of tomorrow.

I hope members of this House support our motion today so that
one day we will be able to say as a country that we did everything
we could.
● (1240)

Mr. Kody Blois (Kings—Hants, Lib.): Madam Speaker, I have
had the opportunity to have some interventions in the House before
this one, and I have lamented the idea that the text of the motion is
focused quite narrowly on pipelines and natural gas. I think this
House should be having a conversation more broadly about food
production, energy and critical minerals, because those are what
will be extremely important in Europe in a changing foreign policy
dynamic.

As a member from the province of Nova Scotia, I think of the
Goldboro LNG project. The text actually talks about pipelines, but
it makes no mention of the actual liquefied natural gas facilities that
would be important in exporting to Europe.

Would the member opposite at least recognize or acknowledge
that in transitioning energy to Europe, this type of infrastructure
would be extremely crucial, in addition to looking at existing
pipelines without building new ones?

Ms. Melissa Lantsman: Madam Speaker, the member opposite
is absolutely right, and I am glad there is a recognition from the
other side that energy policy is often used as a foreign policy tool. I
am glad the government is finally saying that. I am glad to finally
be able to speak about this in the House after the European Union
said it in 2005 and the world did not do anything.

I appreciate the member's intervention, I appreciate further con‐
versation and I absolutely do believe it should be included.
[Translation]

Mr. Maxime Blanchette-Joncas (Rimouski-Neigette—Témis‐
couata—Les Basques, BQ): Madam Speaker, I thank my col‐
league from Thornhill for her speech.

The Bloc Québécois obviously stands with the people of
Ukraine. The Conservative Party does as well. The Conservative
Party also supports economic sanctions, but today we learned that
there are allies of Russian President Vladimir Putin here in Canada.
These are people who have shares in the oil industry. These are
people who supply most of the steel for the Trans Mountain
pipeline project.

Does my colleague from Thornhill agree that these same sanc‐
tions should apply to people who support the Russian president
from within Canada?

[English]

Ms. Melissa Lantsman: Madam Speaker, I hope I did not hear a
suggestion or an implication that we would support any of the oli‐
garchs he just named. Yesterday in question period my colleague
named some of those oligarchs directly in asking the Prime Minis‐
ter about this.

I am also glad that the member who asked me that question will
never be in charge of Canadian foreign policy, because there is a
lack of realization that energy policy is often used as a foreign poli‐
cy tool. If the members from that party cannot understand that, then
I am glad they are sitting where they are sitting.

Mr. Don Davies (Vancouver Kingsway, NDP): Madam Speak‐
er, there are a few spectacles more offensive than someone trying to
profit off another's misery. The third part of this motion under de‐
bate today is a thinly disguised attempt to exploit the crisis, the vul‐
nerabilities and the suffering of the Ukrainian people to advance the
interests of Canadian oil and gas companies. This is one of the most
crass, self-centred political schemes I have seen in this House.
Worse, and ironically, the IPCC just days ago issued a scathing re‐
port indicating that carbon emissions have caused irreversible dam‐
age to our planet.

What is worse: the crass opportunism of the Conservative Party
to try to profit off a war or its refusal to acknowledge the climate
crisis facing our world?

● (1245)

Ms. Melissa Lantsman: Madam Speaker, what is absolutely
worse is that member's climate crusade without taking into account
today's motion or the fact that energy policy is often used as a for‐
eign policy tool.

That member should be ashamed of his comment in terms of this
motion. We have stood here and said to the government that we
agree and we have asked for more. The fact that the member oppo‐
site is using this conversation to paint us as something other than
supportive of Ukraine is absolutely shameful.

Mr. Arif Virani (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
International Trade, Export Promotion, Small Business and
Economic Development, Lib.): Madam Speaker, I will be sharing
my time with the member for Winnipeg North.

Slava Ukraini. Heroyam slava. Those words mean “glory to
Ukraine” and “glory to the heroes.”

I start with these words, because never have they been more ap‐
propriate. A valiant, courageous stand has been taken by Ukrainian
leaders, soldiers and everyday Ukrainian citizens in defending their
country. They are refusing to leave and refusing to capitulate to the
unlawful, illegal aggressor Vladimir Putin.
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We have seen babas, grandmothers, taking up arms, we have

seen young men and women doing night patrols in cities around
Ukraine, and we have seen average residents learning to make
Molotov cocktails, all in defiance of an enemy army that wants to
take control over Ukraine's territory and Ukraine's ability to govern
itself. That is the scene unfolding in Ukraine day after day. It is a
scene that has captured the spirit of democracies and democracy
lovers around the planet. Nowhere was this sentiment more defiant‐
ly represented than when President Zelenskyy, when offered the
chance of an evacuation by American military personnel, said quite
famously, “I need ammunition, not a ride”. This is the defiance of a
leader who is prepared to stand and fight rather than flee.

I represent thousands of Ukrainian Canadians in this Parliament
as the representative of Parkdale—High Park. In better times, we
celebrate Ukrainian heritage at things such as the Bloor West Vil‐
lage Toronto Ukrainian Festival, which takes place every Septem‐
ber in my community. Now, my communications with those con‐
stituents are very different. They are imploring me to call out Rus‐
sia and to advocate.

Let me be clear. Russia illegally annexed Crimea in 2014. Russia
unlawfully and illegally invaded the Donbass in 2014, and it is Rus‐
sia again, entirely unprovoked, that has commenced this horrific,
deadly and illegal war of aggression in a further invasion of
Ukraine in the hopes of restoring some lost sense of empire for
Vladimir Putin.

With respect to the motion before us, I stand unequivocally to
condemn Vladimir Putin and the Russian Federation for this further
illegal invasion of Ukraine. I unequivocally stand with my con‐
stituents, and I believe with all Canadians, in solidarity with
Ukraine, with Ukrainian Canadians and with Ukrainians who want
to live freely, peacefully and with the ability to make decisions
about their nation alone and free from outside influence and inter‐
ference. This is, in fact, the promise of the UN charter crafted in
1945 that has been broken in these past eight days by Vladimir
Putin.

For weeks, I and my colleagues have been advocating for a
strong response from Canada to this military buildup and, seven
days ago, this second unlawful invasion of Ukraine. Those pleas
have been responded to. In these past weeks, Canada has been un‐
equivocal in its denunciation of the invasion of the Donbass and its
rejection of the annexation of Crimea. We have been very clear that
Russia's second invasion, which commenced a week ago, is illegal,
unlawful and must end immediately.

We have trained over 33,000 Ukrainian soldiers through Opera‐
tion Unifier, which I personally was able to observe at their Inde‐
pendence Day on the Maidan in Kyiv in 2018. We have provided
the Ukrainian military with defensive equipment worth as much
as $35 million and lethal weaponry worth $7.8 million, which was
announced over a week ago. On February 28, 100 anti-armour
weapon systems and 2,000 rockets were being delivered. Just today,
the Minister of National Defence announced a further supply of
lethal weaponry: 4,500 M72 rocket launchers and 7,500 hand
grenades. We have expanded Operation Reassurance and have put
3,400 Canadian soldiers on standby for mobilization in the NATO
response force. We are also providing cybersecurity support to
Ukraine's military.

We are suffocating the Russian economy in concert with our al‐
lies. We have imposed massive sanctions: 440 of them on individu‐
als and entities including Putin himself, his security council and the
oligarchs who surround him. This is extended to Belarusian leaders
who are facilitating this illegal invasion. We have removed several
Russian banks from SWIFT, putting them back in the dark ages of
financial transactions.

● (1250)

We are, at the same time, working to boost the Ukrainian econo‐
my with $620 million in sovereign loans and humanitarian aid that
now totals $150 million. In conjunction with this, we have provided
a matching donation program that has been very well received by
the Ukrainian Canadians I represent and those around the country.
It is matching up to $10 million in donations that Canadians are of‐
fering themselves.

We are assisting those fleeing Ukraine. We have processed 4,000
applications thus far. What I would say on this point, and this is
fundamental, is that all those who are fleeing Ukraine for their own
lives and safety must be treated equally. I am very troubled by re‐
ports of racism and discrimination against Africans and Indians at‐
tempting to flee western Ukraine for Poland.

I applaud foreign minister Dmytro Kuleba, who announced just
yesterday the establishment of an emergency hotline for African,
Asian and other students who wish to leave Ukraine. I applaud him
for this humanitarian decision that helps ensure international stu‐
dents, regardless of the colour of their skin, do not become the vic‐
tims of Putin's war.

Just today, as has come up in this debate, we have announced a
new immigration stream with Ukraine to eliminate most of the visa
requirements, making travel fast and effective, and to provide
things such as single-journey travel documents for those who left at
such a pace that they did not even have proper documentation.

We are assisting those who are in Canada to stay in Canada.
They can work in Canada and remain here. We have prohibited
flights in our airspace. We have banned the importation of Russian
crude oil. Bell and Rogers have removed Russia Today. These are
important steps.

What I also want to add to this debate is the injection of interna‐
tional humanitarian law. I was very pleased to see the head prosecu‐
tor of the ICC, Mr. Karim Khan, indicate that he has opened an in‐
vestigation into the situation in Ukraine to determine if war crimes,
crimes against humanity or both are occurring.
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We have seen reports of cluster bombs and vacuum bombs that

are very troubling. There are reports of civilians being targeted, and
of civilian infrastructure being targeted, such as hospitals. On their
face, these would seen to trigger article 8.2, subsection b of the
Rome Statute that created the ICC, which says that targeting civil‐
ians or civilian infrastructure can be considered a war crime under
international law. This is why the chief prosecutor stated in his an‐
nouncement, “I am satisfied that there is a reasonable basis to be‐
lieve that both alleged war crimes and crimes against humanity
have been committed in Ukraine”.

Having prosecuted, prior to politics, the Rwandan genocide on
behalf of the United Nations, I know that this is critical. It is critical
to bring the perpetrators to justice, but it is also critical that we un‐
derstand that the evidentiary burden is high and it is vital to gather
evidence now: not in the weeks, months or years following this
conflict. It is critical to amass that evidence to marshal a prosecu‐
tion. I applaud the ICC prosecutor for taking this step now and not
many months from now.

My personal commitment is directly to my constituents, to
Ukrainian Canadians and to all Canadians who are horrified by
what they are witnessing daily in Ukraine. I commit to working to
ensure that our government is assisting in that evidence-gathering
exercise that is so critical to marshalling a successful prosecution of
the commission of potential war crimes or crimes against humanity.

I further commit to working with our government to close loop‐
holes so that the removal of Russian banks and the Russian econo‐
my from the SWIFT interaction system is comprehensive. We do
not need Russians evading the SWIFT system or these sanctions via
loopholes. I also commit to advocating for a complete economic
embargo of Russia by Canada. This is a necessary step and will fur‐
ther suffocate the Russian economy.

Finally, I commit to working to ensure that our military aid is
maintained. Today's announcement is the right and proper one, but
where Canada does not have the inventory to supply further anti-
aircraft or anti-tank weaponry, I commit to working to help procure
that on behalf of Ukrainians from other sources, including other na‐
tions and the private sector.

I am going to return to where I began. Slava Ukraini. Heroyam
slava. Glory to Ukraine in its defence against this illegal aggres‐
sion, and glory to the heroes who have stood by so valiantly to de‐
fend their homeland and defend democracy, literally, for all of us.
● (1255)

Mr. Ted Falk (Provencher, CPC): Madam Speaker, I want to
thank the parliamentary secretary for his speech and for the work
he is doing in providing support and assistance to the people of
Ukraine.

As Conservatives, we have stood in solidarity with the govern‐
ment in providing short-term and immediate help to the people of
Ukraine, and I want to acknowledge that. However, I also want to
encourage him to look at expediting the movement of people, espe‐
cially the orphans in Ukraine. We know there are many orphanages
in Ukraine, but we want to especially expedite assisting those peo‐
ple and getting them out of the conflict areas, and perhaps expedite
their emigrating here to Canada where we know it is safe.

Would he not agree that in addition to addressing immediate and
short-term needs for the people of Ukraine and for Europe, we
should also be looking at long-term solutions? Would he not also
agree that creating an avenue for them not to be so resource-depen‐
dent on Russia would be a good thing to do?

Mr. Arif Virani: Madam Speaker, first of all, orphans are an un‐
fortunate by-product of violent conflict. Absolutely, we need to be
extending a hand to any vulnerable Ukrainians, particularly vulner‐
able children who are orphaned in this conflict.

Vis-à-vis this issue about energy security, it is a pressing issue.
There is no doubt about it. We know about Russia's influence on
the European continent by virtue of its natural gas resources and the
fact that it has created dependency. What I am very keen to do is
also embrace where the world is heading, which is toward address‐
ing climate change through greener and more environmentally sus‐
tainable solutions.

I know much of continental Europe shares that objective, includ‐
ing Germany. At times, when I was in Katowice, Poland at COP24,
I met with German officials who explained to me that their con‐
cerns for the environment were equal to, if not greater than, those
of Canada. We need to work together on this, but in a way that
works toward a cleaner future for Germans, for Canadians and for
the entire planet.

[Translation]

Mr. Gabriel Ste-Marie (Joliette, BQ): Madam Speaker, I have
a question for the parliamentary secretary.

Why does his government refuse to impose immediate, concrete
sanctions on the Russian oligarchs who have interests, who have di‐
rect or indirect stakes in the development, production and trans‐
portation of Canadian oil?

Is it for lack of courage?

Mr. Arif Virani: Madam Speaker, I appreciate the question from
the member for Joliette, and I can assure him that we have already
imposed sanctions on over 400 individuals. That is the first thing.

Second, our sanctions are aimed at Putin himself, as well as the
people, leaders and politicians around him, but they are also aimed
at the oligarchs. It is not true to say that we have not targeted the
oligarchs. We have done just that.

I fully agree that the assets of Russian oligarchs must be targeted
here in Canada.

[English]

We need to do it in a comprehensive way in order to cripple and
effectively suffocate the Russian economy.

Ms. Lori Idlout (Nunavut, NDP): Qujannamiik, Uqaqtittiji.
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Firstly, I am finding it fascinating how the Conservative agenda

is touting the protection of global interests to a transition to non-
emitting sources of energy in its motion. While I agree that we all
need to address the climate crisis, this is not one of the ways to do
it.

Secondly, I agree to some extent with the Conservatives that
Ukraine is not the only nation facing aggression. Indeed, a charter
plane carrying two Russian nationals was grounded in Yellowknife.
They were on their way to Resolute, which is a community in my
riding.

I realize this case is on the fringe of this important issue of Rus‐
sian aggression. Will the Liberals commit to both a just transition
and defending all Canadians, including those in the north who are
so often left behind?
● (1300)

Mr. Arif Virani: Qujannamiik.

The member raises an important perspective. We have been talk‐
ing about Arctic sovereignty and the adjacent nature of the Russian
threat to Canada. That is specifically vis-à-vis Canada's north and
the very community that she represents. With regard to what we are
doing with respect to this issue, we are speaking loudly about it. We
are taking steps to ensure that the safety and security of Canadians
are firm.

With respect to the just transition, I would simply point out to the
member that we have already entrenched that into policies we are
implementing, specifically a just transition for workers in the coal
sector, in particular, as we move Canadians off of coal. They were
successfully moved off of coal in my province of Ontario, but we
are also powering past coal on an international level. Coal is salient
here because it is exactly coal that the Germans are now turning to,
which is not an appropriate resolution to the current situation or to
the Germans' need for energy.

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Lead‐
er of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, on February 24 we saw the president of Russia invoke and
provoke a war on the people of Ukraine. It was completely unpro‐
voked and unjustified. Moments later, reactions from the world
were almost unanimous, including that of the Prime Minister of
Canada, in condemning it. There was a sense that people, whether
they were those of Ukrainian heritage from around the world, their
friends and allies, or people in general, understood that this was
wrong.

In Canada, there was a great feeling that we needed to come to‐
gether to recognize just how important it is to speak with one voice
in solidarity. I would suggest that a good part of the condemnation
of what the Russian president had done to the people of Ukraine
was here in Canada, from the people of Canada, particularly from
the Prime Minister of Canada.

On February 28, the member for Etobicoke Centre, who happens
to be the chair of the Canada-Ukraine Parliamentary Friendship
Group, sought unanimous consent for a motion which detailed how
the House, “Condemns this unjustified and unprovoked attack,
which was ordered by Russian President Vladimir Putin, as a clear
violation of international law, the UN Charter, and the rights of

Ukraine to sovereignty, territorial integrity, freedom and democra‐
cy” and “Stands unwavering and united in our solidarity with the
people of Ukraine.”

We have seen other members in the House, me included, by way
of Standing Order 31, talk about the importance of solidarity and
how important it is that we let Ukraine know in a very clear fashion
that it has a friend in Canada. Members will recall that we had take-
note debates, which were supported by members on all sides of the
House. We had not one but two. Earlier today, we had a member
stand in this place and ask for unanimous consent to recommend to
the city of Ottawa that the street the Russian embassy happens to be
on should be renamed after the President of Ukraine. I hope to see
that happen. Maybe other urban and municipal areas across Canada
will take note of recognizing that hero.

I do not want to claim to really appreciate the degree of bravery
the people of Ukraine have demonstrated to the world by standing
up for Ukraine, democracy, freedoms and the many things that
come with that. They are stepping up to the plate to the greatest de‐
gree. Lives are being lost. I hope we continue on in recognizing
those heroes, and that we continue on in a unified front, as much as
possible, to support solidarity.

I raised this issue earlier today in a form of a question. The Con‐
servative Party knows that the resolution they brought forward is
not going to receive unanimous support. There is no way that it will
get the unanimous support of the House.

● (1305)

I will read what is in the motion itself. It is asking for the House
to “(a) condemn President Vladimir Putin and the Russian Federa‐
tion for their unprovoked, illegal attack and invasion of Ukraine;
[and] (b) stand with Ukraine, the people of Ukraine and Canadians
in the Ukrainian community”. It then goes on to—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Alexandra Mendès):
The government whip is rising on a point of order.

* * *
[Translation]

OFFICIAL REPORT
Hon. Steven MacKinnon (chief government whip, Lib.):

Madam Speaker, it has been brought to my attention that the hon.
member for Humber River—Black Creek inadvertently voted yes‐
terday and should not have done so under paragraph (i) of section
(q) of the motion adopted by the House on November 25, 2021. I
therefore ask that her vote be withdrawn.

[English]

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Alexandra Mendès): I
would like to thank the chief government whip. In accordance with
the order of November 25, 2021, and in line with precedents of
members inadvertently voting when they should not have, I am in‐
forming the House that a corrigendum will be published in today's
Journals and that the results of division Nos. 33 and 34 in yester‐
day's Journals, as well as the other records, will thereafter be cor‐
rected by removing the member's votes.
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OPPOSITION MOTION—NATURAL GAS PIPELINES AND THE INVASION OF
UKRAINE

The House resumed consideration of the motion.
Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Lead‐

er of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, I suspect I will get a bonus two minutes for that.

I look at the motion, of which I read parts (a) and (b). There is
absolutely no doubt in my mind that every member of the House of
Commons would support those two aspects of the motion. It is the
(c) clause that is poison pill. If we vote for (a) and (b), then we
have to agree to (c).

For many members of the House, it is the (c) clause that is caus‐
ing members to indicate that they are not going to support the mo‐
tion. That is why I made the suggestion that the Conservative Party
is really off base. This is not what I believe most of us, not only in
the House of Commons but also most Canadians, would want us to
be talking about regarding the issue of Ukraine and having one
voice coming from the House of Commons.

I do not have to talk about the horrific things many people have
done in Ukraine. I thought maybe what I would do is talk about that
special relationship that Canada has with Ukraine, because it is a
very special relationship. Countries around the world are getting
behind Ukraine, but I would argue that not only is Canada behind
Ukraine, but that it also has a very special relationship with
Ukraine.

We have seen the federal government act in a number of ways to
support Ukraine in this difficult time, in terms of humanitarian aid,
and when I talk about humanitarian aid, it is not just the federal
government providing it. We have seen provincial governments
contribute. We have seen individual Canadians and residents of
Canada contribute, whether through organizations that are well es‐
tablished, such as the Ukrainian Canadian Congress and others, or
through the Red Cross, where the federal government, although in‐
dicating a limit of $10 million, will match contributions Canadians
are making, all in the name of humanitarian aid.

We have supplied lethal weapons. We recognize how important it
is that the people of Ukraine, those brave men and women, have
lethal weapons in order to protect themselves. We have also provid‐
ed other financial support. We can talk a great deal about sanctions.
Those are some of the things we are doing. The Prime Minister, and
our ministers responsible for that file, because there are many, are
open to all sorts of ideas of how we can continue to support
Ukraine.

For an understanding of the community, there are 1.3 million
people of Ukrainian heritage across Canada, hundreds of thousands
of which come from the prairies. Many would argue they were the
pioneers, to a certain degree. Obviously, we recognize first nations
being there first and foremost, and then there were the waves of im‐
migrants that came. It was Ukrainian immigrants that helped build
what we have today in our prairies. One only needs to take a look at
Winnipeg North to see the beautiful cathedral and the many busi‐
nesses of Ukrainian heritage that have operated for decades in the
north end of Winnipeg.

We go to the Ukraine-Kyiv Pavilion every year or every summer,
or the Spirit of Ukraine Pavilion, and we get a sense of the deep-
rooted heritage. That is why when things happen in Ukraine, the
people in Canada care. It is not just the people of Ukrainian her‐
itage. It is also the friends of the community and, in fact, all Cana‐
dians.

● (1310)

I believe what they would want of the House of Commons today
is for us to be in unison, as one, as we continue, as we have from
day one, to criticize Russia and to have the backs of the people of
Ukraine.

Mr. Stephen Ellis (Cumberland—Colchester, CPC): Madam
Speaker, I thank the member for Winnipeg North for his discourse,
partly on Vladimir Putin.

That being said, it really baffles my mind that we could go on
about supporting the people of Ukraine and really loving them,
while in short they are dependent on natural gas from their aggres‐
sor. If there is an opportunity in the longer term to change such
things, why does the Liberal government want to continue to use
short-sighted policies that would not help people in the longer term,
understanding the security nature of using things such as energy as
a weapon?

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux: Madam Speaker, I was trying to articu‐
late why it was important, as opposed to the Conservative Party try‐
ing to divide on an issue. The Conservatives know full well there
are members in this House who would not support the motion. All
the way up to this point when we brought forward motions and
ideas, we have seen support coming from all sides of the House.

Why has the Conservative Party chosen to bring forward what
they know is a divisive motion and incorporate in that motion a
love for supporting Ukraine at this time when we all want to sup‐
port Ukraine? Why put in clause (c) as a poison pill, spoiling what
(a) and (b) propose?

I believe it is because this is more about Conservative politics.
That is sad to see, given the very nature of what is taking place in
Europe today.

● (1315)

[Translation]

Mr. Maxime Blanchette-Joncas (Rimouski-Neigette—Témis‐
couata—Les Basques, BQ): Madam Speaker, as we know, things
move quickly in politics, and that can cause confusion.

A former Liberal leader wants to run in the Conservative leader‐
ship race. Now, we have learned that, according to the Liberals and
the member for Winnipeg North, the Conservative motion is no
good because it seeks to build a pipeline to export natural gas to
Europe.

Can my colleague from Winnipeg North explain to me why it is
a bad idea to build a pipeline to export natural gas to Europe, but it
is a good idea to build the Trans Mountain pipeline to export oil
abroad?
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Mr. Kevin Lamoureux: Madam Speaker, I made a choice. That
is why I did not even say what clause (c) was.

At the end of the day, I am not hesitant or reluctant to debate is‐
sues, especially when it comes to natural resources. I could talk
about responsible governments, whether they are the NDP in the
province of British Columbia or the actions we have taken in regard
to natural resources.

For me, the issue is that we should be talking about Ukraine, re‐
maining one and showing solidarity between Canadians and
Ukrainians at a time when we need to be doing that. If the Conser‐
vative Party had not put forward clauses (a) and (b), and we were
just focusing on natural resources, that would have been wonderful.
I would have loved to have that debate. However, they should not
try to mix the two in a way that I know there are going to be mem‐
bers of the chamber who would not vote in favour of it. The Con‐
servative Party knows that too.

Mr. Brian Masse (Windsor West, NDP): Madam Speaker, the
unfortunate timing of this debate is that it shows our allies not that
some of the members in the Canadian Parliament have attacked
them but that we are now potentially divided on this.

I would like to ask the member about the oligarchs. Other coun‐
tries are seizing private property and freezing assets. Canada has
been very remiss on this. It goes even deeper, because it shows how
we are a pariah internationally, known as a snow-washing state.
Perhaps one of the things we could see unified coming out of this is
getting at not only uncollected taxes as revenue but also the snow
washing that takes place with international money.

Could the member comment on that? When will Canada act on
the oligarchs as other countries have?

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux: Madam Speaker, one of the things that
should be highlighted is that the government, and in particular the
Prime Minister, the Minister of Foreign Affairs, the Minister of Na‐
tional Defence and others within the cabinet and members of Par‐
liament, at least from the Liberal caucus, are open to all sorts of
ideas.

It is really important for us to recognize that we have allies. We
need to continue to work and support our allies in supporting the
Ukraine. It is about solidarity. In many ways, Canada continues to
lead and to ensure that we have that strong role with our allied
countries.

Mr. Larry Maguire (Brandon—Souris, CPC): Madam Speak‐
er, I will be sharing my time with the member for Calgary Midna‐
pore today.

Before I begin my remarks, I want to thank the MPs in this
chamber for coming together this past week as we all stand firmly
behind Ukrainians and their valiant defence of their country. I want
to thank the Ukrainian Canadian Congress and the other organiza‐
tions that are doing all they can to raise money and to provide sup‐
port to those in need.

I also want to specifically highlight Volodymyr Palagniuk and
his wife Iiulia, who have been instrumental in organizing and rally‐
ing support here in Ottawa. Volodymyr works for the member for

Brantford—Brant, and just this past year he and his wife became
Canadian citizens. I am privileged to call him a friend. I know how
difficult this past week has been for him as his parents and in-laws
are currently in Ukraine. He is not alone. There are countless peo‐
ple whose loved ones are currently under attack and whose lives are
at risk.

Vladimir Putin's unprovoked war is a clear violation of interna‐
tional law, the UN Charter and the rights of Ukraine to its
sovereignty and its territorial integrity. I applaud the Government of
Canada's efforts in organizing and supplying everything from mili‐
tary equipment to humanitarian supplies.

We are working in concert with our allies around the world that
have done the same. That military equipment is helping stop the
Russian tanks, the armoured carriers and the helicopters and is giv‐
ing the Ukrainian army and citizens the ability to defend their own
country. Canada and other countries have also implemented sanc‐
tions against the Putin regime. They are designed to cripple the
money supply and the movement of those closely tied to the presi‐
dent and the Russian military. Canada is restricting exports to Rus‐
sia by halting new export permit applications and cancelling valid
export permits.

The government has announced it will ban crude oil, which will
also include the import of refined petroleum products, which should
include jet fuel and gasoline. Just this Monday at the Standing
Committee on Natural Resources, I moved a motion for the Depart‐
ment of Natural Resources to provide us with solid numbers on
how much energy, minerals and other products we imported from
Russia and Belarus over the last 10 years. We need a full under‐
standing of what Canada imports from these two countries to get a
better grasp on the size and scope of the natural resources that have
come into our country.

As other countries start to take similar steps to ban Russian ener‐
gy, we must take note of the role Canadian natural gas can have in
neutering potential threats. Not only can we support Ukraine in its
time of need, but we must also ensure Russia does not have the fi‐
nancial means to terrorize sovereign nations.

That takes me to the third clause of our opposition motion, which
calls on the government to ensure Canadian natural gas can get to
tidewater and displace Russian natural gas in Europe. Russian natu‐
ral gas is flowing through the veins of Putin's war machine as we
stand in the House today. As long as it continues to flow to Europe
and the world, he will continue to build bombs, missiles and rock‐
ets destined to kill innocent Ukrainians. Let us never forget that.

Every year, billions and billions of dollars flow into the Russian
government's coffers from natural gas exports. Seventy-two per
cent of Russia's natural gas exports go to the European Union.
Canada has the capacity to reduce that number to zero.
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Since elected, I have supported ideas to grow the industry as we

have the highest environmental and labour standards anywhere in
the world. I have advocated for ways to get western Canada's ener‐
gy to tidewater on both our coasts, and I have stood up for the sec‐
tor because Canadian energy workers provide the natural gas that
heats our homes. They provide the fuel that keeps our vehicles on
the roads. They ensure we have the electricity to keep our economy
moving. We must never forget the jobs the energy sector creates
and the billions in taxes governments rely on to pay for our schools,
health care and social services.

The one argument I have never made in support of the industry is
for defence and security reasons. On numerous occasions I have
stated that Canadian natural gas should be exported to replace
harmful and carbon-intensive products such as coal. I have also
made the point that Canadian green technology should also be ex‐
ported to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. That could include ad‐
vances in nuclear technology, carbon capture and other processes
our great Canadian innovators have developed.
● (1320)

The one thing I have never stated before, until today, is the ne‐
cessity to get new natural gas pipelines built to permanently dis‐
place Russian natural gas in Europe. I am not saying this solely for
domestic economic reasons, but to ensure that Europe can never be
held hostage to the whims and intimidation tactics of the Putin
regime. Displacing Russian natural gas would curb the dollars that
have been used to pay for the very weapons currently being used
against Ukrainian families and children. No one knows how long
this horrible war will prolong. We also do not know how long Putin
and his acolytes will remain in power. What we do know is that Eu‐
rope must permanently make this energy pivot.

The question we must ask ourselves is this. Do we wait to see
what happens in the months or years ahead or do we take a decision
now? I want to lay out my argument for why Parliament should
send a clear signal to the government to make this a priority.

First and foremost, the Putin regime must be isolated. This is al‐
ready happening, but we should expedite this process in every way
we can. There are always reports of Russian energy companies not
being able to sell their products, even at discounted prices. As more
countries start to implement similar bans, it will be more difficult
for them to find customers. I would argue some of their existing
customers, such as those in Europe, are in a very precarious posi‐
tion.

Second, it will take time for new natural gas pipelines and
projects to be planned, consulted on, approved and built. However,
if we prioritize these projects, we can implement an assessment
process that upholds best-in-class environmental standards and sets
clear expectations and timelines for environmental reviews. We can
set clear timelines so investors get a yes or no. We can create high-
paying jobs across the provinces and work with indigenous com‐
munities to ensure they are partners in prosperity.

We must harness the same level of co-operation we have shown
in supporting the people of Ukraine. We can work together to
severely and permanently impede the Putin regime's potential to
wage war. If the government directed the necessary resources and
immediately began to work with all levels of government, the pri‐

vate sector and indigenous communities, I believe it can be done.
While in this place we may have many disagreements, I know if we
work together we can create a plan to free our European allies from
their reliance on Russia for their energy needs. If we agree on that
end goal, then let us figure out a way to get there.

Third, we know other governments are already talking about
ramping up their own domestic natural gas production. For exam‐
ple, the Biden administration has been talking with countries in Eu‐
rope, the Middle East, Africa and Asia about stepping up natural
gas production to Europe.

My question for my hon. colleagues is this. Would it not be bet‐
ter to trust our Canadian environmental and labour standards rather
than those of other countries filling that void? If we can expand
Canadian natural gas exports, all MPs will be intimately involved
and have direct oversight.

In closing, I would like to appeal to my colleagues to support this
motion. It is clear in its intent and I believe we all recognize the im‐
portance of freeing the EU from its reliance on Russian natural gas.

I also recognize there is much more we can do above and beyond
just expanding natural gas exports. I want to have those conversa‐
tions in the coming days. However, let us seize this moment not on‐
ly to help Ukraine but to put in motion a plan to deal a financial
blow to limit the Putin regime's ability to wage war and threaten
other nations.

● (1325)

Mr. Kody Blois (Kings—Hants, Lib.): Madam Speaker,
notwithstanding my respect for the member for Wellington—Hal‐
ton Hills, as has been noted in the House, it is unfortunate and there
has been an obvious condemnation of the idea to support Ukraine
through the use of pipelines for natural gas. I take note that, yes, the
situation in Ukraine is going to have bigger geopolitical dynamics
in Europe on energy security.

Would the member agree with me that this conversation should
go beyond pipelines to Canada's natural endowments and how we
can help supply our allies across the world with food and critical
minerals that may be necessary, as well as energy, including renew‐
ables, and that the scope of this motion could have been expanded
if worded in a different fashion?
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Mr. Larry Maguire: Madam Speaker, my colleague is correct

that this is not just energy. There is a food supply requirement here
that is probably not going to be met if the Ukrainian people cannot
put the crop in for the breadbasket of Europe this spring. It does
take energy, and probably the biggest reason we are in the dilemma
today is that over the years we have been a bit short-sighted. There
has not been the vision to build these pipelines so that they can do
two things: reduce greenhouse gas emissions around the world and
make sure that our allies are not put in the difficult position of be‐
ing dependent upon a regime like Putin's that can shut the tap off.

[Translation]
Mr. Luc Thériault (Montcalm, BQ): Madam Speaker, since the

start of the conflict, the Conservatives have been calling on the
government to impose strong sanctions.

In this morning's edition of La Presse, we learned from a respect‐
ed journalist that Roman Abramovitch controls 28% of Evraz,
which is supplying most of the steel to build the Trans Mountain
pipeline expansion and the Coastal GasLink pipeline. We also
learned that another Russian oligarch, Igor Makarov, is the main
shareholder in Alberta gas company Spartan Delta. These two indi‐
viduals are on the United States' list of Vladimir Putin's allies.

Canada is not ruling out confiscating their assets, at this time.
Does my colleague agree with the Liberals?

Should we continue to apply a double standard for these individ‐
uals or should we immediately impose sanctions on them?
● (1330)

[English]
Mr. Larry Maguire: Madam Speaker, that is a similar question

to one a colleague asked earlier. The more sanctions we can put on
Russia right now and perhaps on Belarus, the better off we are in
regard to closing off the flow of dollars going into Ukraine to fund
the war effort. The oligarchs, the people who have invested in some
of these industries, are not immune to that and need to be sanc‐
tioned as well.

Ms. Lindsay Mathyssen (London—Fanshawe, NDP): Madam
Speaker, I certainly agree with the first and second parts of the mo‐
tion, but it is the third part that I have a problem with, that oil and
gas provision, and the way it seems the Conservative Party is trying
to take advantage of this as some sort of deal they can make. Would
it not be better if we could talk more about humanitarian assis‐
tance? International development assistance is only at 0.31% of our
GNI this year because of consecutive government decisions to cut.

Does the member agree that Canada should be increasing its
funding for international development? In the motion, the Conser‐
vatives could have asked for that from the government in the up‐
coming budget.

Mr. Larry Maguire: Madam Speaker, I will go back to the an‐
swer I gave to my first question. It is about the lack of vision and
the short-sightedness of the government in power today. It does not
have the vision to foresee that some of these things might be need‐
ed down the road. However, the best time to plant a tree is today,
and the best way to deal with the Putin regime taking over and try‐
ing to destroy the country of Ukraine and its people is to sanction it

as harshly as we can today. Let us have the vision to put in place
the types of donations, support programs, military support—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Alexandra Mendès): Re‐
suming debate, the hon. member for Calgary Midnapore.

Mrs. Stephanie Kusie (Calgary Midnapore, CPC): Madam
Speaker, it is always a pleasure to speak in this chamber. It is an
honour to speak on behalf of the people of Calgary Midnapore. I
come here today as a proud woman who is one-quarter Ukrainian,
so it is also an honour for me to be here today speaking not only for
the people of Ukraine, but also for my ancestors, who come from
this incredible nation that is so challenged at this time.

When I arrive to this chamber, it is always after giving a lot of
thought beforehand to matters of the day, like the opposition mo‐
tion today. When I wonder about the situation that we find this re‐
silient nation in, the same question comes to my mind that I ask
about many of the world's problems and many of the problems we
have seen in our nation recently. That question is, how did it come
to this? I will give members some insight into that, according to the
research I have done.

If we look at an article by Bill Browder in AFP, we will see it
says that Russia has “a stagnant economy, the most extreme wealth
disparity of any major country, and endemic hopelessness that in‐
fects millions of ordinary citizens.” It is not a great place for Putin
to begin.

A New York Times article says this:

Mr. Putin has described the Soviet disintegration as a catastrophe that robbed
Russia of its rightful place among the world’s great powers and put it at the mercy
of a predatory West. He has spent his 22 years in power rebuilding Russia’s military
and reasserting its geopolitical clout.

The Russian president calls NATO’s expansion menacing, and the prospect of
Ukraine joining it a major threat to his country. As Russia has grown more assertive
and stronger militarily, his complaints about NATO have grown more strident.

Bill Browder goes on to say:

Putin also knows that the West has never really held him accountable for his past
actions. Since 2008, he has invaded Georgia, taken Crimea, occupied Eastern
Ukraine, bombed hospitals in Syria, shot down a passenger plane, and hacked gov‐
ernments and businesses around the world. The West’s response? A few sanctions,
removal from the G-8, and the expulsion of a handful of diplomats.

How could this happen? Well, Canada does in fact have a part in
this. Let us look to the Speech from the Throne. It states, “This is
the moment to fight for a secure, just, and equitable world.” How‐
ever, what do we see? We see the government's lack of action in
Venezuela. There is no clear offer to mediate the conflict. It is ig‐
noring the roles of Russia and China, which are scheming together,
potentially, for further action. There was too little aid too late, with
Digest Venezuela recently saying that 96% of Venezuelans are liv‐
ing in poverty.
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In Saudi Arabia, we saw very similar inaction by the government

against a dictatorship and a lack of democracy. Twitter was used to
speak against the kingdom following the imprisonment of civil so‐
ciety and women's rights activists. We saw the government's aid
with an export permit of 1.5 billion dollars' worth of arms, yet it
dragged its heels when it came to Ukraine. It never spoke up in De‐
cember 2008 with the murder of the journalist Khashoggi.

Let us go to Hungary now briefly, where Orbán's centralized
power weakened the rule of law, academic freedom and freedom of
the press. The Prime Minister's government refused to take a
tougher stance against Orbán. Again I will say that it did not have
to come to this.

Leading up to this, Canada should not have ignored its invest‐
ment in Canada's military. Maintaining our NATO commitment to
invest 2% on military spending should have been prioritized, but it
never was. The Conservative 2021 platform called for intensifying
Operation Unifier, the Canadian Armed Forces' military training
and capacity-building mission in Ukraine, supplying Ukraine with
lethal weapons and reinstating the provision of RADARSAT im‐
agery.

● (1335)

My colleague who just spoke, the member for Brandon—Souris,
indicated that the government has consistently had a lack of vision,
a lack of foresight, in the protection of not only Canada but the rest
of the safe western democratic world. This also, of course, is rele‐
vant when we speak about energy.

Members may have seen the Globe and Mail article by Konrad
Yakabuski, who said:

Canada missed the boat during an LNG development boom a decade ago. It
must not make the same mistake again.

Yielding to pressure from environmentalists who oppose LNG export terminals
and gas pipelines on the grounds that such developments prolong global depen‐
dence on fossil fuels, or prevent Canada from meeting its own greenhouse-gas re‐
duction targets, will only end up strengthening the hand of Mr. Putin and his fellow
dictators.

Members can see that we are not using this opposition motion to
divide Canadians. We are giving Canada an opportunity to help the
world and defend the world with the use of our clean, safe natural
resources. I wish I could say it ends there, with Canada not having
done its due diligence and not having done its work in the world,
but it goes beyond that.

Did members know that Russia is currently a member of the In‐
ternational Court of Justice? It is the very international body that
may try Russia's leader and the nation for the war crimes we are
seeing. Russia also sits on the United Nations Economic and Social
Council. How can it be that this dictator is determining economic
and social policy between nations for the entire world?

The current membership of the Human Rights Council includes
nations such as Eritrea, Bolivia, Cuba and Venezuela. I will talk
more about these nations momentarily, but they do not have a stan‐
dard of excellence historically for supporting human rights. Of
course, Russia is currently on the UN Security Council too. That is
unbelievable.

It is not just Canada that has been derelict in its duty of holding
this nation to account. It has stood beside other nations of the world
that have let this happen. We saw this most recently with the draft
resolution A/ES-11 condemning these actions in Ukraine. It is true
that dictators are standing with Putin. It is those of Belarus, North
Korea, Eritrea and Syria. However, the United Nations, an organi‐
zation that promotes the safety and well-being of the world, has not
done its work here.

When it comes to the world and natural resources, I turn to an
article by Stephen J. Blank, entitled “The Balkans and Euro-At‐
lantic Energy Security”, where he states, “Russia’s objectives in
helping to foment this crisis are clear. They entail restoring its ener‐
gy hegemony and political leverage over numerous European coun‐
tries.”

In addition, the European Union recently released a report on
this, where it stated, “Energy policy is often used as a foreign poli‐
cy tool, in particular in major energy producing and transit coun‐
tries.” The commission said:

As part of a revitalised European energy and climate diplomacy, the EU will use
all its foreign policy instruments to establish strategic energy partnerships with in‐
creasingly important producing and transit countries or regions.... The EU will con‐
tinue to integrate Norway fully into its internal energy policies. The EU will also
develop its partnerships with countries such as the United States and Canada.

In conclusion, Canada has failed by allowing this situation to es‐
calate and allowing this invasion to take place, and it has done so
alongside the world. The government's idea, or that of anyone in
the House from the Bloc, the Green Party or the NDP, that we are
putting forward this motion only for our interests is untrue. We are
standing today for natural resources, for the safety and security of
Canadians and for our rightful place in the world as a leader. We
are protecting the safety and security of the world.

● (1340)

[Translation]

Mr. Jean-Denis Garon (Mirabel, BQ): Madam Speaker, in lis‐
tening to my colleague's speech, I noticed that the Conservative
talking point today is that energy policy is part of foreign policy. I
see it another way: Are the Conservatives not using foreign policy
to benefit their oil?

Mrs. Stephanie Kusie: Madam Speaker, I sit here every day that
the House is sitting. Every day, I hear the Bloc Québécois ask ques‐
tions on the environment and against the oil sector. It bothers me a
lot that his party has suddenly decided that talking about oil is bad
when he uses oil as a political tool every day in the House.

[English]

Ms. Lori Idlout (Nunavut, NDP): Qujannamiik, Uqaqtittiji.



March 3, 2022 COMMONS DEBATES 3155

Business of Supply
I am shocked with many elements raised in this debate. This mo‐

tion is like a wolf in a sheep's coat. For the Conservatives to tout
energy policy as foreign policy in the face of the humanitarian cri‐
sis in the Ukraine is deplorable. I appreciate the need to have long-
term strategies; however, we must do so with the same spirit and
courage as the Ukrainian president, Volodymyr Zelenskyy.

Does the member agree that if we were to ask the President how
to assist his beautiful country and his beautiful people that oil and
gas expansion measures are the last thing that he would ask for?

Mrs. Stephanie Kusie: Madam Speaker, I thank my colleague
very much for the question, and I really enjoy having her in the
House as the new member for Nunavut, but I disagree with what
she is saying.

I believe that the President of Ukraine, a free and democratic na‐
tion, would absolutely support our opposition motion here today
and the idea of building pipelines, methods and ways to get our eth‐
ically produced, clean natural resources as a gift to all of the world,
including his own nation, so I disagree with the member. I believe
President Zelenskyy would welcome this opposition day motion.
● (1345)

Ms. Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP): Madam
Speaker, despite what the hon. member for Calgary Midnapore may
believe President Zelenskyy wants, it is more likely to be consistent
with what the Ukrainian lead of the Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change said last week. Dr. Svitlana Krakowska said, in ef‐
fect, that the root causes of the war in Ukraine and the root causes
of the climate crisis are the same: dependence on fossil fuels.
Ukraine stands against them, and for renewables.

Mrs. Stephanie Kusie: Madam Speaker, I thank my colleague
for Saanich—Gulf Islands.

What this opposition day stands for and what our party stands for
is what these other parties seem to be against, and that is freedom,
that is democracy, that is world order, that is the rule of law, and
guess what? When we have those things, we get better outcomes
for the environment, we get better outcomes for women, and we get
better outcomes for minorities. They should learn that.

Ms. Marilyn Gladu (Sarnia—Lambton, CPC): Madam Speak‐
er, I would like to thank my colleague for her great words.

It is not just that we will do everything that we can to help
Ukraine at this time; I think our allies and friends in Europe would
also really appreciate something to back up the threat to their gas
dependence and oil dependence, which is now jeopardized. Would
the member not agree?

Mrs. Stephanie Kusie: Madam Speaker, I thank my incredible
colleague for Sarnia—Lambton for that question.

The member is right, as I am sure she has also read the report
from the EU, which states that eastern Europe needs to move be‐
yond its energy dependence on Russia. My colleague is exactly on
track with her line of thinking as well as with the EU.

Mr. Kody Blois (Kings—Hants, Lib.): Madam Speaker, I
would like to acknowledge that I will be splitting my time today
with my hon. colleague, the member for Toronto—Danforth.

I would like to thank the member for Wellington—Halton Hills
for bringing forward this conversation today. I have sat in this
House and listened to the debate, and I do agree with some of the
colleagues who have expressed their displeasure with how the actu‐
al text of the motion is worded. I agree with that, because it starts to
implicate our unity in standing for Ukraine and brings in elements
that, although important to discuss, can sometimes create a divide
in this House. I will explain that.

For those Canadians who might be watching at home and asking
what an opposition day motion is, it is the opportunity for the oppo‐
sition parties to raise issues and to allow us to vote on their texts.
Such a motion is non-binding on the government, but it does allow
us to have conversations. Let us look at the text of the motion that
has been put before us here today.

First, it is essentially condemning the Russian invasion of
Ukraine. There is not one member in this House who does not
agree with condemning that unprovoked and illegal action.

Second, it is a broad principle of support for Ukraine, for Cana‐
dians with Ukrainian heritage, and just generally for the idea that
we would be there for the country. Again, I do not think there is any
member, or indeed any Canadian, who would be against that princi‐
ple. We have shown unity and we need to continue to work in that
regard. I agree with that.

The last part of this motion is a call on the Government of
Canada to undertake measures to ensure natural gas pipelines could
be approved and built to Atlantic tidewater. It is about trying to pro‐
tect European defence and security and allowing Canadian natural
gas to replace Russian natural gas.

What I have advocated before in this House, and what I wish the
member for Wellington—Halton Hills had done, is to take a more
global view of the changing foreign policy situation. What I would
submit to this House is this: On February 24, we saw not only a
Russian invasion into Ukraine, which is terrible and horrific, and
we have all condemned it, but also a further attack on rules-based
international order and western liberal democracies.

As I listened to commentary in this House today and in the days
past, what I want to encourage my colleagues and Canadians to un‐
derstand, notwithstanding the fact that no one has a crystal ball on
what the days ahead will look like, is that February 24 is a change
in time. It is the end of the post-Cold War period.

I mentioned that I am 31 years old, born in 1991. From the fall of
the Soviet Union until February 24, we have seen relative peace in
the world, notwithstanding conflict. We have not seen this level of
state-to-state engagement. As the Deputy Prime Minister has right‐
ly pointed out, this is not just about an attack on Ukraine; it is an
attack on all of us.
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I think that warrants a conversation about Canada's position in

the world. I support what we have done to date on the sanctions, on
the liquidity for Ukraine, on the military hardware and on the work
that our Minister of Immigration, Refugees and Citizenship has
done to create pathways for Ukrainians who want to come to
Canada. Again, I think we are unified in that.

However, there is a conversation. The text of this motion is too
narrow. We have to look at all the natural endowments that we have
in this country and how they become part of our foreign policy and
our way to help support other western liberal democracies around
the world. The reliance and dependence of Europe in particular on
Russian natural gas has been pointed out, and 25% of imports of
crude oil are from Russia. What has not been discussed as much is
the importance of critical minerals and how reliant Europe is on
China for those minerals.

I want to look at what we have seen, not just in Ukraine but also
in votes at the United Nations, and how China and India have ab‐
stained. We look at China and Russia's axis, and indeed in the two
years I have had the privilege of being in this House, we have seen
human rights atrocities from China. We have seen the situation with
the two Michaels. There is a changing geopolitical dynamic. I do
not want to sound alarmist, and again no one has a crystal ball, but I
think the sands are shifting around the world. I think that there is a
mature conversation that needs to be had in this place about how
Canada moves and positions itself in the changing dynamic.
● (1350)

I would submit to my colleagues that European parliamentarians
are thinking about this. They are thinking about their energy securi‐
ty. They are thinking about their food security. There is a tension,
as we know, between Canada's movement and the global movement
toward a low-carbon economy and the continuation of fossil fuel
products to support energy security right here today. We have heard
that play out among our colleagues in the debate.

Colleagues have rightly pointed out that we do not just turn on
the switch. The investments and initiatives of the government do
not just result in a six-month turnaround. I would argue that
whether it be green and renewable transition or the interim energy
transition for Europe, Canada has a role to play in both. We have a
role to be there in the next 10 years as Europe looks to reduce its
reliance on Russia and China,.

On food, let us understand that Ukraine and Russia are two major
important players in the international food system. It is very diffi‐
cult to plant a wheat field when Russian tanks are driving through
those fields. It is very difficult for Ukrainian farmers to be tending
to their crops when they have to carry guns to fight Russians in
their own country. That is going to have implications around the
world.

What can this government do? What can we do as parliamentari‐
ans to provide recommendations on how our Canadian agriculture
can be a backstop? Again, we are almost at the spring season.
These things do not turn around overnight, but I think the implica‐
tions will last beyond just a few months. This is a longer-term play.
We have to understand through a foreign policy lens that the world
has fundamentally changed.

I want to talk about the text of the motion. I have highlighted, of
course, that I wish the issues had been separated. We could have let
the Ukraine situation be a united front and we could have had a
more nuanced discussion on Canada's role in the world vis-à-vis
our critical minerals, our food capabilities and the like.

When I go back to the text, there is no mention of actual LNG
facilities. We talk about pipelines. There is no mention of the fact
that we should actually be examining existing pipelines and per‐
haps whether they could be repurposed to support a quicker re‐
sponse to Europe in the interim.

In my home province of Nova Scotia, Goldboro LNG was a pro‐
posed project. There is no mention of the fact that if we ship natural
gas through a pipeline and we want to get it to continental Europe,
we actually have to liquify it so that it can be transported. I would
argue respectfully that not taking this into account is another flaw
of this particular motion.

I am going to leave it at this. I think we can all agree that we
condemn Russia's invasion into Ukraine. We can all agree that we
need to continue do everything possible and explore the tool kits of
what we can do to provide to the Ukrainian people. What we need
to have is a more nuanced conversation about Canada's role in the
world, and whether the geopolitical change we have seen in the last
week is something of a short-term development or if it will be more
nuanced in the future.

I take the view that this is going to have implications for at least
a decade to come and that we need to have a serious conversation
about how we collectively, as parliamentarians, can have respectful
dialogue and give recommendations to the government to respond
accordingly.

● (1355)

Mr. Warren Steinley (Regina—Lewvan, CPC): Madam
Speaker, I welcome the conversation and discussion. I agree that it
needs to be had.

However, I do not believe that the issue of energy independence
and the issue of our ability to use our natural gas to support other
good actors in the world and other democratic nations in Europe are
separate. I think this is actually key and critical, because the depen‐
dence of Europe on natural gas puts Europe in a difficult position. I
think these issues are completely intertwined, but I look forward to
a further conversation.

I am wondering if the hon. member could comment on that.
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Mr. Kody Blois: Madam Speaker, I agree with my colleague.

When we look at the situation Germany was in, given its reliance
on Russian natural gas and the complete foreign policy change Ger‐
many has taken, which is fundamentally a change, there are vulner‐
abilities to our allies in the world regarding food security and ener‐
gy security. For colleagues like me, who agree on the need to tran‐
sition to a low-carbon economy, that also includes critical minerals.
The European Union imports 98% of critical minerals from China.
When we look at that dynamic, we ask what our role is in the west‐
ern world to provide the tools that are going to be necessary to tran‐
sition to a low-carbon economy, and also what our role is in provid‐
ing the fuel that is going to be necessary to get Europe through the
next five to 10 years, given the uncertainties we are seeing in east‐
ern Europe.

Ms. Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP): Madam
Speaker, we are hearing from European Union experts in energy
and the German minister of economy and energy that this crisis in
Ukraine is drawing them to move faster to renewable energy. They
are not talking about fossil fuels, and nobody from Ukraine or the
European Union has been heard to say once they need Canadian
pipelines or Canadian fossil fuels.

What does the member think accounts for this debate today?
Mr. Kody Blois: Madam Speaker, I have looked at and watched

the proceedings of the European Parliament. When we actually
look at the chancellor in Germany, that country has just invested in
two LNG facilities to be able to backstop the fact that they know
there is going to be energy insecurity. Am I in support of making a
transition? I absolutely am, but let us not mistake that Europe is
asking not only for energy on a transitional basis for the next five to
10 years, but also for the critical minerals that are going to be im‐
portant to make the transition my hon. colleague is talking about.
They are both extremely important. It is that nuance. It is not black
or white; it is gray and in the middle. We have to be there on both
accounts.

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Alexandra Mendès):
The hon. member will have two minutes of questions after Oral
Questions.

STATEMENTS BY MEMBERS
● (1400)

[English]
CLIMATE CHANGE

Ms. Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP): Madam
Speaker, this week's IPCC report put me in mind of something Al
Gore said years ago that if we did not act on the climate crisis, it
would be like taking a nature walk through the Book of Revela‐
tions. The four horsemen of the apocalypse are all saddled up. We
have pestilence, we have plague, we have famine and now we have
war, and we have the threat of nuclear war.

How do we confront these existential threats, which we must, not
separately, not sequentially but by recognizing that they are con‐
nected. The threat of war, the threat of dictatorships, the climate
crisis, we must address them together and fight as if our lives de‐
pend upon it, because they do. We must fight for democracy. We

must fight against all wars and end nuclear weapons. We must work
harder for a livable planet.

I close with these words from the head scientist from Ukraine,
heading the Ukrainian delegation to the Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change. Svitlana Krakovska said that climate change and
the war have the same root cause: fossil fuels and our dependence
upon them.

* * *

INTERNATIONAL WOMEN'S DAY

Mr. Majid Jowhari (Richmond Hill, Lib.): Madam Speaker, 43
years ago, on this date, I arrived in the great country of Canada as
an international student, feeling excited for new opportunities but
also alone. Today, I want to acknowledge the challenges faced by
all who are compelled to leave their country of origin just like I did.

Given the upcoming International Women's Day on March 8, we
need awareness of the current hardships felt by the strong and re‐
silient women of Ukraine, as well as all women around the world
who continue to fight whether it is for their freedom, access to
equal rights or equal pay. As our government continues to support
and stand in solidarity with Ukraine and the Ukrainian Canadian
community against Russia's egregious attack, we must pay attention
to the women coerced into separation from their families, the wom‐
en fearing for the lives of their children and the women who must
unwillingly learn about weaponry as they prepare for war.

On March 8, while we recognize the remarkable women in our
communities, let us amplify and praise the women—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Alexandra Mendès):
The hon. member for Red Deer—Mountain View.

* * *

JACK DAINES

Mr. Earl Dreeshen (Red Deer—Mountain View, CPC):
Madam Speaker, in 2009, I paid tribute to a dear friend, Jack
Daines, who had just entered the Alberta Sports Hall of Fame as a
rodeo builder. In addition to being a two-time saddle bronc champi‐
on, Jack started the world-renowned Daines Ranch Rodeo with a
cowboy in mind. His contribution to the sport of rodeo in Canada
was unsurpassed. Friends and customers of the Innisfail Auction
Mart were treated every week to his gravelly auctioneer's voice, his
no nonsense version of down home justice and his tremendous
pride in our western heritage.

It was often said that Jack Daines was western Canada's Don
Cherry. He loved his family and his country. He promoted Canada
every chance he had, while welcoming fair-minded strangers when‐
ever their paths would cross.
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With Jack's recent passing, we mourn the loss of one of our most

influential and passionate citizens. We want his wife Audrey and
their children Joanne, Duane and Brenda-Lee, along with the rest of
the Daines family, to know that we share in their loss as we pay
tribute to a true Canadian legend.

* * *

BLACK HISTORY MONTH
Mrs. Jenica Atwin (Fredericton, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as we all

know, February was Black History Month. The theme for this year
was “February and Forever: Celebrating Black History today and
every day”. Even if February is over, all year long we must contin‐
ue to learn, recognize and celebrate Black history and Black Cana‐
dians in our communities and support Black-led organizations and
businesses. Equally, we must take actions in our everyday lives and
commit to actively being anti-racist in the fight against systemic an‐
ti-Black racism.

In the spirit of celebration, I want to celebrate and acknowledge
some of the organizations doing crucial work in our community
such as Black Lives Matter Fredericton, the New Brunswick
African Association and the New Brunswick Black Artists Al‐
liance. I want to highlight the initiative of the University of New
Brunswick that put up banners in downtown Fredericton to honour
Black New Brunswickers including Anna Minerva Henderson, a
civil servant and poet who was the first Black federal employee of
Canada. We have a duty to remember those who paved the way and
transformed our society.

Finally, in honouring the global fight against systemic racism, I
want to conclude by saying that we cannot close our eyes and we
must denounce the reports that citizens from African countries have
been mistreated, dehumanized and even stopped at neighbouring
country borders while seeking safety trying to flee war-torn
Ukraine. The hatred must stop here and everywhere. It is my hope
that all members in the House will join me in supporting the suc‐
cesses of Black Canadians and condemn all forms of anti-Black
racism.

* * *
● (1405)

[Translation]

INTERNATIONAL WOMEN'S DAY
Ms. Andréanne Larouche (Shefford, BQ): Mr. Speaker, these

are tough times for humanity, what with the pandemic, global
warming, and the war in Ukraine. Things may look bleak, but there
is hope.

The future is feminist. Yes, the future is feminist.

That is not just the theme of the International Day of Women's
Rights, it is the promise we are making. As March 8 approaches, I
want to remind members that thousands and millions of women
around the world represented the majority of the workers on the
front line of the fight against COVID‑19.

The campaign led by Greta Thunberg and thousands of women
and countries to slow global warming is utterly and simply ad‐
mirable and essential. From Angela Merkel to Magdalena Anders‐

son, we have also seen women in politics stand up and challenge
Vladimir Putin.

The world counts on women in every sector, on their leadership,
their intelligence and their vision. Women are the future of the
world. The future of the world relies on women. The future is femi‐
nist. I wish everyone a happy March 8.

* * *

INTERNATIONAL WOMEN'S DAY
Mr. Emmanuel Dubourg (Bourassa, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,

Bourassa would not be the inclusive and diverse riding it is without
the contribution of women who are committed to building a strong
and vibrant community.

For the past five years, International Women's Day has served as
an opportunity for me to highlight the work of women who deserve
to be honoured.

On March 8, 2022, I will be recognizing Dr. Yolande Charles, Is‐
abelle Desrochers, Giuseppina Di Girolamo, Antonita Homère,
Gilberte Lacas Rodrigue, Jacinthe Sicotte and Cecilia Soto-Flores.

The Bourassa MP's medal is awarded in the presence of the Hon.
Senator Marie-Françoise Mégie. I chose today to make this state‐
ment to honour these exceptional women because my late mother,
Elvire Adé, would have been 103 years old.

Congratulations to all these women.

* * *
[English]

UKRAINE
Mr. James Bezan (Selkirk—Interlake—Eastman, CPC): Mr.

Speaker, the war criminal Vladimir Putin continues to escalate his
illegal invasion of our beloved Ukraine. Canadians remain horrified
and we must continue to do everything we can to help.

I welcome the government's announcement of providing addi‐
tional lethal aid, such as rocket launchers and grenades, which Con‐
servatives have been calling for since 2018. This equipment is es‐
sential to protecting Ukrainians on the front lines, but Canada can
and must do more.

We have brand-new role 1, role 2 and role 3 mobile field hospi‐
tals sitting in storage. These hospitals could mean the critical differ‐
ence between life and death on the battlefield. Canada should also
provide tactical first aid kits to the brave Ukrainians fighting for
freedom, and we should also donate high-quality field ration packs
to ensure Ukrainians are supplied with enough food to endure the
war that Putin has imposed on them.

Visa-free travel for Ukrainians is essential to moving many
women, children and seniors out of harm's way, and we need to do
it as swiftly as possible. I know Canadians stand ready to welcome
Ukrainians with open arms who are fleeing Putin's barbaric war.

Slava Ukraini.
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ARCTIC SOVEREIGNTY

Ms. Yvonne Jones (Labrador, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as we stand
united against Russia's invasion and attack on Ukraine and its peo‐
ple, we must continue to work across all party lines and with our
international counterparts to stop this seamless attack on democracy
and innocent lives.

Russia's threat to Ukraine is a threat to all of us who promote
democracy, independence and a free, just society. We will stand up
to President Putin's attacks by expanding our ability to protect the
sovereignty of our Arctic nation. Canada is conducting joint exer‐
cises with other Arctic nations, investing in more defence equip‐
ment and enhancing our Arctic surveillance and intelligence capa‐
bility.

We have announced major investments in the north warning sys‐
tem. Canada and the United States continue to work together to en‐
sure that NORAD is modernized to meet both existing and emerg‐
ing threats to our continent. We will continue to unite against Rus‐
sia's affront on Ukraine and stand with all of those who are fighting
against this tyranny.

Nakurmiik.

* * *
● (1410)

ST. PATRICK'S DAY CELEBRATION
Mr. Peter Schiefke (Vaudreuil—Soulanges, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐

er, the last two years have been difficult for more reasons than one
can count, and finding ways to connect and celebrate life with the
good people around us has never been so important. That is why I
am proud to rise today to say that it is time, once again, for my
community of Vaudreuil—Soulanges to become Irish for the day at
the annual St. Patrick's Day festivities in Hudson.
[Translation]

This year, members of the Soulanges Irish Society, in collabora‐
tion with the Hudson Hospitality Association, Hudson à Table and
local businesses in Vaudreuil—Soulanges, will celebrate all things
Irish with fun community activities and a traditional walk down
Hudson's main street. They will be joined by St. Patrick's Day
grand marshal Mitch Melnick, Irishman of the Year Ken Doran,
queen Emma Gauthier, princesses Chris Walsh and Robin Brodrick,
and chief reviewing officer Mitch Gallo.
[English]

This year's St. Patrick's celebrations are not to be missed. On Sat‐
urday, March 19 at 1 p.m., come one, come all to Main Street in
Hudson for some fun, some much-needed cheer and some much-
needed, good old Irish hospitality.

* * *

INTERNATIONAL WOMEN'S DAY
Mrs. Karen Vecchio (Elgin—Middlesex—London, CPC): Mr.

Speaker, today, I would like to wish everyone in the House and
across the world a happy International Women's Day. Every day,
Canadian women make vital contributions to communities across
our country. For years, women have stood up against sexism and
inequality.

Women's contributions to our farms, our businesses and our
homes make our communities vibrant and dynamic. While women
have come a long way toward true gender equality, we know that
issues such as gender-based violence, human trafficking and sexual
exploitation and unequal representation continue to disproportion‐
ately affect women.

It is time that we put in the work and provide concrete policy so‐
lutions that will address gaps, empower women and provide them
with necessary supports and resources to achieve their full poten‐
tial. We know that when women succeed, all of Canada benefits be‐
cause when we see it, we can be it.

Happy International Women's Day.

* * *
[Translation]

INTERNATIONAL WOMEN'S DAY

Ms. Soraya Martinez Ferrada (Hochelaga, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
as International Women's Day approaches, I would like to remind
everyone that we still need to fight to preserve women's rights and
to advance women's equality and equity.

In crisis situations, women are hit the hardest. Today, all eyes are
on Ukraine. The first images we are seeing of this war show
wounded women, women giving birth in subway stations, and fe‐
male elected officials, teachers and mothers taking up arms and
risking their lives to defend their country. The courage, resilience
and determination of these women should inspire us all. Let us
salute their courage as they fight for democracy. They are an exam‐
ple to us all.

I would like to close by acknowledging the outstanding work of
the women in our government who are playing key roles in manag‐
ing the global crisis: the Minister of Foreign Affairs, the Minister of
National Defence and the Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of
Finance. It makes me so proud to see these women holding impor‐
tant leadership roles.
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[English]

UKRAINE
Mr. Scot Davidson (York—Simcoe, CPC): Mr. Speaker, many

of my constituents in York—Simcoe are hearing from family in
Ukraine who are suffering as the Russian invasion continues. A let‐
ter shared with me reads, “I write this with a heavy heart. We are
experiencing more bombing and more communities are being lev‐
elled to the ground. Chaos is spreading and many people are dying.
The beautiful Saint Sophia Cathedral here in Kyiv is older than
Russia itself. How long until a missile destroys it? We're terrified
because we don't know where Putin will target next. I'll be hiding in
my bathroom trying to sleep tonight. I hope my mother and sister
and I can evacuate tomorrow. There are thousands of us trying to
flee. I don't know how I can leave my husband, my brother, my fa‐
ther behind.”

These words remind us that the people of Ukraine who live in
Berehove, Crimea and Bravia are no different from people who live
in Canadian towns such as Bradford, Georgina or East Gwillim‐
bury. Our hearts are with them right now.

Slava Ukraini.

* * *

KEN EPP
Mr. Garnett Genuis (Sherwood Park—Fort Saskatchewan,

CPC): Mr. Speaker, I rise to pay tribute to Ken Epp, the MP for my
area from 1993-2008. Ken passed away on February 20 at the age
of 82. It is always sad for those of us left behind to have to say
goodbye to a great leader and a great friend, but that sadness is tem‐
pered by Ken's confidence that death was a doorway and not an
end. Ken's hope of an eternity with Jesus and with his dear wife
Betty, who predeceased him, is one that I and many in our commu‐
nity share and draw comfort from.

Ken was a math teacher before getting elected. It was a natural
transition from teaching math to young people to try to teach math
to Liberals. Unfortunately, I think his students did a better job of
grasping mathematical concepts than did his colleagues opposite.

One of Ken's key parliamentary accomplishments was to sponsor
and see the passage at second reading of Bill C-484, a bill to recog‐
nize unborn victims of crime. The bill achieved substantial cross-
party support, but we will remember Ken not primarily by the
speeches he gave or the votes he cast. We will remember him by
the joy, the grace, the humility and the kindness that characterized
his long service.

He remained faithful throughout to his convictions and to the
virtues that defined his life. Ken changed Ottawa, but Ottawa did
not change him. I thank Ken for his service and his example.
● (1415)

The Speaker: Before we continue, I want to remind everyone
that there are statements being made and we all want to hear what
is going on with the statements. They are very important to all of
us.

The hon. member for Mississauga—Erin Mills.

MARIAN COVENY

Ms. Iqra Khalid (Mississauga—Erin Mills, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, on March 8 we celebrate International Women's Day. This year's
theme is #BreakTheBias, and what better example than Marian
Coveny from Erin Mills. She was a teacher at Loyola Catholic Sec‐
ondary School and a trail-blazing hockey player. She led Team
Canada to undefeated victory in the first-ever women's world hock‐
ey tournament in 1987. It was the first game ever played by a Cana‐
dian women's national team. In her own words, she took “one giant
step for womankind”. She helped pave the way for women's hockey
teams, who continue to do us proud globally. Marian loved the
game so much that she would fearlessly chase Zambonis off the ice
to let women's teams finish their matches. She played hockey into
her sixties, while she was teaching. She played until 2020, when
she got sick.

Sadly, Marian Coveny passed away earlier this year after a long
battle with cancer. She was a fighter, and her story will continue to
inspire Canadians forever.

Happy International Women's Day.

* * *

WINNIPEG NEWSPAPER PUBLISHER

Ms. Leah Gazan (Winnipeg Centre, NDP): Mr. Speaker, today
I am honoured to recognize Terese Taylor, publisher and editor of
The Leaf: an iconic local newspaper serving Winnipeg Centre's
community of Wolseley, as well as the West End and Spence neigh‐
bourhoods, on its 10th anniversary.

The Leaf is a beloved local newspaper, highlighting stories fo‐
cused on local, national and international issues. I know I always
look forward to the upcoming issues of this grassroots community
newspaper containing high-quality stories that keep me up to date
with the heartbeat of our community.

This woman-owned and operated paper continues to grow and
expand with Terese's newest publication, Streets, now available to
Winnipeg Centre's West End.

Congratulations to Terese on her growing success. I thank her for
her heart, her dedication to justice and her contributions to our
wonderful riding of Winnipeg Centre.

Here is to The Leaf. Here is to Streets. I am always proud to lift
up strong women today and every day. May Terese continue to rise.
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[Translation]

WOMEN OF UKRAINE

Mrs. Marilène Gill (Manicouagan, BQ): Mr. Speaker, accord‐
ing to the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, in the
past seven days, one million people have fled Ukraine to Poland,
Hungary, Moldova and other European countries. Thousands of
people seeking safety are being forced to leave Ukraine, many of
them women. These women are courageously crossing borders with
their children, unsure of their future.

I want to add my voice to that of the President of the European
Parliament, Roberta Metsola. I would like to begin by acknowledg‐
ing the incredible courage of the women of Ukraine who are fight‐
ing, who are being forced to find shelter for their loved ones in
bunkers, who are giving birth in subway stations and who are lead‐
ing the fight on the front line.

I pay tribute to their courage, strength and resilience in these par‐
ticularly grave circumstances. This courage, strength and resilience
fill us with admiration. Our hearts go out to those who are living
through this heinous war, those who have fled it and those who
have taken up arms to defend their country. This war will end, and
the women will rebuild.

Ukrainsi peregomout!

* * *
[English]

UKRAINIANS IN LAKELAND

Mrs. Shannon Stubbs (Lakeland, CPC): Mr. Speaker, in 1891,
Ukrainians first came to Lamont County, where I grew up. It is
known as the cradle of Ukrainian settlement in Canada. The first
MP of Ukrainian descent was elected in Vegreville in 1926. Lake‐
land is home to symbols of Ukrainian food, faith and culture, the
world's largest pysanka, historic sites, Ukrainian immersion school
programs, and more than 22,000 Ukrainian Canadians. There are so
many families with loved ones who are fleeing Putin's attacks and
violence, or who are joining those who defend and fight for
Ukraine.

The moving words of Ukraine's national anthem show its grit
and steadfast spirit, which states:

Ukraine's glory hasn't perished, nor her freedom
Upon us, fellow compatriots, fate shall smile once more
Our enemies will vanish, like dew in the morning sun,
And we too shall rule, brothers, in a free land of our own.

We'll lay down our souls and bodies to attain our freedom,
And we'll show that we, brothers, are of the Kozak nation.

Canada must match words and empathy with more aid and more
action to secure the safety, peace and freedom of the people of
Ukraine.

Slava Ukraini.

● (1420)

STEVE ARNOLD
Ms. Lisa Hepfner (Hamilton Mountain, Lib.): Madam Speak‐

er, I rise today to sadly inform the House that Hamilton lost a
much-admired journalist this week. Steve Arnold was known for
his unquenchable curiosity, gentle demeanour and profound intel‐
lect. For more than half of his 40-year journalism career, he was a
business reporter at the Hamilton Spectator, delving deeply into
Hamilton's business, manufacturing and labour sectors.

For many of those years, Steve lived in my riding of Hamilton
Mountain, and his work was consistently meaningful for my con‐
stituents in the steel and manufacturing sectors.

I got to know Steve as a colleague at the Hamilton Spectator.
Years after I moved to broadcasting, he continued to offer advice
and support, because he was someone who was always generous
with his time and knowledge.

When he retired, he never really retired, because journalism was
never a job for Steve Arnold. It was a calling. He continued to write
for community papers and the Canadian Jewish News.

Today, I offer my sincerest condolences to his wife, Pam, his
friends, his family and all those whose lives were touched by his
words.

ORAL QUESTIONS
[Translation]

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

there is a massive disinformation campaign about the situation in
Ukraine on Facebook, Twitter and all social media.

I receive messages every day that are full of false information
about Putin's illegal invasion of Ukraine. Too many Canadians are
subjected to these messages, some of which repeat word-for-word
the Russian ambassador's statement. This Prime Minister stated in
October that disinformation is a threat to democracy.

Why does the Prime Minister continue to tolerate the presence of
Russia's chief propagandist in Canada? Will he expel the Russian
ambassador to Canada, yes or no?

Hon. Anita Anand (Minister of National Defence, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, before I reply, I would like to take this opportunity to wel‐
come a visitor.

[English]

Here today is Andrii Bukvych, chargé d'affaires of the Embassy
of Ukraine to Canada. Welcome to the House of Commons.

The Speaker: I will take this opportunity to remind the hon.
members of the rules.

I will let the minister go on with her answer.
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[Translation]

Hon. Anita Anand: Mr. Speaker, we must defend Canadians
against disinformation and propaganda.

We will not be intimidated by tyrants. Putin wants to destroy
democracy.

* * *

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

slava Ukraini.

The Putin regime's ongoing and illegal attack against Ukraine is
a clear warning to the free world.

According to National Defence, in 2019, more than a third of our
army's equipment and vehicles were unusable. Our air capacity is
limited. We have to be prepared to deal with future threats. Former
Liberal member Lieutenant-Colonel Andrew Leslie is worried.

He said that the people who were saying a few days ago that
Russia would not invade Ukraine are the same people who are now
saying that Russia will stop once it takes Ukraine.

I have a simple question for the Prime Minister: Are we pre‐
pared?
● (1425)

Hon. Anita Anand (Minister of National Defence, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, of course we are prepared.

We will leave no stone unturned to support our Ukrainian
friends. To that end, I announced today that we will be stepping up
our support with two new major contributions in order to provide
more lethal aid. That is our priority to stand in solidarity with the
people of Ukraine.
[English]

Ms. Raquel Dancho (Kildonan—St. Paul, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
the Conservatives of course support every effort to aid Ukraine in
its battle against the Russian invasion. Given Canada's very vocal
support internationally and given the threats issued by Putin and the
Russian regime to punish those who try to stop them, Canada must
be prepared for a worst-case scenario. This is the government's
paramount responsibility.

What meetings has the defence minister had with cabinet and her
allied counterparts to prepare Canada in the event Russia acts on its
threat and retaliates?
[Translation]

Hon. Anita Anand (Minister of National Defence, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I thank my colleague for the question.
[English]

Our government is prepared for any eventuality. We are putting
in across-the-board measures to support Ukraine in this situation.
We have NORAD modernization as our priority. We are working
very closely with our American counterparts. We will leave no
stone unturned for the safety and security of this country, this conti‐
nent and indeed Ukraine itself.

Ms. Raquel Dancho (Kildonan—St. Paul, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
Russia has 40 nuclear-powered weaponized icebreakers. Does the
House want to know how many Canada has? It is zero. Russia has
18 military bases near Canada's Arctic border, whereas we are
struggling to get one naval base up and running.

Yesterday, Russia's foreign affairs minister said that a third world
war will be “nuclear and devastating”. These remarks are deeply
concerning and present a serious threat to our national security and
to public safety.

Is the government taking this seriously? I am not quite convinced
by the Minister of National Defence's answers. What meetings has
she had to make sure we are prepared?

Hon. Anita Anand (Minister of National Defence, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I would like to assure my hon. colleague and the House of
Commons that we are indeed prepared for every eventuality, in‐
cluding those from the information we have received relating to the
nuclear allusions that Mr. Putin has been making. We need to be
non-provocative, we need to be rational in this situation and we
need to act together as a country and support each other in this time
of need.

[Translation]

Mr. Luc Berthold (Mégantic—L'Érable, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
according to the former lieutenant-general and former Liberal MP,
the only thing that will stop the Russians is deterrence.

Russia has 40 nuclear-powered icebreakers in the Arctic, while
Canada has none. Russia has 18 military bases near the Arctic,
while Canada barely has one. The Russian ambassador, who is the
chief propagandist for the Putin regime, is still here in Canada.

What exactly is Canada doing to deter the Russians and the Putin
regime from coming here to Canada?

Hon. Anita Anand (Minister of National Defence, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, I would like to say that our government is very serious
about protecting our sovereignty in the North and the Arctic.

What we are going to do is continue working with the United
States for our continent and our country. We also have the Coast
Guard working for us.

* * *

IMMIGRATION, REFUGEES AND CITIZENSHIP

Ms. Christine Normandin (Saint-Jean, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
three days ago, 500,000 people had fled the war in Ukraine. Now it
is more than a million.

I welcome the government's creation of the authorization for
emergency travel, but more must be done, and faster. The minister
calls it an authorization for emergency travel, but it is going to take
two weeks to set up. After that, who knows how long it will take to
process applications. Speedy is not exactly the IRCC's middle
name.
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I have a simple question. With the number of people fleeing dou‐

bling every three days, how long will it take for these people to ac‐
tually get to Canada?
● (1430)

Hon. Anita Anand (Minister of National Defence, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, today we announced a new program that will eliminate
many of the administrative formalities to get Ukrainians here faster
so they can have a safe place to stay for up to two years. There will
be no limit to the number of Ukrainians who can apply. The process
will be very fast.

Ms. Christine Normandin (Saint-Jean, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
Canada needs to be prepared for a large‑scale airlift operation to re‐
ceive refugees. We must be prepared to charter as many flights as
possible to take into account an influx of exiles that swells by
500,000 people every three days and could still increase, as the
Russian strikes become more brutal.

As I said, the government has the support of the Bloc Québécois
in its support for the people of Ukraine, but things must move
faster, especially since half of the exiles are children.

Will the government organize this airlift operation?
Hon. Anita Anand (Minister of National Defence, Lib.):

Mr. Speaker, first of all, we will do everything we can to welcome
the people of Ukraine.

Second, since we know that family members of Canadian citi‐
zens may want to start a new life in Canada, everyone who arrives
under these measures will be eligible for an open work permit.
They will be able to start working right away if they wish.

We are also going to work very hard for families.

* * *
[English]

FOREIGN AFFAIRS
Mr. Jagmeet Singh (Burnaby South, NDP): Mr. Speaker, we

need to stop the war in Ukraine and to do that we need to put pres‐
sure on President Putin where it counts, and that is his wealth. We
know his wealth is held in the hands of Russian oligarchs like Ro‐
man Abramovich, so will the Prime Minister commit to specific
targeted sanctions to sanction the wealth and assets of these Rus‐
sian oligarchs that are held in Canada?

Hon. Anita Anand (Minister of National Defence, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, together with our allies, we are ensuring that Russia's ac‐
tions do not go unpunished. We have levied sanctions against Presi‐
dent Putin directly, key members of his inner circle, his foreign
minister, oligarchs close to the Putin regime and members of the
State Duma, and we are not done yet. We will keep working with
our allies to impose sanctions that are meaningful across the board.
[Translation]

Mr. Jagmeet Singh (Burnaby South, NDP): Mr. Speaker, we
must stop the war in Ukraine and, to do so, we must put pressure on
President Putin where it counts, namely, on his wealth.

We know that his wealth is in the hands of Russian oligarchs like
Roman Abramovitch. Will the Prime Minister commit to putting in
place sanctions against Russian oligarchs in Canada?

Hon. Anita Anand (Minister of National Defence, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, as I have already said, we have already imposed sanctions
against President Putin himself and on key members of his inner
circle, the oligarchs close to his regime and members of the Russian
Duma. We will continue to exert maximum pressure on the Putin
regime with our allies.

* * *

NATIONAL DEFENCE

Mr. Pierre Paul-Hus (Charlesbourg—Haute-Saint-Charles,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, the former president of the United States and
the Prime Minister issued a joint statement in February 2017, in
which the Prime Minister committed to modernizing our NORAD
equipment. Five years later, nothing has been done.

The Prime Minister has to realize that Vladimir Putin is a danger
to Canada and that our country does not currently have the capacity
to defend the Far North. Will he keep his promise to modernize
NORAD, or will this be yet another broken promise?

[English]

Hon. Anita Anand (Minister of National Defence, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, alongside our American partners, our government is mak‐
ing the investments necessary to modernize NORAD. It is a person‐
al priority for me and for our government, and I have had many
conversations with the secretary of defence of the United States
about our continued co-operation to protect the sovereignty of our
Arctic, to protect our continental defence and to work together for
the benefit of the safety and security of our world.

● (1435)

[Translation]

Mr. Pierre Paul-Hus (Charlesbourg—Haute-Saint-Charles,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, that is funny, because according to an April
2019 report from the Standing Committee on Foreign Affairs and
International Development, the committee was surprised to learn
that Russia's military had significantly increased its air and naval
capacities in the Arctic.

The members of the committee said that the North Warning Sys‐
tem was approaching the end of its life expectancy and that they did
not understand why no funding had been allocated to replace it.

The Prime Minister promised the U.S. President in 2017 that he
would modernize NORAD, and the committee recommended that
he allocate the funding to do so in 2019. It is now 2022. When will
the Prime Minister take action?

Hon. Anita Anand (Minister of National Defence, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, we are making major, essential investments in personnel,
equipment and infrastructure in the north.
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What have we done? We recently awarded a $592‑million con‐

tract to Nasittuq Corporation, an Inuit company, to operate and
maintain the North Warning System.

We remain strongly and steadfastly committed to defending our
national interests.
[English]

Mr. Bob Zimmer (Prince George—Peace River—Northern
Rockies, CPC): Mr. Speaker, Putin's invasion of Ukraine has
taught us all that we cannot take our Canadian Arctic sovereignty
for granted. Russia recently filed a claim that adds 705,000 square
kilometres to Russia's current Arctic claims. U of C Professor
Robert Huebert said, “We haven’t seen a country before that’s ex‐
tended over its neighbours. Here’s a situation where they’re claim‐
ing the entire Canadian and Danish continental shelf as part of their
continental shelf.”

When will the government stand up to Putin and defend our Arc‐
tic sovereignty?

Hon. Robert Oliphant (Parliamentary Secretary to the Min‐
ister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, there is no situation
stronger than our own sovereignty in this country, and Arctic
sovereignty is an integral part of that. Canada's Arctic sovereignty
is long-standing and well established. We work with our partners in
the Arctic Council to ensure that we will continue to exercise that
sovereignty well. We are taking stands with our Arctic Council
partners to ensure that Russia gets the message strongly. We will
not attend meetings in Russia and we will put a pause on all activity
with Russia as we continue to defend Arctic sovereignty in Canada.

* * *

NATURAL RESOURCES
Mr. Greg McLean (Calgary Centre, CPC): Mr. Speaker, with

an aggressive Russian invasion of Ukraine, European countries rec‐
ognize how dependent they are on Russian gas supplies. Forty per
cent of Europe’s gas comes from Russia, and Europe’s security now
has a gun to its head. Coal plants are being brought back online, un‐
doing years of progress on emission reductions. Energy and securi‐
ty analysts have been warning about this danger for years, and the
government has lacked Canadian vision on this matter.

When will the government end its efforts to replace Canadian en‐
ergy with offshore resources from hostile regimes?

Hon. Jonathan Wilkinson (Minister of Natural Resources,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, given the brutal invasion of Ukraine, European
countries have very much made clear their decision to end depen‐
dence on Russian oil and gas. European countries have made it
clear, including during this week's International Energy Agency
ministerial meeting, of the pressing need for Europe to accelerate
the transition to renewables and hydrogen.

We are conferring and working closely with our allies on short-
and long-term options for stabilizing and ensuring access to a long-
term energy supply. I am engaged directly with our American and
European counterparts, and we are steadfast in our support for
Ukraine and our European allies.

Mr. Greg McLean (Calgary Centre, CPC): Mr. Speaker, it is
an interesting approach, but since the government came to power,

Russia’s natural gas exports have increased 35% and Canada’s ex‐
ports have declined. The result is that tens of billions of dollars
have flowed to fund Putin's war machine.

A decade ago, Canada had 14 LNG projects preparing to supply
energy to an insecure world. Now, thanks to the government’s aim‐
less policies, none are built and only one is under construction. This
was a choice with now obvious consequences.

Will the government revise its regulatory regime to allow Cana‐
dian natural gas to get to tidewater?

Hon. Jonathan Wilkinson (Minister of Natural Resources,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as I said in the chamber earlier this week, we
have made the decision to ban the importation of all petroleum
products from Russia. We are working actively with our European
colleagues to ensure both short-term and long-term access to ener‐
gy supplies.

We are working very, very proactively with the energy sector in
this country, including with the Pathways alliance, to ensure we are
producing our energy resources in a manner that is consistent with
addressing the climate crisis.

● (1440)

Mr. Pat Kelly (Calgary Rocky Ridge, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
Ukrainians are fighting for their lives in a war financed by Russian
energy exports. Dependence on Russian natural gas threatens Eu‐
rope’s energy security and fuels Putin’s war machine. The world
needs Canadian energy to displace conflict oil and gas now and for
a peaceful future.

Will the government agree, today, that an east-west energy corri‐
dor is vital, not just for the Canadian economy, but also for global
energy security and a world where dictators like Putin cannot fi‐
nance war?

Hon. Jonathan Wilkinson (Minister of Natural Resources,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, we, and certainly European countries, would
agree that the dependence on Russian oil and gas is a significant
problem for Europe that it must move to address. European minis‐
ters have made that commitment, including at the International En‐
ergy Agency ministerial meeting I participated in earlier this week.

We are working very actively with our European colleagues and
with our American colleagues to ensure we are working to help ad‐
dress both short and long-term energy supply issues in the context
that Europe and Canada have committed to do, which is in the con‐
text of fighting both the crisis in Europe and the crisis of climate
change.
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[Translation]

THE ENVIRONMENT
Ms. Monique Pauzé (Repentigny, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the IPCC

confirms that 3.5 billion people are extremely vulnerable to climate
change, and 70% of those living in that precarious state are women.
As we approach March 8, I would like to point out that women will
be the main victims of climate change.

This brings me back to the government's actions. Tomorrow, the
government will provide an update on the Bay du Nord project and
the minimum 300 million barrels of oil. Knowing the consequences
that this decision will have on climate change and women, will the
Bay du Nord project be approved, yes or no?

[English]
Mr. Terry Duguid (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister

of Environment and Climate Change, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, our
government fully recognizes the importance of the decision on the
proposed Bay du Nord project. As the member will know, we are
following a legislated process and we are reviewing all the evi‐
dence, including the Impact Assessment Agency's environmental
assessment report, in order to arrive at the best possible decision. I
assure the hon. member that decision will be made in due course.

[Translation]
Ms. Monique Pauzé (Repentigny, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the Min‐

ister of Environment announced that he would provide an update on
the Bay du Nord project on Friday. Friday is tomorrow, not
10 months from now.

Usually, when a person schedules a press conference to make an
announcement the next day, it is because that person has something
to say and they already know what it is. I will ask my question
again. Will it be yes or no to the Bay du Nord project and its 300
million barrels of oil in the middle of a climate crisis? It is not com‐
plicated.

[English]
Mr. Terry Duguid (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister

of Environment and Climate Change, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, again,
this is a decision that is under consideration as we speak. We recog‐
nize the importance of a decision on this proposed project. We are
following a legislated process, as I said, and it will be based on the
best available scientific evidence. It is important that we are consid‐
ering the advice of the Impact Assessment Agency of Canada,
which, the hon. member will know, is independent.

[Translation]
Ms. Monique Pauzé (Repentigny, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I would

like to say to members that the only environmental assessment that
the government should be concerned about is the IPCC report. The
UN Secretary‑General says that it is the most damning scientific re‐
port that he has ever seen. This is serious.

The government, the Deputy Prime Minister and the parliamen‐
tary secretary tell us that we must listen to the science and make ev‐
idence-based decisions, but what does the science say? It says that
there is no such thing as clean oil and definitely not 300 million
barrels' worth of it. Science has confirmed that unchecked carbon

pollution is forcing the world's most vulnerable towards destruction
today and right now.

Therefore, Bay—

The Speaker: The hon. parliamentary secretary...

[English]

Mr. Terry Duguid (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Environment and Climate Change, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as the
hon. member mentioned, the IPCC report shows that all countries
need to take bold climate mitigation and adaptation action to fight
climate change. We absolutely must continue to cut emissions and
build resilience through our society. That is why, since we took of‐
fice in 2015, our government has committed more than $100 billion
to climate action, and we are developing Canada's first-ever nation‐
al adaptation strategy. We will continue to lead the fight against cli‐
mate change.

* * *
● (1445)

AGRICULTURE AND AGRI-FOOD

Mr. John Barlow (Foothills, CPC): Mr. Speaker, Europe, Asia
and Africa all rely on corn and wheat from Ukraine, the region's
breadbasket. With Russia's invasion, a global food crisis is emerg‐
ing. The United Nations has already warned of catastrophic hunger
and hundreds of millions are facing famine.

Canada can help. We have a crippled supply chain, punishing
carbon taxes, a looming rail strike and PEI farmers are being forced
to destroy millions of pounds of potatoes. In a global food crisis,
when Canadian farmers want to help, why is this Liberal govern‐
ment neglecting Canadian agriculture?

Hon. Harjit S. Sajjan (Minister of International Development
and Minister responsible for the Pacific Economic Development
Agency of Canada, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, at a time of crisis like this,
I completely agree that Ukraine does supply the developing world
with wheat. This crisis is going to be extremely serious. I have been
at the UN speaking with the heads of the world food program and
other organizations, and Canada can play a very important role in
this. We will work with our counterparts on how we can provide
support for the developing nations in their time of need.

* * *

IMMIGRATION, REFUGEES AND CITIZENSHIP

Mr. Marty Morantz (Charleswood—St. James—Assiniboia—
Headingley, CPC): Mr. Speaker, countless people in Ukraine are
fleeing from ongoing Russian aggression. This is a major refugee
crisis. Over one million people have fled Ukraine. Canada can be a
safe haven.

History demands that we act, and act now. Fast track visas are
simply not enough. On what date will the visa requirement be lift‐
ed?
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Hon. Sean Fraser (Minister of Immigration, Refugees and

Citizenship, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I thank the hon. member for his
question, and I would like to take this opportunity to thank the crit‐
ics of all parties for their spirit of collaboration and co-operation
over the past number of days in advance of the announcement we
made this morning.

That announcement is historic. This will remove many of the
barriers that typically result in refusal so we can welcome as many
Ukrainians fleeing this war as possible, as quickly as possible.
However, I would also point out to the hon. member that we started
preparing on January 19, and since the beginning of this year, more
than 6,100 Ukrainians have already arrived in Canada, and we will
continue to do more, because that is the very Canadian thing to do.
[Translation]

Mrs. Dominique Vien (Bellechasse—Les Etchemins—Lévis,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, Canada has been home to a Ukrainian commu‐
nity for decades. In fact, we have some Ukrainians right here in the
House.

The United Nations estimates that a million Ukrainians have al‐
ready fled to neighbouring countries to escape the atrocities of war.

Can the government show some empathy and flexibility, as we
have been calling for since January 27, and immediately allow
Ukrainians to come to Canada without a visa?

Hon. Sean Fraser (Minister of Immigration, Refugees and
Citizenship, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, President Putin's war on Ukraine
is a war on freedom, democracy and the rights of all Ukrainians.

For the past month, we have been prioritizing applications for
permanent or temporary residency from Ukrainians who wish to
come to Canada. Those who are currently in Canada on a tempo‐
rary basis can extend their stay.

Today we announced new measures that will make it easier,
faster and safer for Ukrainians fleeing the war to come to Canada.
This is good for Ukraine, and it is good for Canada.

* * *
[English]

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

Speaker, the cost of living is going through the roof, and yesterday
the Bank of Canada raised interest rates. Paying rent, buying food
and medicine is seriously concerning for seniors.

Some of the most vulnerable seniors have been anxiously wait‐
ing for months to get their GIS paid back. The government is doing
the bare minimum to help people get by, and time is running out to
fix the government's GIS mess. Will seniors be left out in the cold
again because the Liberal government could not fix the problems it
created?

Hon. Randy Boissonnault (Minister of Tourism and Associate
Minister of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, we know that seniors are
hurting, and we have had the backs of Canadians throughout the
pandemic. We know seniors who normally receive GIS payments
are facing challenges today because they were supported by the
CRB and CERB. In the economic and fiscal update, we presented

our government's plan to alleviate financial hardship of GIS recipi‐
ents who received CRB or CERB.

We will continue to investigate ways to respond to the needs of
seniors.

* * *

MARINE TRANSPORTATION

Mr. Taylor Bachrach (Skeena—Bulkley Valley, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, sanctions are one of the strongest tools we have to support
Ukraine and deter Russia. This government has said it intends to
block Russian ships from docking at Canadian ports, and we sup‐
port this.

While it is ironing out the details, at least four Russian-owned
vessels are bound for ports on our east coast. Dock workers have
said they will not unload the cargo if it arrives. Will the government
take decisive action to implement the ban now before dock workers
are forced to do it themselves?

● (1450)

Hon. Omar Alghabra (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, our government stands with Ukraine and Ukrainian peo‐
ple. We will not let the Russian aggression go unpunished.

That is why our government took swift and decisive action to
ban Russian flights from entering Canadian airspace. That is why
our government took decisive and swift action to ban Russian ships
from entering Canadian waters. Our government will do whatever it
takes to stop the unprovoked Russian aggression against Ukraine.

* * *

INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

Mrs. Rechie Valdez (Mississauga—Streetsville, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, on December 16 and 17, super typhoon Rai, or typhoon
Odette, hit the Philippines. The typhoon caused significant devasta‐
tion to communities, destroying homes and infrastructure. It also
took lives in the Philippines.

The impacts of this national disaster are still being felt in com‐
munities in the Philippines almost two months later. Can the Minis‐
ter of International Development tell us what Canada is doing to
support the people of the Philippines?

Hon. Harjit S. Sajjan (Minister of International Development
and Minister responsible for the Pacific Economic Development
Agency of Canada, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the hon.
member for Mississauga—Streetsville, who is also the first Filipina
in this chamber.



March 3, 2022 COMMONS DEBATES 3167

Oral Questions
Today, I am announcing that Canada will provide an addition‐

al $2 million in funding for life-saving humanitarian assistance to
the Philippines to help the most vulnerable people affected by ty‐
phoon Rai. This funding builds on the $3 million of humanitarian
assistance announced last year that Canada provided to the Philip‐
pines.

Our hearts go out to everyone impacted by this typhoon.

* * *

HOUSING
Mr. Dan Albas (Central Okanagan—Similkameen—Nicola,

CPC): Mr. Speaker, during the election, the Prime Minister was
clear on his solutions to address out-of-control housing inflation.
He said he was going to ban foreign ownership on homes in
Canada, yet when the member of Parliament for Simcoe North pro‐
posed to do just that in finance committee, the Liberals voted that
amendment down.

Is the Prime Minister only serious about giving young Canadian
families a chance at home ownership when he needs their votes?

Hon. Ahmed Hussen (Minister of Housing and Diversity and
Inclusion, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, we have been very clear on our
commitment to implement a temporary ban on foreign buyers for
non-recreational, residential property. The member opposite knows
very well that the amendment he is referring to was ruled out of or‐
der in the committee and would not have been enforceable, even if
it passed.

We are committed to moving forward on this issue. If the mem‐
ber opposite and his party are serious about it, let them bring for‐
ward an amendment that can actually work.

Mr. Dan Albas (Central Okanagan—Similkameen—Nicola,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, the committee heard the amendment. We voted
on it, and that party voted it down. We are only trying to get the
Prime Minister to keep his promises. Home prices have increased a
gobsmacking 43% since 2019, and the Liberals only seem to pursue
new ways to increase the price of housing and push people out of
the market.

Their latest scheme of mandatory energy labelling at the time of
sale has been described as “a crazy thing to do in the middle of a
historic housing-affordability crisis” by the Ontario Real Estate As‐
sociation. When will the Liberals get serious about housing afford‐
ability for young Canadians and ditch this crazy new scheme of
theirs?

Hon. Ahmed Hussen (Minister of Housing and Diversity and
Inclusion, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I welcome the opportunity to set the
record straight.

Who is not serious about housing affordability? That party is not
serious about housing affordability. They voted against the foreign
vacancy tax. They voted against the first-time homebuyer incentive.
They voted against investments in affordable housing. They voted
against the rapid housing initiative. They voted against the top-up
to the Canada housing benefit. They voted against the national
housing co-investment fund. They voted against Canadians.

TAXATION

Mrs. Rachael Thomas (Lethbridge, CPC): Mr. Speaker, Marly
came into my constituency office last week with tears in her eyes
and her heating bill in her hand. She was worried because the price
of living has skyrocketed but her payment at work has not in‐
creased at all. She will pay part of the bill but she cannot pay all of
it. She will have to make up for it next month, hopefully. The prob‐
lem is that she is doing this with every single one of her home bills.

To make matters worse, the carbon tax is increasing by 25% on
April 1. My question is simple, while those across the aisle boo me
for my question, and it is this. On behalf of Canadians, when will
the punitive tax hikes be stopped?

● (1455)

Hon. Randy Boissonnault (Minister of Tourism and Associate
Minister of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the opposition is raising
the issue of affordability, so let us review what we have done since
taking office.

We lowered taxes for the middle class twice and raised them on
the wealthiest 1%, and the Conservatives voted against. We created
the CCB, indexed to inflation, and the Conservatives voted against.
We provided seniors over 75 years old with a one-time payment
of $500 and guess what. The Conservatives voted against.

This side will focus on affordability. That side should get on
board.

* * *

INTERNATIONAL TRADE

Mr. Randy Hoback (Prince Albert, CPC): It is nice to see
some enthusiasm over there, Mr. Speaker.

Canada's duty-free access to the U.S. market, our largest and
most important trading partner, is under threat like never before.
Tariffs on softwood lumber, punishing buy-American provisions
and now the possibility of highly integrated auto supply chains will
be disrupted by more U.S. tariffs.

In Tuesday's state of the union address, President Biden stated,
“instead of relying on foreign supply chains, let’s make it in Ameri‐
ca.” That is code for protectionism. What is the minister doing to
protect our lumber, auto and manufacturing workers from more
U.S. trade restrictions?

Hon. Mary Ng (Minister of International Trade, Export Pro‐
motion, Small Business and Economic Development, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, let me start with a fact. We have seen the highest trade be‐
tween Canada and the U.S. that we have seen in the history of our
trading relationship. That demonstrates that trade is working be‐
tween our two countries. Of course, in a relationship as large as the
one between Canada and the U.S., we have to continue to cultivate
this relationship to the benefit of our workers and of our businesses.
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I was just there on Monday, just a few days ago, meeting with

the USTR and with congressional leaders to continue to defend
Canada in this really important market that we have access to.

* * *
[Translation]

EMPLOYMENT INSURANCE

Ms. Louise Chabot (Thérèse-De Blainville, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
even now, in 2022, new mothers who lose their jobs when their
parental leave is up cannot collect EI.

Even though six brave women fought the federal government in
court to end this injustice, even though they won, Ottawa is appeal‐
ing. Imagine. The government is appealing a court ruling because it
wants to leave young mothers who have lost their jobs out in the
cold. Will the government cancel the appeal?

Hon. Carla Qualtrough (Minister of Employment, Workforce
Development and Disability Inclusion, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
pandemic exposed major disparities in our EI system. That is why
the government is working on modernizing it.

We have met with many partners across the country to gain an
understanding of how we can reform EI so that it better meets the
needs of workers, including mothers.

The Social Security Tribunal is an independent tribunal, and it
made a decision. The Canada Employment Insurance Commission,
which is also independent, opted to appeal the decision.

None of that changes our government's commitment, and we will
keep working to adapt the EI system—

The Speaker: Order. The member for Shefford.

Ms. Andréanne Larouche (Shefford, BQ): Mr. Speaker, this is
embarrassing. During the week of March 8, a day when we cele‐
brate women's rights, this government, which claims to be feminist,
is in court to retain the right to deny employment insurance to new
mothers who lose their jobs. Let us just think about that for a mo‐
ment. I could not even make this stuff up.

Women had to sue the Canada Employment Insurance Commis‐
sion because the government has refused to correct the situation for
years. Even though the women won, this government wants to ap‐
peal. Because of this government, they have to continue to fight. Is
this the fight that a self-proclaimed feminist government should be
waging today?

Hon. Carla Qualtrough (Minister of Employment, Workforce
Development and Disability Inclusion, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as I
said, the Social Security Tribunal is an independent tribunal, and it
has ruled.

The Canada Employment Insurance Commission, which is also
independent, made the decision. However, we understand and are
working very hard to adapt and modernize the EI system to better
meet the needs of all workers, especially mothers.

[English]

HEALTH

Mr. Michael Barrett (Leeds—Grenville—Thousand Islands
and Rideau Lakes, CPC): Mr. Speaker, for two years, Canadians
have been doing the hard work of getting themselves and each oth‐
er through this pandemic. Saskatchewan and Alberta have done
away with their mandates, with Ontario, Quebec, Manitoba and the
Atlantic provinces doing the same this month. Meanwhile, the
Prime Minister is doubling down on mandates and our allies around
the world are moving on. There is no leadership and no plan.

When will the Prime Minister end the mandates?

● (1500)

Hon. Jean-Yves Duclos (Minister of Health, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, I am delighted to receive this question from the member from
Ontario. I would like to signal that we have been working extreme‐
ly hard and extremely well with Minister Elliott and the Ontario
government over the last few months in order to protect the health
and safety of Ontarians. Just to give an example, the vaccination
operations that took place in Ontario probably saved thousands of
lives and avoided billions of dollars in losses to families and busi‐
nesses over the last few months. This is good news. We will contin‐
ue to work for the people of Ontario.

Mr. Michael Barrett (Leeds—Grenville—Thousand Islands
and Rideau Lakes, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I am glad to hear that the
minister is delighted to get my question, and I am glad to hear that
he has been working with the Province of Ontario. However, on be‐
half of all Canadians, I would be delighted if the minister and the
government would tell Canadians what their plan is to end the man‐
dates.

When is the government going to stop firing its public servants?
When is the government going to stop moving backward while the
rest of the country and the provinces are moving ahead with fewer
government restrictions and more individual responsibility? I
would be delighted to hear, from the minister, a plan to end the
mandates.

Hon. Jean-Yves Duclos (Minister of Health, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, the member is entirely right to talk about responsibility, both in‐
dividual and collective responsibility. Individually speaking, I think
most members of the House have been vaccinated and many of
them with a booster shot. This is exactly the right thing to do. Col‐
lectively, we had, at least on this side of the House and I think we
worked collaboratively with opposition parties, the responsibility to
protect everyone's health and safety. We ended up with large vacci‐
nation rates across the country, which is, in fact, the reason we are
able to put lockdowns away and turn to more sustainability and af‐
fordability when it comes to moving through the crisis.



March 3, 2022 COMMONS DEBATES 3169

Oral Questions
Mr. John Williamson (New Brunswick Southwest, CPC): Mr.

Speaker, the Liberals still require all incoming travellers to be test‐
ed for COVID-19, even for cross-border day trips by car. The Lib‐
erals have now added another hammer. Canadians who drive home
and do not present a negative COVID test are fined $5,000 or are
told to stay out of the country for 10 days. Ottawa is using financial
penalties to keep Canadians out of their own country.

Why does the government continue to punish Canadians with
these mandates? Is this financial barrier to enter Canada even con‐
stitutional?

Hon. Jean-Yves Duclos (Minister of Health, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, I am delighted to be able to continue on this topic. The reason I
mentioned earlier that we are going through this crisis better and
faster than many other countries is that Canadians have made the
right choice. We were vaccinated in large numbers. That is why we
are seeing large falls in the number of cases and large falls in the
number of hospitalizations, and deaths are also decreasing. That is
not by chance. That is because Canadians have made the right
choice and have been vaccinated and have followed public health
measures.

* * *
[Translation]

OFFICIAL LANGUAGES
Mr. Fayçal El-Khoury (Laval—Les Îles, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,

the new bill to modernize the Official Languages Act would not
have been possible without the participation and passion of a great
many Canadians.

From individual meetings to national symposia, to hearings in
the House of Commons or other places, to the countless letters and
phone calls, we are deeply grateful for this incredible participation.

Can the President of the Treasury Board explain to the House
how she will ensure that the act is enforced throughout the entire
federal government?

Hon. Mona Fortier (President of the Treasury Board, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague for his important question and
especially his hard work for his constituents in Laval—Les Îles.

Respecting official languages is not only an obligation, it is also
essential to delivering our services more effectively to Canadians.
Bill C‑13 on the modernization of the Official Languages Act will
strengthen the powers of the Treasury Board with respect to official
languages to ensure that federal institutions are compliant. It will
provide for an enhanced role in monitoring, auditing, and evalua‐
tion.

The right to work in French within the federal public service is
and always will—
[English]

The Speaker: The hon. member for Sarnia—Lambton.

* * *

LABOUR
Ms. Marilyn Gladu (Sarnia—Lambton, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I

am concerned about the possibility of a work stoppage at CP Rail

that would shut down the supply chain across the country. CP Rail
and the teamsters have been negotiating, but strike action is possi‐
ble as early as March 16.

Could the government tell us what steps it is taking to ensure that
Canadians do not experience another supply chain crisis that would
drive the cost of everything up even further?

● (1505)

Hon. Omar Alghabra (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I want to thank my colleague for this important question.
Our supply chains are critical to our economy.

I want to thank the workers of CP, CN and other organizations
who have done the hard work during the pandemic and during cli‐
mate events and who were there for Canadians. Let me assure my
colleague that we are monitoring the situation. I have met the CEO
of CP. I have met with teamsters. It is really important that we
maintain the fluidity of our supply chain.

* * *

SMALL BUSINESS

Mr. Martin Shields (Bow River, CPC): Mr. Speaker, “Justinfla‐
tion” is hurting small businesses in my riding.

Chin Ridge Seeds is a birdseed producer in Taber, Alberta, that
relies on imported ingredients for their production. The cost of a
single truckload of these ingredients went from $6,000 to $19,000
in a few months. Irrigation pipes went up by 30% and they are criti‐
cal. Don, the owner, told me that they do not need handouts from
the government; they just need it to get out of the way.

Will the government stop its spending spree, get out of the way
and let small businesses prosper in the Bow River riding?

Hon. Randy Boissonnault (Minister of Tourism and Associate
Minister of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the pressures created by
supply chain disruptions and the shift from buying services to buy‐
ing goods are real, and we are monitoring that situation closely.

As it relates to inflation, there are other structural costs that make
life less affordable for Canadian families, and chief among them are
housing and child care. That is why our government has a robust
national housing strategy and a child care plan that is covering
Canadians from coast to coast to coast. The average Albertan fami‐
ly will save $5,600 this year.
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IMMIGRATION, REFUGEES AND CITIZENSHIP

Mrs. Anna Roberts (King—Vaughan, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
Maria, a single mom in my riding, has struggled for years to obtain
a visitor's visa for her son, but IRCC told her that he is not a priori‐
ty. There are many Canadians like Maria being told that seeing their
family again is not a priority. They are left to suffer from IRCC's
long delays and backlogs.

Could the minister tell us when they plan on clearing the backlog
so that families can reunite in Canada?

Hon. Sean Fraser (Minister of Immigration, Refugees and
Citizenship, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to share that over the
past few months since I have been appointed minister, I have been
working hard to advance investments that would actually have a
meaningful impact on processing times. We have hired more than
500 new staff. We have invested more than $85 million. We have
moved towards digital features that would boost the productivity of
our department. We have increased overall immigration levels.

I am proud to report that the combined impact of these invest‐
ments has allowed us to approve over 100,000 permanent residency
applications already in January and February alone. We are going to
continue to make investments to improve processing times because
Canadians—

The Speaker: The hon. member for West Vancouver—Sunshine
Coast—Sea to Sky Country.

* * *

FISHERIES AND OCEANS
Mr. Patrick Weiler (West Vancouver—Sunshine Coast—Sea

to Sky Country, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, hundreds of first nations in
British Columbia rely on fishing as a primary source of revenue.
Their success not only resonates in their community but across
British Columbia.

Could the Minister of Fisheries and Oceans please update the
House on how the pacific integrated commercial fisheries initiative
is helping indigenous commercial enterprises, including the
shíshálh Nation in my riding?

Hon. Joyce Murray (Minister of Fisheries, Oceans and the
Canadian Coast Guard, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank
my colleague from West Vancouver—Sunshine Coast—Sea to Sky
Country for his tireless work.

This funding initiative supports first nations commercial fish-
based enterprises right across British Columbia. Last week our gov‐
ernment announced $11.8 million to support business development
and training for 31 indigenous companies, representing 117 first na‐
tions. We are committed to supporting first nations in their work to
create a thriving coastal economy.

* * *
[Translation]

LABOUR
Mr. Alexandre Boulerice (Rosemont—La Petite-Patrie,

NDP): Mr. Speaker, workers at the Office of the Auditor General
have been on strike for three months and without a contract for

more than three years. The President of the Treasury Board's ab‐
sence and silence are not helping the situation.

The strike is dragging on and that is having a negative impact on
performance audits of this government on important issues like
emergencies, cybersecurity, homelessness and vaccine spending. It
is time for the minister to get involved.

Will the minister step up and do something to ensure that these
professionals get a fair and equitable contract?

● (1510)

Hon. Mona Fortier (President of the Treasury Board, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, our government is determined to sign agreements with
all of the bargaining agents that are fair for the employees and that
reflect the current economic and financial context.

We are negotiating at the bargaining table, not in public.

The Office of the Auditor General of Canada is conducting its
own negotiations, and the offer on the table is in line with the in‐
creases agreed upon by 99% of the core public administration dur‐
ing the 2018 round of negotiations.

* * *
[English]

THE ENVIRONMENT
Mr. Mike Morrice (Kitchener Centre, GP): Mr. Speaker, earli‐

er this week, the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change pub‐
lished its most recent report, described as an “atlas of human suffer‐
ing and a damning indictment of failed climate leadership”. Yester‐
day, 126 environmental and citizens groups and academics called
on the federal government to now reject Bay du Nord, a proposed
massive new deepwater oil drilling project, owned by a foreign
company, looking to extract up to a billion barrels of oil, equivalent
to running 100 coal-fired power plants for a year. A response is due
Sunday.

Will the minister commit to rejecting this climate disaster?

Mr. Terry Duguid (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Environment and Climate Change, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as I
shared with our Bloc colleague a little earlier, we are following a
legislated process on this very important decision, and we are re‐
viewing all the evidence, including the Impact Assessment Agen‐
cy's environmental assessment report. I think the hon. member will
be very happy to know that our government conducts impact as‐
sessments using fair and predictable processes that are grounded in
science and indigenous traditional knowledge. As I said, that deci‐
sion will be made in due course.

* * *

PRESENCE IN GALLERY
The Speaker: I wish to draw the attention of members to the

presence in our gallery of Mr. Andrii Bukvych, chargé d'affaires of
the Embassy of Ukraine to Canada.

Some hon. members: Hear, hear!
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The Speaker: I will take this opportunity to remind hon. mem‐

bers that there is no pointing out of anyone in the gallery. The Min‐
ister of National Defence pointed him out. We have not had people
in the gallery in a while and we are just starting to again, so I want
to remind everyone in the chamber that calling out at any time is
not permitted.

* * *
[Translation]

SUPPORT FOR GATINEAU BUSINESSES
Ms. Nathalie Sinclair-Desgagné (Terrebonne, BQ): There

have been discussions among the parties and if you seek it, I be‐
lieve you will find unanimous consent to adopt the following mo‐
tion:

That the House call on the government to create a compensation package for
Gatineau businesses that were also impacted by the occupation of downtown Ot‐
tawa, modelled on the package created by the federal government for Ottawa busi‐
nesses.

The Speaker: All those opposed to the hon. member moving the
motion will please say nay.

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

(Motion agreed to)
● (1515)

[English]
Ms. Laurel Collins: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order, I seek

unanimous consent to table a very important report, which was ref‐
erenced during question period earlier this week and is relevant to
the motion being debated today. It is the Intergovernmental Panel
on Climate Change report, entitled “Climate Change 2022: Impacts,
Adaptation and Vulnerability”. With that, I request unanimous con‐
sent to table this report.

The Speaker: All those opposed to the hon. member moving the
motion will please say nay.

Some hon. members: Nay.

* * *

AGNES MACPHAIL
The Speaker: One hundred years ago, on March 8, 1922, history

was made in this chamber. At the opening of the first session of the
14th Parliament, Agnes Macphail, the first woman elected to our
House of Commons, took her seat as the member of Parliament for
the riding of Grey Southeast. She was one woman alongside 234
men.
[Translation]

Nearly 55 years after Confederation and with the women's suf‐
frage movement opening the way for her, Macphail fought hard for
her constituency and was re-elected to Parliament four times. She
served in the House for close to two decades.
[English]

Agnes Macphail was 31 years old when she was first elected to
Parliament. She had never been to Ottawa and, after seeing the Par‐
liament buildings, said, “They were all I imagined and more. My

devotion to Canada was so great, and my nerves so taut at the time,
that tears sprang to my eyes.” If members have not noticed, there is
a bust of Ms. Macphail located at the entrance of this chamber.

Ms. Elizabeth May: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order, I have an
add-on to your statement, for which I am very grateful. I would like
to suggest for somebody's consideration that the statue of Agnes
Macphail, which is out of view to visitors of this place, be added to
the outer foyer, the chamber of men. Perhaps that might be consid‐
ered at some point.

The Speaker: I thank the hon. member for her suggestion and
we will see how we can deal with that.

* * *

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

Mr. John Brassard (Barrie—Innisfil, CPC): Mr. Speaker, in
the spirit of Agnes Macphail, I note that this is an absolutely won‐
drous place to be part of and to sit in. It is our symbol of democra‐
cy. I, for one, feel just as emotional every time I step into this place
as she did.

We are heading back to our constituencies for a couple of weeks
to do the work that our constituents expect of us. We will be com‐
ing back on March 21. It is my honour to ask the government
House leader what business we can expect at that time.

Hon. Mark Holland (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I hope all members have a pro‐
ductive two weeks working in their constituencies and being with
their families over the March break period.

This afternoon, we are going to continue with the debate on the
Conservative opposition day motion. Tomorrow, we begin the re‐
port stage of Bill C-8, an act to implement certain provisions of the
economic and fiscal update. On the week we return, March 21, 22
and 24 shall all be allotted days.
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GOVERNMENT ORDERS
[English]

BUSINESS OF SUPPLY
OPPOSITION MOTION—NATURAL GAS PIPELINES AND THE INVASION OF

UKRAINE

The House resumed consideration of the motion.
Ms. Julie Dabrusin (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister

of Natural Resources and to the Minister of Environment and
Climate Change, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I am particularly pleased to
follow the recognition of Agnes Macphail, a proud person who
came from East York. We have a park named after her in my com‐
munity. As a woman, I am glad that she helped pave the way for
people like me to be here to speak.

I would like to begin by clearly stating that our government, the
whole of this Parliament and I condemn President Putin's invasion
of Ukraine. All of us in this place stand with Ukraine, and we have
stated that clearly and over and over again. It is a great moment of
unity in this place. I must say, we can speak a lot about divisions
and what divides us, but on this point we have been absolutely unit‐
ed. However, at a time when there is much talk about healing divi‐
sions, I am concerned that we are mixing, within this motion, issues
upon which we have unanimously agreed with a very important de‐
bate that we should and can have on energy projects. It is unfortu‐
nate.

Just days ago, we unanimously passed a motion brought by the
member for Etobicoke Centre that condemned the unjustified and
unprovoked attack on Ukraine that was ordered by Russian Presi‐
dent Vladimir Putin, and that stated we stand unwavering and unit‐
ed in our solidarity with the people of Ukraine. That motion has
been passed already by everyone, unanimously, in this place, so I
would like to take a moment to highlight our unity in this place.
While we can often disagree vehemently on many issues, on this
one we are agreed. I respect the member opposite who brought for‐
ward today's motion, and I hope he will agree with me that we
should amplify this unity and that we very much all stand together.
We may debate issues of energy security and energy policy, but this
does not mean that we are not united in principle. I would like to
make sure that, as we come to the end of this debate today, it is
something we amplify.

Let us take a moment to talk about Russian oil and gas, and ener‐
gy security. First, we have not imported Russian crude since 2019,
and we are now imposing a ban on the importation of Russian oil
and gas products going forward. This will not impact Canada's en‐
ergy security based on our low imports.

How about Europe's energy security? Today, the International
Energy Agency released a 10-point plan to reduce the European
Union's reliance on Russian natural gas, and it was an interesting
read. The suggestions include replacing natural gas supplies from
inside the EU and nearby non-Russian imports; accelerating the de‐
ployment of new wind and solar projects; maximizing generation
from existing, dispatchable, low-emission sources such as bioener‐
gy and nuclear; speeding up the replacement of gas boilers with
heat pumps; and accelerating energy efficiency improvements in
buildings and industry, among other suggestions. I think it is impor‐

tant that we keep this plan in mind as we discuss the things we are
debating today on energy projects.

The motion that has been put forward by the member opposite
calls for natural gas projects to be approved in Canada to meet Eu‐
rope's energy security needs. Europe's energy needs are immediate
and it takes time to build a natural gas project. Even assuming there
was a project that today was fully financed and had full regulatory
approval, it would need to be built, and that requires time. It is just
a practical fact, and time is important to consider. Our only LNG
facility at an advanced development stage is not scheduled to start
shipping to markets until 2025.

As we are talking about immediate needs, let us talk about all the
ways that we can support Europe at this time. Since it is part of the
debate question, let us quickly review how projects are approved
under the Impact Assessment Act.

The Impact Assessment Agency of Canada is responsible for co‐
ordinating Crown consultations with indigenous people for all fed‐
erally designated projects. Those projects are listed in regulations
commonly referred to as the “project list”. Project assessments look
at a proposed project's broader impacts, both positive and negative,
including environmental, economic, social and health, for the bene‐
fit of Canadians.

● (1520)

[Translation]

The process is timely and efficient and is coordinated with the
provinces and territories to reduce red tape and duplication. Our
goal is one project, one assessment.

The process is predictable, effectively engages stakeholders, and
identifies potential issues with project proposals early on.

● (1525)

[English]

We consult all potentially affected indigenous communities in re‐
viewing major resource projects, and that is key to fostering sus‐
tainability, ensuring thorough and credible assessments and provid‐
ing regulatory certainty for project proponents.

In the case of impact assessments of major energy projects, the
Impact Assessment Agency of Canada leads an integrated assess‐
ment and works collaboratively with life cycle regulators like the
Canada Energy Regulator to draw upon their expertise and ensure
that safety and other key regulatory factors are considered as part of
a single integrated review.

The agency also leads a dialogue with stakeholders and other co-
operating jurisdictions to ensure an efficient and coordinated pro‐
cess that considers the views of Canadians.
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The single integrated assessment for designated projects is con‐

ducted through a panel review process and fulfills the legislative re‐
quirements of all relevant acts. Life cycle regulators participate in
engagement and Crown consultation in all stages of the regulatory
processes to encourage relationship building and seamless transi‐
tion as the life cycle regulator carries out responsibilities to monitor
project compliance with conditions throughout the project life cy‐
cle.

[Translation]

This approach guarantees that every project review follows a
consistent and neutral process, while retaining the specialized ex‐
pertise of Canada's regulators. Project reviews are done on an ad
hoc basis. The default deadline for reviews of major energy projects
such as pipelines is 300 days with the option of setting a deadline
of up to 600 days, if necessary.

[English]

Decision-making under the Impact Assessment Act is based on
the public interest. It is a decision that will account for all of the
positive and negative impacts of a project.

The act also requires that the minister publish the reasons for the
public interest decision and demonstrate how the impact assessment
report and the additional factors that must be taken into account
were considered. This significant step provides information to
Canadians about how project decisions are made.

The act also requires the minister issue a decision statement that
includes conditions with which the proponent must comply. These
conditions include measures to mitigate a project's effects and fol‐
low up on environmental assessment predictions.

[Translation]

Our government strongly believes that the environment and the
economy go hand in hand. We know that a strong economy de‐
pends on a healthy environment and that effective and credible as‐
sessment processes support investment in resource development in
Canada and maintain our economic competitiveness.

[English]

Our government is committed to a robust federal assessment pro‐
cess that is based on science and indigenous knowledge, protects
our rich natural environment, respects the rights of indigenous peo‐
ples and supports our natural resources sector. The impact assess‐
ment process is designed to do just that.

As I reach the end of my speech in this debate, I believe combin‐
ing the issue of support for Ukraine with the question of energy
policy is inappropriate for today. We have, as a whole and undivid‐
ed in this place, stated our support for Ukraine. Similarly, as a
whole we have condemned the actions of President Putin in invad‐
ing Ukraine.

We are united in our support and condemnation. We need a more
thoughtful review and discussion about our approach to energy se‐
curity around the world. Let us do that.

[Translation]

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE
The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): I have

the honour to inform the House that a message has been received
from the Senate informing this House that the Senate has passed
Bill C-12, An Act to amend the Old Age Security Act (Guaranteed
Income Supplement).

* * *
[English]

BUSINESS OF SUPPLY

OPPOSITION MOTION—NATURAL GAS PIPELINES AND THE INVASION OF
UKRAINE

The House resumed consideration of the motion.
Mr. Greg McLean (Calgary Centre, CPC): Madam Speaker,

let me ask my colleague a question that is predicated upon 12 years
of projects that were advancing on the west coast of Canada that
one by one fell off the table once her government came to power
seven years ago. They did so because of a regulatory environment
that was punitive to building energy projects in Canada. As a result,
they built energy projects in Russia.

Can she take some accountability that maybe now is the time to
start building energy projects in Canada, not five years from now?

● (1530)

Ms. Julie Dabrusin (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Natural Resources and to the Minister of Environment and
Climate Change, Lib.): Madam Speaker, I do not actually funda‐
mentally agree with the proposition as it was stated by the member
opposite.

We are working with indigenous communities, industry, workers
and people across Canada to make sure that we are engaged in re‐
sponsible natural resource development that takes into account cre‐
ating good jobs right across our economy and at the same time pro‐
tecting the environment. These are important things, and Canadians
want to see us taking both into account.

Hon. David McGuinty (Ottawa South, Lib.): Madam Speaker,
in 2014, I had the distinct privilege of conducting a pre-election as‐
sessment for the entire country of Ukraine for the National Demo‐
cratic Institute in Washington, D.C. I was part of a delegation of
five or six members. At that time, it was clear to us that Ukraine
was struggling to become the modern democracy that it has since
become.

Unfortunately, I think a choice was made by the official opposi‐
tion to conflate and to confound two extremely important subjects.
One is the state of play in Ukraine and the other is the legitimate
question about exports of fossil fuels to that region. That has divid‐
ed this House in a very unfortunate way.

Could the member maybe address why it is so important for us to
keep the tone of this debate, to keep these subjects separate and
apart, as important as each of them is, given the tragedy that is un‐
folding today in Ukraine?
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Ms. Julie Dabrusin: Madam Speaker, that question takes us to

the point where I tried to leave off when I was speaking, which is
that there is a very real debate that we can have in this place in a
conversation about energy security, energy development and natural
resources. These are important issues that face our country and face
all of us.

At the same time, there are certain points that we need to amplify
to everybody back home in our communities. We need to amplify
areas where there is unity, because we can agree and we can be rea‐
sonable in the work we are doing in this place and show our com‐
munities that we are always working in the best interests of Canadi‐
ans.

We may have different views as to how we reach those best in‐
terests and how we reach those goals, but we are all here united,
trying to get the best work done. Our Canadian constituents right
across the country need to see that. They need to see that we are
working together and they need to have it amplified when we do
have that unity. They need to know that we can work together and
that we do stand together for Ukraine.

Ms. Leah Gazan (Winnipeg Centre, NDP): Madam Speaker, I
know that all of us in the House, as my colleague mentioned, are
standing in support of Ukraine and, hopefully, moving toward
peace. I found it very cynical that the official opposition decided to
take this time when people are literally fleeing for their lives to
make the issue about a pipeline debate.

I am wondering if she could share some of her thoughts about
that.

Ms. Julie Dabrusin: Madam Speaker, there is an important
place for these debates to happen. I am not going to take away from
that importance, but really, given the unity in this place in wanting
to show support for Ukraine, should we not be discussing all of
those really important ways that we have come together and can
continue to come together to show that necessary support?

Mr. Kyle Seeback (Dufferin—Caledon, CPC): Madam Speak‐
er, I am splitting my time with the member for Red Deer—Moun‐
tain View.

I do not think any member of the House or any Canadian can not
think of the devastation that is going on right now in Ukraine. The
images that we see through social media and on the news are abso‐
lutely devastating. They are heartbreaking, and our hearts go out to
the people in Ukraine and to Ukrainian Canadians across the coun‐
try.

Part of this motion is to stand with the people of Ukraine, and we
should think about what that means. It does not mean standing with
a sign or a hashtag; it means actually doing things, doing deliver‐
able, measurable things that are going to make things a little better
for the people of Ukraine in this incredibly dark hour.

One of the things that we are asking for to show how we stand
with the people of Ukraine is visa-free travel. The government has
so far said it is not doing it. It has steadfastly, adamantly refused,
and it has come up with a reason. I heard the minister's remarks to‐
day that there may be some pro-Russian people who would there‐
fore be able to come to Canada, so the government is proposing
some alternative immigration streams.

The fact of the matter is that leaders deliver. They find ways to
deliver things in tough times, and these are the toughest times for
the people of Ukraine. To hear excuses as to why we cannot have
visa-free travel is absolutely unacceptable for me as a parliamentar‐
ian, for Ukrainian Canadians and of course for the people of
Ukraine.

What we are offering is different immigration streams. As a for‐
mer member of the immigration committee, I can say that there are
enormous backlogs in every single immigration stream. These
backlogs are in the hundreds of thousands, so how will setting up a
new immigration stream in a system that is already bogged down,
backlogged and not working actually going to stand with the people
of Ukraine and deliver? I ask that in all earnestness to my col‐
leagues across the way.

We saw a bureaucratic system try to evacuate Afghan interpreters
and Afghan people during the fall of Kabul. The last thing we need
is another bureaucratic mess like that. I am begging my colleagues
across the floor to please have visa-free travel for Ukrainians. It is
absolutely critical.

What we know as well is that the second part of our motion is
dealing with energy security. Forty per cent of the natural gas in the
European Union is being provided by Russia. We also know that
since December, President Biden has been lobbying nations that
produce natural gas to try to take off the pressure from natural gas
coming from the Russian Federation.

Canada is the fifth-largest producer of natural gas, but unfortu‐
nately we actually cannot help. Why can we not help? It is because
we have a no-pipelines government, a government that refuses to
take the steps necessary to get this resource to tidewater.

Up until now, that has just caused absolutely devastating eco‐
nomic losses across this country. In 2019, Canada spent $18.9 bil‐
lion importing foreign oil, and of course this included oil from the
Russian Federation. Imagine if that were Canadian oil that we did
not have to import. In fact, we export far more oil than we import,
but all of the imports are coming to the east coast of Canada.
Again, why? It is because we have no way to get oil and oil prod‐
ucts to the east coast.

● (1535)

Why can we not do that? It is because we have a government that
has made a determined choice to make that impossible. There are
consequences to these actions. Can members imagine what would
be happening right now if Europe was getting its natural gas from
Canada as opposed to Russia? The decisions we make here can ac‐
tually have implications far beyond our borders.
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I know there are conversations and discussions about renew‐

ables, and those being the way to go. Of course, everyone wants to
move more toward a greener world and economy, but the facts are
the facts. It is estimated that natural gas consumption will increase
by over 20%. In fact, it is going to increase by close to 22% by
2040, so the need for Canadian natural gas is only going to in‐
crease. Yes, there are cleaner ways to deliver energy, such as solar
and other things. We know this, but right now natural gas is replac‐
ing things such as coal-fired electricity plants. Natural gas is way
greener than coal. Why the government continues to fight about
this, I cannot understand. How can it not see the importance of en‐
ergy security not just for Canada, but for stability around the
world? Canada can play a critical role in that. Think of where we
would be if the energy east pipeline had been built. We would be
exporting liquefied natural gas to Europe. It would be a great
source of stability and security.

When we talk about needing security, I want to briefly talk about
our own security. Canada's CF-18s were scheduled to be out of ser‐
vice in 2020. That was the end. However, the government decided
to reinvent a process that had already been done and now we may
not get replacements for the CF-18s until 2025 at the earliest. That
is five years well beyond their natural life expectancy.

When we look at a crisis such as what is going on in Ukraine, we
need bold action. I want to thank the government for the actions it
has taken, because it has, but we need it to do more, to do it faster
and more urgently, especially when we are looking at having
refugees come without visas. I have to go back to that and how crit‐
ically important this is, because I can bet that if this is a special
stream immigration program it will take forever. It is already going
to be coming in a couple of weeks. The government could lift visa
requirements now. That would help people now. It would not be a
program that was going to be designed in a few weeks, then take
who knows how long to implement, and then deal with the back‐
logs already at CIC.

I request that the members of the government vote with us on
this motion. I know they condemn the invasion and are trying to
stand with Ukraine, but they can do so much more. Let us vote for
this motion. Let us get Canadian energy to be a safe and secure
source of energy, not just in Canada but around the world. It will
bring stability all across the globe.
● (1540)

[Translation]
Mr. Luc Desilets (Rivière-des-Mille-Îles, BQ): Madam Speak‐

er, just in the title of the motion alone there is a rather odd combi‐
nation of things. There is something not quite right about the idea
of conflating western Canadian oil with the war in Ukraine.

I will take this opportunity to ask a question that may not be very
good either. You are six months away from a convention to elect a
new Conservative Party leader. Do you not believe that this kind of
topic will cause even more division among Conservatives?

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): I would
remind the member that he is to address his questions and com‐
ments to the Chair and not directly to a member.

The hon. member for Dufferin—Caledon.

[English]

Mr. Kyle Seeback: Madam Speaker, I am not sure what the
question actually was, but I will say this.

As I said in my speech, the need for natural gas is going to go up
by an estimated 22% by 2040. We can pretend that we are going to
live in a world where we do not need natural gas and that renew‐
ables are going to magically take over all of our energy needs. That
world does not exist. Until it does, we actually need things such as
natural gas. Why do we not use the cleanest, safest natural gas in
the world to help countries around the world and, of course, help
Canadians and the Canadian economy?

● (1545)

Mr. Gord Johns (Courtenay—Alberni, NDP): Madam Speak‐
er, we can all agree on condemning President Putin, and we stand
in solidarity with Ukraine. However, I am deeply concerned. The
member talked about things we should be talking about, such as
visa-free travel for Ukrainians coming to Canada, and ensuring that
there is more money going through the Red Cross and matching
those funds.

Instead, what do the Conservatives do? They decide to exploit a
war and put partisan Conservative pipeline politics into the situa‐
tion. It is totally and absolutely unacceptable. I hope my colleague
can speak to whether he personally thinks that this is the right path.
We should not be focusing on pipelines today. We should be focus‐
ing on how we can help Ukrainians right now and on the best way
we can support Ukrainians, because I find this shameful.

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): Again, I
know that the hon. member for Dufferin—Caledon has been around
for a long time and can answer that, so I would ask anybody else
who is thinking out loud to maybe try not to think out loud.

The hon. member for Dufferin—Caledon.

Mr. Kyle Seeback: Madam Speaker, you are making me feel
old.

The nature of that question, quite frankly, is shameful. Energy se‐
curity is one of the reasons why there has been such an issue with
appeasing Vladimir Putin and the Russian Federation. The threat of
natural gas being shut off to Europe was a tool he used to try to ex‐
ert his influence.

We can actually do multiple things at once. Maybe the New
Democrats can only do one thing, and say, “We can only do this,
and therefore we do not think about that”. We can actually think
about planning for a future where Canadian natural gas can provide
energy security around the world, while we do other things. We in
the Conservative Party, in the opposition, can walk and chew gum
at the same time.
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Mr. Mike Morrice (Kitchener Centre, GP): Madam Speaker, I

wonder if the member for Dufferin—Caledon is aware of what the
Ukrainian delegate to the IPCC, Svitlana Krakovska, recently said.
She said, “Human-induced climate change and the war against
Ukraine have the same roots, fossil fuels, and our dependence on
them. We will not surrender in Ukraine and we hope the world will
not surrender in building a climate-resilient future”.

Do these words have any impact on the member's support for this
motion?

Mr. Kyle Seeback: Madam Speaker, that is a legitimate ques‐
tion.

What the member from the Green Party ignores is that, often,
natural gas is replacing far more carbon-intensive and dirtier fuels
such as coal-fired electricity plants. When we talk about using natu‐
ral gas, what we are actually doing is taking a much higher-pollut‐
ing source of energy and replacing it with a much lower-polluting
source of energy. That, in itself, is a win.

Of course, we dream of the day when we are all powered by so‐
lar and, who knows, even cold fusion, but those days are not here.
We are living in this reality, and right now natural gas can actually
provide the global security that we need. I hope all members will
vote for this motion.

Mr. Earl Dreeshen (Red Deer—Mountain View, CPC):
Madam Speaker, it is with a heavy heart that I join this debate on
the tragedy taking place in Ukraine. In 2016 and then again in
2018, I attended the OSCE, which is the organization for security
and co-operation in Europe, for parliamentary missions first in
Tbilisi, Georgia, and then in Berlin.

Russian aggression, territorial interference and misinformation
campaigns were always uppermost in the discussions with member
states. Economic actions, specifically the disruption of oil and gas
supplies, were the threats that underlined the discussions, but there
was always the fear that if there was not compliance, Russia would
use its military might to make its point. Of course, the Russian rep‐
resentatives to these meetings always denied any such motives,
stating that any actions they might contemplate were at the urging
of patriots within those nations. They were not believed then, and
they are not to be believed now.

The co-operation they sought on the Nord Stream project was a
great example of Russian manipulation. Using the European and
North American fixation on green strategies and policies, they ef‐
fectively produced campaigns to demonize hydraulic fracking, thus
stigmatizing research and development in this area. By encouraging
agreements with new gas pipeline projects for themselves, they
knew that they would be able to keep these markets to themselves.
These misinformation campaigns sadly have been active on Cana‐
dian soil for years. I am a firm believer that we should neither glori‐
fy nor demonize any of the energy sources that we have been
blessed with, that we should remain stewards of our land and that
we should also approach energy security with our eyes wide open.

At the OSCE meetings that I attended, my Ukrainian counter‐
parts were very blunt about what one could expect from any agree‐
ments made with Russia. They referenced the original Minsk agree‐
ment, which was a failed attempt at a ceasefire aimed at halting the

Russian-backed separatists who had seized swaths of territory fol‐
lowing Russia's 2014 annexation of the Crimean Peninsula. The
Minsk 2 deal, which set out military and political steps, remains
unimplemented, primarily because of Russia's insistence that it was
not party to the conflict and therefore was not bound by its terms.
The actions of this last week, and Ukrainian assertions about Rus‐
sian aggressions, made it abundantly clear that they were right all
along.

We can comment further on how this all came about, but the real
focus now is that Ukraine has been brutally attacked by Russia.
What can we do now? How can we help Ukraine? How can we en‐
sure our own sovereignty stays intact? How must we react to the
threat of nuclear escalation? How do we react to a Russian leader
whose personal reality is that of a Cold War dictator? Countries
around the world have made strategic moves that include banning
Russian aircraft over their territory, as well as a series of sanctions
placed on major Russian players. There are many more details to
come in these areas, and hopefully these impacts will be such that
they will not allow Russian oligarchs to slip through.

There have been ambassadors expelled, as well as embassy offi‐
cials recalled. All are actions designed to help make the point that
Russia has chosen to isolate itself on the international stage. The
misinformation campaign led by Russia Today is being handled by
individual communication companies. As we speak, these compa‐
nies have taken RT off the air. Had the CRTC pushed this earlier, it
would have been helpful, but kudos to the industry for stepping up.

Having spoken to leaders of the Ukrainian community in Alber‐
ta, they firmly believe that we must ensure that humanitarian aid is
available, that safe passage to Canada can be facilitated, that troops
will be supplied with the necessary armaments and that full pres‐
sure will continue to be applied to Putin and his regime. Actions
such as Russia's removal from organizations such as the G20 and
the OSCE were also suggested, as was the implementation of visa-
free travel from Ukraine to Canada.

On the issue of our sovereignty, there are lessons to be learned.
Germany has now seen fit to increase its military spending to 2% of
GDP. It and many other European nations have realized that they
cannot be held energy hostages, and that a global analysis of this
reality is now needed more than ever. This is part of a long-term
fix, but no country is better suited to assist in this than Canada. We
await the Liberal government's acceptance of this reality.

Sovereignty also means dealing with the reality that Canada
shares an Arctic border with Russia. We have let this reality slip
from our consciousness, but a reawakening is necessary for us as a
nation.
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There needs to be a serious plan for Canada's Arctic that will ad‐
dress the aging NORAD early warning system, fix our broken mili‐
tary procurement system and ensure that we will work closely in
collaboration with Scandinavian countries and the U.S. to ensure
Arctic peace and security.

The threat of nuclear action, which is Putin's latest veiled threat,
is something that is disconcerting to all, but this is a reality that ex‐
ists when leaders seek and attain ultimate control of their people.
Perhaps the outpouring of support for Ukraine from within Russia,
the potential of real economic collapse, not just for the political and
financial elites but for the Russian people as well, and the current
international condemnation will become strong enough for Putin to
find another path or for the Russian people to find another path for
him.

On the issue of energy security, I want to put on record segments
of the address I gave in July of 2016 to the OSCE meeting in Tbil‐
isi, Georgia. I stated that, for Canada, energy security and clean en‐
ergy transition go hand in hand. Energy efficiency and renewables
are key parts of the equation. According to the International Energy
Agency, improving energy efficiency alone could get us nearly
halfway to Paris commitments, while improving global energy se‐
curity.

As part of its energy union strategy, the EU aims to enhance its
energy security solidarity and trust by diversifying Europe's sources
of energy as well. As we can see, energy security truly is a global
challenge that calls for strong, multilateral co-operation among our
countries.

Energy is the backbone of any economy, and thus of our security.
A healthy energy sector must be able to support the day-to-day
needs of our people, sustain the growth of our economies and con‐
tribute to the sustainability of our environment and natural re‐
sources. According to the International Energy Agency, even with
proposed diversification, the world's demand for energy could grow
by nearly one-third by the year 2040.

I went on to state that Canada is a stable democracy with a strong
economy. We represent a secure, reliable and ethical source of ener‐
gy for the world's future. The Canadian oil and gas brand, as well,
is well respected throughout the world by those who are knowl‐
edgeable about the industry. We have some of the strongest regula‐
tions on the planet. We demand that oil and gas activity be moni‐
tored, that producers properly respect landholders and that compa‐
nies adhere to the rules of proper reclamation.

When it comes to the fossil fuel debate, all we ask for is honesty
and fairness. The profits, royalties and taxes that come from this in‐
dustry build our schools, fund our hospitals and allow us to con‐
tribute to help alleviate global poverty, yet we are demonized by so-
called environmental activists that see fighting Canada as a soft tar‐
get, one where public pressure will slow down development. Mean‐
while, foreign interests, some engaged with renewables and others
with non-renewable fuels, including their own oil and gas interests,
are able to hold back one of the most responsible and ethical pro‐
ducers from expanding and reaching foreign markets.

I concluded with my challenge for those that do us economic
harm to compare what we as Canadians contribute to the world, as
far as safety, security and respect for human dignity is concerned,
with those countries that presently sell their oil to us. I believe the
answer was clear.

The time for Canada to step up has never been so critical. The
Liberal government has failed to recognize that oil and gas is vital
to Canadian and European security. We need to get new pipelines
built to tidewater to displace Russian natural gas. Russia supplies
40% of Europe's natural gas and uses this to intimidate Europe and
Ukraine, threatening to cut off supplies to Europe. If supplies are
cut, people will freeze, industries will shutter and Europe's GDP
will plummet.

Conservatives stand with Ukraine, the people of Ukraine and
over one million Canadians with ties to Ukraine. We believe that
Canada must strengthen our own defences and renew our commit‐
ment to the NATO alliances in the face of the threats of Russia. As
Conservatives, we know that Canadians must take Russian aggres‐
sion seriously. We know that Canada's security is inextricably tied
to that of Europe and that now is in the time for us to acknowledge
that fact with action.

● (1555)

Mr. Lloyd Longfield (Guelph, Lib.): Madam Speaker, I know
the hon. member across the way has a mathematical background,
and I know he serves us well on the environment committee as
vice-chair.

What we are seeing in front of us, I think, is a mathematical fal‐
lacy. We have two parts of an argument that align and one part that
has nothing to do with the first two parts. We have short-term sup‐
port for Ukraine against Russia and sanctions against Russia, as
well as military support and humanitarian aid, and then we have the
long-term solution of providing a pipeline to the east coast.

Could the hon. member comment on perhaps having short-term
solutions in one motion and maybe a long-term solution in another
motion as being a better solution to this debate?

Mr. Earl Dreeshen: Madam Speaker, I have always appreciated
the opportunity to talk about important issues in Canada with the
member for Guelph.

I suppose I would go back to the premise I mentioned before.
This was in 2014 and 2016, when the Ukrainian people were talk‐
ing about action. In the proceeding six years since then, we decided
to cut off our ability to be able to help and be a major player in this
particular area. That is the part that is so depressing to me, because
by doing that, it is as though we, as Canadians, are not looking at
the quality of the natural resource we have and our ability to make
sure it gets to tidewater and that it is produced in an environmental‐
ly friendly way.
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[Translation]
Ms. Andréanne Larouche (Shefford, BQ): Madam Speaker, I

would like to thank my colleague for his speech.

However, he used somewhat of a strong word, “activist”, as if all
the people who are currently demanding that action be taken to re‐
duce our carbon footprint were all activists.

The UN Secretary-General said this week that it was important,
if not essential, to accelerate the energy transition. Ukrainian and
other European leaders are telling us that they do not need the oil,
and that we should be moving away from fossil fuels and fighting
climate change.

Does my colleague think that all of these people are activists?
[English]

Mr. Earl Dreeshen: Madam Speaker, when I think about the
things I have heard, when I have been there in eastern Europe and
had an opportunity to speak to those people who are looking at their
own physical security, I think that is really the critical aspect of
this. I know what has happened in order to stop pipelines going
through Ukraine, which is the reason the Nord Stream projects
were there and the reason that Germany decided it would be able to
bypass the pipeline, but it would be $2 billion a year that Ukraine
would not get. Those are the types of things I am talking about,
when I say there are actors out there who are making this difficult
for everyone. I do not blame those who are environmentalists for
saying they want to have something better, because I 100% agree
with that as a process. I just want it to be fair and balanced, and I do
not want it come from foreign countries trying to protect their own
interests.

Mr. Blake Desjarlais (Edmonton Griesbach, NDP): Madam
Speaker, given the urgency of the crisis in Ukraine right now and
the invasion of that country, we are seeing unprecedented numbers
of folks fleeing the country. Would the member agree that the hu‐
manitarian aid that is required to ensure folks get to safety is the top
priority of Canada?

Mr. Earl Dreeshen: Madam Speaker, absolutely I do. It seems
as though we are picking on the page and a half out of 12 that I
spoke about energy, but I really have talked to people from the Al‐
bertan Ukrainian community. These are the things that are so im‐
portant to them, and that is something we are also able to do. I think
that is a critical part of where Canada can be in the future.
[Translation]

Mr. Francis Scarpaleggia (Lac-Saint-Louis, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, I will be sharing my time with the hon. member for
Kingston and the Islands.

Courage has a home country, and that country is Ukraine.
Courage has a people, and that people is the Ukrainian people.
Ukrainians’ resilience is legendary and once again in full view to‐
day. Ukraine is the world’s inspiration and its strength, the strength
to join forces against Vladimir Putin.

The Ukrainian people survived Stalin, the Nazi occupation and
the yoke of communism. They are invincible. Today, Vladimir
Putin’s forces are meeting with the ferocious resistance of a deeply

proud, intrepid people whose love for freedom and for their history,
culture and democracy is unconditional.

The collective response to this blatant, unprovoked and highly
reprehensible offensive has so far been exemplary. Like all of us, I
hope that it will be effective and decisive, that Putin and his friends
will clearly fail, and that other dictators considering the same
course of action will understand the risks and consequences of do‐
ing so.

I must point out that this response is not a simple affair. It is
complex, a daunting challenge. It is based on the unprecedented
collaboration of a large number of countries that instantly saw in
Russia’s invasion of Ukraine a threat to democracy and freedom
around the world, to international security.

It is a multi-pronged response, namely diplomatic, humanitarian,
economic, financial and even logistical, in terms of the procure‐
ment of military equipment. There is also the cybersecurity compo‐
nent to counteract cyber-attacks, the new weapons of war, as well
as the other components taking place in real time, such as the grow‐
ing refugee crisis the conflict has caused.

● (1605)

[English]

We have seen a complex, coordinated response to the greatest
threat to global security since World War II, a response designed to
show a concrete and undisputable resolve against a dictator and to
suffocate the Russian economy. That said, the greatest threat or
challenge to effective decision-making is the oversimplification of
the issues at hand. I wonder if today's motion does not fall into the
trap of oversimplification.

What do I mean when I say that this motion may fall prey to
oversimplification? While clauses (a) and (b) are definitely worth
repeating, they are well understood and supported by all in this
House. In other words, we all condemn Vladimir Putin and the
Russian Federation in no uncertain terms for what it has done. We
stand four square behind the Ukrainian people, an extraordinarily
courageous people fighting for the universal values of democracy
and freedom against a shameless tyrant who has joined the hall of
infamy, a room he shares with the bloody dictators of the 20th and
21st centuries.

Meanwhile section (c) of the motion is vague. What measures is
the opposition talking about to ensure that new natural gas pipelines
could be built to tidewater in the east? Are we talking about weak‐
ening the environmental assessment process that was recently mod‐
ernized to obtain public and stakeholder buy-in to allow projects
such as pipelines to be built across the diverse political landscape
of this country and withstand the inevitable court challenges from
opponents? Are we talking about creating a pipeline Crown corpo‐
ration? Are we talking about the public financing of pipelines or
about governments underwriting the private financial risks of
pipeline builders? Are we suggesting suppressing provincial per‐
mitting processes?
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Also, I find that part (c) of the motion abstracts from context,

both present and future contexts. The present context is necessarily
focused on helping the Ukrainian people under attack today
through military aid, humanitarian support and air tight sanctions
that are bringing to bear the heaviest financial and economic conse‐
quences on Putin's Russia and its oligarchs.

The present context is also necessarily focused on immediate en‐
ergy needs. We know that natural gas accounts for 40% of the EU
supply and Russian crude oil accounts for 25% of the EU's supply
of crude oil. Fortunately, EU countries have a cushion in terms of
oil reserves and 20 European Union countries are members of the
International Energy Agency. They are thus obliged to hold at least
90 days of oil reserves. Fortunately, summer is coming and energy
demand will fall.

As we speak, governments are working together to direct new
supply to the European Union. As President Biden said in his state
of the union address, the U.S. will be making supplies from the
strategic oil reserves it has available. In fact, 30 other countries, in‐
cluding Canada, are joining the U.S. to release 60 million barrels of
oil to stabilize the global energy market.

How else is the motion perhaps simplistic and therefore not im‐
mediately helpful? It gives the impression that building a pipeline is
a fairly simple thing to do, but pipelines cannot be built in a day.
They are not a tap we turn on and off. They are massive, financially
and logistically complex, time-consuming enterprises. In addition
to construction, there is, as I have mentioned, the environmental as‐
sessment process and the related efforts to obtain the agreement of
communities along pipeline routes. We are past the days when
projects could go ahead without environmental assessments, when
the public, including indigenous peoples, could summarily be cir‐
cumvented.

Finally, the Conservative motion abstracts from the longer term
context, which involves numerous other dimensions. These dimen‐
sions include the fight against climate change, which is well under
way, especially in Europe where efforts have been ongoing for
years. Kadri Simson, the European Union Energy Commissioner, is
quoted as saying that the strategy is ultimately “boosting renew‐
ables and energy efficiency as fast as technically possible”.

Like Canada, the EU's plan is to become carbon neutral by 2050.
European countries intend to, like Canada, synchronize electricity
grids, among other things. Germany's very recent apparent reversal
on building nuclear power plants points to what the future of ener‐
gy in Europe might look like, a mix of non-emitting sources of
power.

● (1610)

Mr. Clifford Small (Coast of Bays—Central—Notre Dame,
CPC): Madam Speaker, Russia produces 10.4 million barrels of
blood oil a day. Canada produces 4.6 million barrels of low-carbon,
ethically produced oil a day. Since 2015, the government has been
brainwashing the citizens of this country, trying to tell us that oil is
a thing of the past. My province of Newfoundland and Labrador
has an estimated 50 billion barrels of oil in reserve.

Could my hon. colleague across the aisle please tell us why we
should leave that in the ground and let non-ethical oil be produced
in the world?

Mr. Francis Scarpaleggia: Madam Speaker, as I said, there is an
immediate energy need in Europe, and 31 countries are coming to‐
gether to release strategic oil reserves to help the European Union
get through this difficult period. Oil is part of the energy mix. It is
central to the functioning of economies, but we are in a transition
and the motion talks about a time far away from today. The energy
mix is bound to change.

In terms of individual projects, they are subject to environmental
assessments and a whole process of decision-making. I cannot real‐
ly comment on the particular reserves that the member is referring
to.

[Translation]

Ms. Christine Normandin (Saint-Jean, BQ): Madam Speaker,
we hope and expect that this war will not last forever.

Since the gas pipeline that could be built to help Ukraine will
never be finished or operational in time to actually do any good,
does the hon. member agree with me that the project would not on‐
ly be useless, but could even cause harm?

A number of Russian oligarchs have interests in Canadian oil
companies and in some of the companies that produce materials
that could be used to build the gas pipeline.

Mr. Francis Scarpaleggia: Madam Speaker, that is an interest‐
ing question.

It is difficult to know who is investing in what in the Canadian
economy. However, there are other measures we can take if we find
that some people, like Russian oligarchs, are profiting in a bad way
from a project in Canada. The government also has other measures
to deal with such dangers, such as the Sergei Magnitsky Law.

The identity of business owners is a complex matter. I think we
need to separate the two questions because, if we do not, it becomes
far too complicated. However, we have laws at our disposal that
could apply in such a situation.

● (1615)

[English]

Ms. Jenny Kwan (Vancouver East, NDP): Madam Speaker,
clearly this motion is not really focused on the urgent needs of
Ukrainians. Today the minister made some announcements about
immigration measures for Ukrainians. I wonder whether the mem‐
ber would agree that extending those same measures, such as fami‐
ly sponsorship reunification, to Afghans as well as Ukrainians
would be a step in the right direction. Similarly, it could be extend‐
ed to those in Hong Kong suffering in the humanitarian crisis.
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Mr. Francis Scarpaleggia: Madam Speaker, I cannot comment

on all of those examples. There are multiple examples in the world.
Each situation can be different and each requires a different, some‐
times only a slightly different, response. It is an interesting ques‐
tion.

I have total confidence in the Minister of Immigration, the work
that he is doing and the decisions he is making at the moment.

Mr. Mark Gerretsen (Parliamentary Secretary to the Leader
of the Government in the House of Commons (Senate), Lib.):
Madam Speaker, I am pleased to rise today to speak to this opposi‐
tion motion. I am sure nobody will be surprised by this, but I regret
to inform the House so early on that I will not be supporting this
opposition motion.

This motion we have before us has nothing to do with Ukraine.
This is a motion about pipelines. It is extremely unfortunate the
Conservative Party of Canada would bring a motion to this House
about pipelines under the guise of trying to be supportive of
Ukraine.

This is so glaringly obvious to me, because nobody would every
disagree with the first two clauses of this motion. I do not think
there is a Canadian out there who does not realize the vast majority
of Canadians stand with Ukraine right now. There is no one who
follows politics closely, or even remotely follows politics, who
does not realize that every party in this House supports the Ukraini‐
an people, supports what they are fighting for and condemns
Vladimir Putin.

The first two clauses in this motion are moot because we already
passed unanimous consent motions of this support. We already
talked about the different things we can be doing in Ukraine to
make the situation there better and to properly support Ukraine as it
is going through this extremely difficult time.

It all comes down to the third clause in this motion, which is a
clause about pipelines. It would have been much more genuine had
the Conservatives just shown up here today and said that they had a
motion about pipelines, presented their motion saying that they
want more pipelines, like they do so often in this House, and just
called it for what it was.

Instead, Conservatives come in with this motion with these two
additional clauses in it to somehow suggest that this has to do with
Ukraine. This is just wedge politics they are doing right now. It is
feeding to their base, which is so dead set on oil being the only so‐
lution.

We listened to what the Conservatives said today about energy
security. They talk about energy as though oil is the only option for
energy. They use the terms energy and oil interchangeably because
they see oil as being the only option when it comes to energy.

I will talk about this motion in the context of it being a motion
about pipelines. Let us just assume for a second that that was gen‐
uinely what the Conservatives wanted, that they came in here to
talk about pipelines. It does not make any sense even from a
pipeline perspective. The Conservatives keep talking about these
new pipelines and the eastern European countries, and the other
countries, that will supposedly be saved by them, but why is it that

Conservatives think Europe wants to transfer its dependency from
one third country to another third country? They do not want to do
that.

As a matter of fact, the European commissioner for energy, Kadri
Simson, said that the Russian invasion made their vulnerability
painfully clear. She stated, “We cannot let any third country desta‐
bilize our energy markets or influence our energy choices.”

We have the energy commissioner for the European Union say‐
ing they do not want to be dependent on any third country for their
energy sources, but then we have the Conservatives coming in here
and saying that we need to build pipelines so we can make them de‐
pendent on us. The same commissioner for energy for the European
Union said that they had to be “boosting renewables and energy ef‐
ficiency as fast as technically possible.”

● (1620)

Even if the European Union was looking to diversify and get
some of this oil, even though the commissioner said it is not, it is
not interested in oil as a source of energy. It is interested in renew‐
ables. That is what it is saying. Even if the Conservatives are com‐
ing from a well-intentioned place on this and really thought that
these pipelines were about the security of Europe, those in Europe
are telling us that they are not interested in them. They do not want
to be dependent on another country and they are very much inter‐
ested in looking for a very fast transition to renewables. That is not
to mention the fact that building these pipelines will cost billions of
dollars and will take years to complete.

Europe has made it clear that it is comfortable with its current re‐
serve situation for this winter, but has to start looking toward next
winter. It has also made it clear that it is not interested in being de‐
pendent on another country, and that it is interested in renewables
as a form of energy as quickly as possible. Most of the western
world is on board with this and understands it, the European energy
commissioner knows this, four parties in the House know this and I
would say the vast majority of Canadians know this, yet somehow
the Conservatives come in here and are completely unaware of it. I
am left wondering why they are doing this. Why do they think they
need to put this forward? Do they genuinely think this is plausible?
Let us remember that the European Union has said it is not interest‐
ed and this will take years to build and a lot of money. Why are
they doing this? Is it just to shore up their base and prove to their
base that they are fighting for oil and gas? That is the only thing I
can conclude as the motivation for bringing forward such a motion
today.
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In conclusion, I will say that I am more than willing to tell my

Conservative colleagues across the way, all members of the House
and all Canadians that I am not interested in pipelines. I am certain‐
ly not interested in the government subsidizing pipelines. I do not
think there is a role anymore in this day and age for the Govern‐
ment of Canada to be subsidizing pipelines. Does that mean I am
completely naive to the amount of oil we use? No, I am not. I am
fully aware that to make the vast majority of the products in this
room, if not all, we used oil, whether directly or indirectly. I am al‐
so aware that the technologies we need to be investing in and subsi‐
dizing are those that provide options to make these products differ‐
ently so we can put different things into the various products we are
currently making out of oil.

This is the default reaction from the Conservatives all the time.
They always say that we need oil and that we will not be getting off
oil tomorrow. I get that, I agree with that, I understand that and I
am not dismissing it at all. However, I am saying that my personal
opinion is that oil is not the solution long term. When we talk about
building pipelines, we are talking long term. We are interested in
20, 30 or 40 years down the road. There will always be a dependen‐
cy on some form of oil or gas and I get that, but hopefully not the
degree of dependency we have today. We need to move away from
this.

I surely do not support this motion, and I think it is shameful that
the Conservatives are using a crisis on the other side of the world to
promote their agenda.
● (1625)

Mrs. Cheryl Gallant (Renfrew—Nipissing—Pembroke,
CPC): Madam Speaker, the NATO group will be meeting this sum‐
mer in Madrid to update its strategic concept. A decade ago, the
Europeans tried to have energy security incorporated into the strate‐
gic concept then. Would the member be willing to ask the defence
minister to push to have energy security included as part of the new
strategic concept that is going to be discussed and adopted in
Madrid in June this year?

Mr. Mark Gerretsen: Madam Speaker, I was not aware that
NATO was going to do that, but if, as the member is saying, NATO
is going to talk about energy security as it relates to each individual
NATO country, I think it is an incredibly important conversation to
have. We know that what has motivated so much of the invasion
that is going on right now is oil: the consumption of oil and the
need for it. That has also limited, in many regards, the response
from certain countries, because they do not have full autonomy.

If NATO is going to go down the lane of having those discus‐
sions about energy security for independent nations or NATO na‐
tions, I think it is an incredibly important conversation to have, and
if the minister was seeking my input on it, I would certainly en‐
courage her to have those conversations.
[Translation]

Mr. Rhéal Fortin (Rivière-du-Nord, BQ): Madam Speaker, it
will take several years to build gas and oil pipelines to Europe. Al‐
so, in any case, oil and gas are energies of the past. Hydroelectrici‐
ty, solar power, wind power and other clean energies are the future.

Can we not agree that, if we really want to help people in
Ukraine and our European friends, we should send them energies of

the future and not the old stuff, which is already not working and
will work even less in four, five or ten years?

[English]

Mr. Mark Gerretsen: Madam Speaker, I agree 100% that this is
what we should be doing. Do members know where some of the re‐
al leadership is in Canada with respect to renewable energies? It is
in Alberta. Alberta's renewable energy sector has outpaced the fos‐
sil fuel industry for almost a decade now, or at least seven or eight
years, but some people do not want that to happen.

I totally agree with the member from the Bloc that this is the way
of the future. If we really want to help Europe, we will need to help
contribute to that energy security conversation that the member for
Renfrew—Nipissing—Pembroke brought up, because at the end of
the day, I think that is where we are going to go with this. We can
be leaders in renewable energy. We can be leaders in developing
and building the technology. We can export that knowledge and can
export that leadership if we seize it now. Otherwise, we will just be
taking it from other countries as they develop it.

Ms. Leah Gazan (Winnipeg Centre, NDP): Madam Speaker, I
agree with my hon. colleague that this is a fairly cynical debate. We
should be focused on humanitarian aid.

I want to point out that it is time for us to make a global shift, as
he mentioned, to green and renewable energy. Russia is a petrostate
where oil and gas make up 60% of exports. This gives Putin great
leverage and allows him to make heating costs for people in Europe
much more expensive by restricting the flow of exports. This caus‐
es gas prices to rise and hurts consumers. Not only is decarboniza‐
tion crucial in the fight against climate change, but it robs autocrats
like Putin and rulers of places like Saudi Arabia of their power and
leverage.

Does my hon. colleague agree that we have no time to waste in
making this shift and that the planet, world peace and our security
depend on it?

● (1630)

Mr. Mark Gerretsen: Madam Speaker, I totally agree that we
have no time to waste and that we need to do this as quickly as pos‐
sible. To the member's other comment, I think Vladimir Putin
knows that too, and I think he realizes that every day, every week
and every year that goes by, as we get closer and closer to a perma‐
nent shift away, he loses that power. I think he has seized his oppor‐
tunity now because he still retains some of that power. In 10, 15 or
20 years from now, that might not exist and he will be a lot less
powerful.

Mr. John Williamson (New Brunswick Southwest, CPC):
Madam Speaker, I will be sharing my time with the member for
Sherwood Park—Fort Saskatchewan.

Slava Ukraini. Heroyam slava. This translates to “Glory to
Ukraine. Glory to the heroes.”
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As Canadians, we are united in our disgust and opposition to

Vladimir Putin’s unprovoked war in Ukraine and the mounting loss
of innocent life. We are deeply sympathetic to the struggle of
Ukraine’s people for we understand Russia’s military assault is an
attack on our own freedoms. This war threatens Europe’s stability.
It could be ruinous to the rules-based multilateral system that has
existed since 1945, which Canada helped create, and is the basis for
our shared prosperity.

We support President Zelenskyy’s courageous leadership, as well
as the heroic counterpunch of the Ukrainian army and civilians who
have taken up arms to defend their way of life, a way of life that is
similar to our own here in Canada. We are awestruck by the defi‐
ance of Ukrainians in the face of Russia’s military might and their
willingness to fight, whatever the cost. Canada must continue to
stand with Ukraine.

Indeed, the Government of Canada has responded quickly, in
conjunction with our allies the United States and Europe, to Putin’s
aggression in eastern Europe. Humanitarian and military aid has
been promised and provided to Ukraine, punishing economic sanc‐
tions have been imposed on Russia and soldiers have been posi‐
tioned along NATO’s eastern front. As well, the federal government
has responded to calls for more action. I, along with many others
Conservatives on Saturday, called for the closing of Canadian
airspace to Russian air carriers, as our European allies had done.
Ottawa soon did, and on Tuesday night Washington closed U.S.
airspace to Russian air carriers.

We also insisted that Kremlin-controlled Russia Today televi‐
sion, which broadcasts Russian state propaganda, be removed from
Canada’s airwaves. That too happened after Canada’s telecoms act‐
ed. After pressure mounted to end Russian oil imports to Canada,
the federal government also decided it would ban crude oil imports
to our country. This was a symbolic first step since Canadian re‐
fineries had not purchased Russian crude since 2019. However, last
year’s petroleum imports from Russia totalled approximately $350
million. The Liberals corrected their omission mid-week by includ‐
ing refined petroleum products to the oil ban.

This is all necessary work, but it is not enough. Putin continues
to push westward without fear of the consequences. Thus, it is nec‐
essary to realize that sanctions do not win wars. Soldiers and citi‐
zens with weapons do. What we are witnessing in Ukraine is the at‐
tempted overthrow and brutal destruction of an independent nation
state.

As we engage in this debate, I know that in churches, train sta‐
tions and home basements across Ukraine, hundreds of thousands
of innocent civilians are praying for peace as the sounds of sirens
ring out warning of more Russian air strikes. Hospitals, play‐
grounds and even Babyn Yar, the Holocaust memorial site, have
been hit by indiscriminate missile attacks. It is all sickening.
Canada must do more to help our Ukrainian friends and allies.

It was in this vein that after Crimea was illegally seized by Putin,
the previous Conservative government took military steps in 2015
to better arm and train our allies in Ukraine through Operation Uni‐
fier. Today, Ukraine should be provided arms and the financial re‐
sources to purchase weapons, especially to destroy tanks and air‐
craft.

● (1635)

As well, Canada should move quickly to grant asylum to
Ukrainian refugees fleeing Russian aggression just as we did in
1956 when Hungary was occupied by the Soviets, but we must also
recognize that what Ukrainians want foremost is arms, not sanctu‐
ary. Indeed, when the U.S. government asked President Zelenskyy
if he wanted to be evacuated from his country to avoid being cap‐
tured or, worse, killed by Russian soldiers, he replied, “I need am‐
munition, not a ride.” Ukrainians are asking for help to fight Rus‐
sians and Canada should not hesitate a moment to provide them
with whatever weapons they need to protect their home and fight
the Russian military.

Here at home, there are more ways for Canada to help. Canada’s
natural resources, our abundant gas and oil reserves, as well as min‐
erals, should be mobilized to help Europe escape its dependence on
Russia and China. This dependence weakens Europe in the face of
Moscow’s aggression and ensures Russia a large market for its re‐
sources controlled by its oligarchs. The west must not continue An‐
gela Merkel’s failed legacy a moment longer. Building Canada’s
energy east pipeline to Saint John could have helped offset Eu‐
rope’s dependence on Russian oil. The Alberta-to-Texas Keystone
XL pipeline could have ended U.S. dependence on Russian oil.
This would have made Russia poorer and weaker.

Scuttling these pipelines were policy choices made in Ottawa
and Washington, with significant geopolitical consequences. They
should be reversed. Canada also is not able to ship our country’s
abundant natural resources overseas. We are a trading nation. We
have oil and gas to export, but we lack the means to do so. It is past
time to build pipeline infrastructure to the Pacific and Atlantic
coasts and commit to being a reliable energy partner with Europe.
The federal government must do whatever it can to advance New‐
foundland and Labrador’s LNG export plans. This is because
Putin’s ability to cut off Europe from natural gas has strengthened
Russia and weakened Europe. Canada can contribute mightily to
this strategic challenge with our abundant natural resources, but this
will mean ending our federal government’s assault on Canada’s hy‐
drocarbons.

Off the coast of Atlantic Canada, we can also do more. Canada
and its partners must eject Russia from the executive management
of the Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Organization. Russia should not
be allowed to oversee the management of waters on the Grand
Banks. No country should expect to benefit from or set economic
agreements around the world, like lucrative fishing grounds, when
it is smashing a nation elsewhere.
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Canada is not at war with Russia, but lessons from Ukraine must

be applied to our own sovereignty. It is increasingly clear that un‐
friendly nations do not recognize borders and are willing to act
without fear of consequence. Putin has already moved to claim
wide swaths of our Arctic territory as his own, including parts of
the seabed in Canada’s north. The vast Arctic Archipelago and sur‐
rounding waters, along with its many natural resources, are part of
Canada’s sovereign territory. To be ready, we must fix our military
procurement strategy. Russia has 40 icebreaking vessels that can
operate year round. Russia is building an Arctic navy. Meanwhile,
Canada can barely patrol our vast Arctic waters year round with a
single vessel. We must also quickly modernize NORAD’s early
northern warning system and purchase F-35 jets to patrol our and
allies' skies.

President Vladimir Putin’s unprovoked and illegal war against
Ukraine is a wake-up call for Canada. We must assist Ukraine. We
must aid Europe. We must be ready to defend our north. We must
be capable of asserting our sovereignty. I stand with Ukraine and
believe Canada must help with every resource at our disposal.

Slava Ukraini. Heroyam slava.
● (1640)

[Translation]
The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): It is my

duty pursuant to Standing Order 38 to inform the House that the
questions to be raised tonight at the time of adjournment are as fol‐
lows: the hon. member for Bow River, Health; the hon. member for
Sherwood Park—Fort Saskatchewan, The Canada Revenue Agen‐
cy; the hon. member for King—Vaughan, Housing.

Questions and comments. The hon. member for Saint-Jean.
Ms. Christine Normandin (Saint-Jean, BQ): Madam Speaker,

I would like to thank my colleague for his speech.

I understand that one of the Conservatives’ main arguments is to
make sure that Putin is not financed because the world is still pur‐
chasing its products. We know that Europe is relatively dependent,
and that Germany is 50% dependent.

Also, when you talk about Canada supplying Europe, it is impor‐
tant to remember that Russian oligarchs have interests in Canadian
oil companies and that the construction of gas pipelines could serve
the interests of some of these oligarchs, in particular those invested
in the steel industry.

I am wholeheartedly against the idea of building a gas pipeline.
However, for argument’s sake, what would my colleague think
about amending the proposal to systematically exclude all Canadian
companies that, directly or indirectly, have Russian interests?

Mr. John Williamson: Mr. Speaker, the Government of Canada
and its allies are looking for ways of preventing the oligarchs from
profiting from our economy. I agree with my colleague.

Canada’s plan must emphasize our industry, our workers and the
resources we can sell to our friends in Europe.
[English]

Mr. Blake Desjarlais (Edmonton Griesbach, NDP): Madam
Speaker, I have a serious question for the member regarding my

home province of Alberta. We have some of the largest oil reserves
in Canada. From this motion, what I am hearing is that they wish to
develop these sites and export some of this. However, China has a
huge interest in many of the domestic companies here in Canada,
particularly in Alberta, some companies with upwards of 50%. We
can look back as far 2008 with the Nexen purchase of Canadian oil
companies.

Does the member support the profits of these companies, largely
owned by China?

Mr. John Williamson: Madam Speaker, that was another very
good question. In fact, when I sat on the government's side of the
House, I was part of a government that moved to restrict China's
ownership of vital Canadian resources. This is an area the current
Liberal government failed to act on. We are now seeing rare earth
mineral companies being bought out by state-owned enterprises.
That should stop.

I also believe, though, that if companies operate in this country,
we should be able to monitor their activities to ensure they are not
working against Canada's national interests as well. I would support
moves to do that when it comes to China's ownership.

Mr. Martin Shields (Bow River, CPC): Madam Speaker, to my
hon. colleague from the Maritimes, it has been brought up whether
there was an ask for this type of resource.

The Polish ambassador came to me a couple of years ago. What
he could not understand was why there was not an LNG place on
the east coast close to Poland, as they were building a very large
reception centre. He outlined exactly what he thought would hap‐
pen, which has happened today. He was very concerned. We have
had people approach us. The Polish ambassador was in my office
very concerned, asking for our natural gas.

● (1645)

Mr. John Williamson: Madam Speaker, that was another great
question.

Sadly, our allies in central and eastern Europe were far more
aware of the dangers of Russia than our friends in western Europe,
and in fact, even too many in the foreign policy establishment here
in Canada, but we can move today. We cannot undo what was done
but we can move forward.
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There is a proposal in Newfoundland and Labrador to take ad‐

vantage of their natural gas resources, which would be the closest
point to Europe and the best partner for Europe to meet some of its
needs for natural gas. As well, the large LNG facility in Saint John,
New Brunswick, is currently an import facility. There are plans to
reverse it so that it will be an export facility. Again, it is closer to
Europe than other points on the Atlantic coast.

We should move forward as partners with Europe, taking full ad‐
vantage of our strategic resources to ensure that our allies are
strong and protected, and that countries like Russia are not able to
threaten them and weaken their positions because they supply re‐
sources and places like Canada do not.

Mr. Garnett Genuis (Sherwood Park—Fort Saskatchewan,
CPC): Madam Speaker, I am grateful for the opportunity to speak
to the House this afternoon about the horrific situation unfolding in
Ukraine and also about the Conservative motion that seeks further
action in response.

At the beginning of last week, my family had the pleasure of
welcoming another child, Augustine Anthony Genuis, born in safe
and approaching ideal circumstances, surrounded by family in a
warm and secure place and with the assistance of a medical profes‐
sional. A couple of days after that, following the vile and illegal in‐
vasion of Ukraine, I saw an image posted of a little baby born in a
subway in Kyiv, where subways are being used as bomb shelters. It
is hard to imagine, after our own experience, what it must be like
for a family to have a child born in a subway turned into a bomb
shelter.

I kept thinking about that juxtaposition, the experience of my
child and the experience of this child. The comparison of circum‐
stances powerfully brought home for me the injustice of what is un‐
folding. There was a baby born in a subway and, yes, there are oth‐
er images, like a young couple getting married in a bomb shelter
and then immediately joining the territorial defence force. Politi‐
cians, beauty queens and everyone in between are taking up arms
for the defence of their country, and there is a prime minister pre‐
pared to stand with his people no matter what the cost.

The images demonstrate profound injustice but also inspiring re‐
silience, a will to survive and a will to endure. The Ukrainian peo‐
ple have faced so much injustice in their history, but they have al‐
ways endured, preserving their faith and their hope: faith and hope
in God, in country and in the power within themselves to bend the
arc of history toward justice.

There is no difference between my child and the child born in a
Kyiv subway, except the lottery of birth circumstances. It breaks
my heart to think of what that mother and father must have gone
through and be going through. In one sense, I will say, that child is
also profoundly blessed. The child is blessed to be part of the great
Ukrainian nation, a nation that will never die.

I stand today with all members of the House in deploring the vio‐
lence going on and expressing my solidarity with the brave
Ukrainian people in their ongoing struggle. As Stephen Harper
said, whether it takes five months or 50 years we will keep insisting
on the freedom and independence of the Ukrainian nation within
secure borders established and agreed to in the Budapest memoran‐
dum.

What starts with a commitment to solidarity and with prayers
must continue to include concrete action. The criminal Putin regime
has a long history of seeking conflict and violence in order to
counter its own unpopularity at home. This war was not a response
to unmet demands or security concerns. Those demands kept shift‐
ing and ignored past commitments made by that same regime. This
is a personal war of choice by a regime that wishes to distract atten‐
tion from its own problems. This regime has failed to deliver on
promises to improve the Russian economy and has instead used ev‐
ery tool at its disposal to enrich regime-connected elites instead of
seeking the kind of broad-based growth that would benefit ordinary
Russians. Now it is doing even more damage.

This is a cynical and brutal war of choice. The people of Russia
have noticed. Large anti-aggression and pro-Ukraine protests hap‐
pening inside Russia show that Putin's efforts to use a foreign war
to rally support for his regime at home are failing. This is encourag‐
ing news.

I salute the courage of the thousands of Russians who have gone
to protest and have already been punished by the regime. Alexei
Navalny is calling on Russians “to take to the streets...to fill prisons
and paddy wagons with ourselves” and to fight against the war.
This is the face of the true Russians. They are people with the same
aspirations for peace, freedom, democracy, human rights and the
rule of law as we see in every country where the people are allowed
to be heard. The internal opposition to Putin is growing and the
world must stand with that opposition by imposing debilitating
sanctions, crippling the capacity of the Putin regime and inducing
even his former friends and collaborators to side with the opposi‐
tion.

As Ukrainians bravely fight Putin's invasion and as Russians rise
up to resist Putin's tyranny at home, we must do all that we can do
as well.

● (1650)

I love Ukraine, but it must be said as well that this is not just
about Ukraine. Ukraine is the front line in a fight that is truly global
and that we must win. Vladimir Putin and Xi Jinping have global
agendas that seek to overturn hard-won norms of national
sovereignty and international rule and instead seek to create a reali‐
ty in which power is the only law. President Xi is watching what
happens in Ukraine to determine possible action against Taiwan,
but the agendas of these leaders are not limited to Ukraine, Taiwan,
the Baltic states, the South China Sea or the Canadian Arctic. These
agendas are global. As Winston Churchill said, “An appeaser is one
who feeds a crocodile, hoping it will eat him last.” Let us not make
the same mistake today that the appeasers made in the 1930s.
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We know what these might-makes-right agendas have led to if

not confronted. They lead to global war, to the concentration camp
and to the Gulag. We either stop this now or we will be forced to
stop it later. Inflicting a defeat on Putin today is not just helping the
survival of Ukraine; inflicting a defeat on Putin today is necessary
for preserving the peace and stability of a world in which power is
not the only thing that matters. Ukraine will either be Putin's
Afghanistan or Putin's Czechoslovakia, and we must make sure that
it is the former.

It is great to see the momentum and solidarity in the House right
now, but we have seen this in the case of past crises and we have
seen how the will to respond can fade over time and as other issues
come into the headline. Responding to this attack on Ukraine, on
international peace and stability, is going to take time, endurance
and sacrifice over the long term. We will need more and tougher
sanctions, the expansion of matching programs for humanitarian
support to include more organizations, further diplomatic pressure
to isolate the Putin regime and support for the right of Ukrainian
people to determine their own international alignment through their
own elected representatives.

One critical area in which Canada can and must play a role is en‐
ergy policy, and our motion today calls on the government to work
to relieve the reliance of our European partners on Russian gas. Eu‐
rope is heavily reliant on the import of Russian gas, and gas exports
feed Putin's war machine. It is time to starve Putin's war machine,
and Canada can play an indispensable role by exporting its own
natural gas, giving our European friends and allies an alternative.

Some members of the House seem to think that we should not be
talking about gas exports right now, but focus instead on general
expressions of solidarity instead of on pushing practical solutions
like this one that weaken the Putin regime. I do not agree with that.
I think now must be the time to talk about what we can actually,
practically do to help Ukrainians and starve Vladimir Putin's war
machine. What is the point, after all, in expressing solidarity if it
does not lead us to explore and answer questions about what we can
do specifically to stand with Ukraine and weaken the war machine
that is attacking Ukrainian people?

It must be said that there are some members of the House who
are going to be ideologically opposed to certain energy develop‐
ments in Canada regardless, but I ask all members to look at the
particular facts of the situation in front of us and to recognize that
increasing Canadian energy exports to Europe is vital for the secu‐
rity of the world. If we are going to win this fight against Vladimir
Putin, if we truly recognize the importance of Ukraine, we have to
recognize the magnitude of the impact that relieving Europe's de‐
pendence on Russian gas would have.

As well, I do not believe it is a choice between concern for the
environment and concern for security. Some of our European part‐
ners right now, as an alternative to being too reliant on Russian gas,
are also reliant on coal, and they face this challenging choice be‐
tween Russian gas and coal. Canadian natural gas is cleaner than
coal, and it is better from a security perspective than Russian gas. It
is a win-win.

The stakes are so high, and I believe we must do all we can to
stand with the Ukrainian people and to defend our values.

● (1655)

Mrs. Jenica Atwin (Fredericton, Lib.): Madam Speaker, I
thank the hon. member for his speech today and congratulate him
on the birth of his second child, safe and healthy.

I certainly want to reiterate my support for the people of Ukraine
and condemn Putin for his unprovoked attack and war of choice.

The member mentioned that we should be doing all that we can
to support Ukraine at this time and look to practical solutions that
would stop this now. Does the member actually believe that if this
motion should pass, it would somehow tip the scales in the short
term for the people of Ukraine? Is it not actually a huge distraction
from where we should really be putting our energy right now?

Mr. Garnett Genuis: Madam Speaker, as a small correction, it is
my fifth child, but I lose track as well, so it is fine, and I thank the
member for her congratulations.

What is a motion? This is not legislation. We have limited tools
as the opposition. This is an expression of the opinion and the will
of the House. Then hopefully it is up to the government to respond
to the will of the House. This motion is a tool we have as the oppo‐
sition, so we are putting it forward. We are asking the House to ex‐
press itself to the government in recognizing the importance of this
issue of standing with Ukraine and confronting this issue of Eu‐
rope's energy security.

Of course, a motion by its nature is non-binding, but let us pass
the motion to send a clear message to the government calling for
that action, and then hopefully it will lead to further steps after‐
wards.

[Translation]

Mr. Luc Desilets (Rivière-des-Mille-Îles, BQ): Madam Speak‐
er, I would like to thank my colleague. He gave a very moving,
compassionate speech. He spoke at length about Ukraine, what that
country is going through, and what Ukrainians are experiencing. I
think it touched everyone in the House.

However, besides the war in Ukraine, today’s motion also in‐
volves natural gas pipelines, which my colleague alluded to at the
very end.

One thing I totally disagree with in his speech is the anticipated
shortage. OPEC is prepared to increase production, so there will be
no oil shortage. Of course, there is a risk of a natural gas shortage
in Germany and Italy, but that risk is minor.

How can Canada become an exporting country when we know
that, according to estimates, it would take about 10 years to build
the infrastructure that would allow us to export oil and gas to Eu‐
rope?
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[English]

Mr. Garnett Genuis: Madam Speaker, I think my view is well
known in the House. It is that I do not think it should take 10 years
to move these kinds of projects forward. We need a process in this
country that allows us to build critical infrastructure more quickly,
and we have presented proposals along those lines.

I have to disagree with the implication of the member's question
that energy security is not a problem. The European Union has said
repeatedly that energy security is a problem. Different politicians
with different perspectives in Europe would have different pro‐
posed solutions, but I think there is an agreement across the politi‐
cal spectrum that energy security is critically important. It is easy to
take that security for granted here in Canada, but in places around
the world that do not have the same domestic capacity to produce
energy resources, it is a huge problem.

As for saying that Europe can rely on countries in the Middle
East as opposed to Russia, there are multiple potential security
challenges. For Canada as a free democracy with high environmen‐
tal standards to be exporting energy resources to relieve our Euro‐
pean friends' dependency on countries that are not democratic is a
smart move for global security and is good for the environment.

Mr. Gord Johns (Courtenay—Alberni, NDP): Madam Speak‐
er, I also would like to congratulate my friend and colleague on his
newborn.

I liked a lot of what he had to say when it came to human rights,
and his work around human rights is certainly something we need
to commend. What I am deeply concerned about, and I will not be
as nice as my friend from Fredericton, is that I believe this motion
is disingenuous in terms of time and building more pipelines to the
war in Ukraine. We are not even a week into this war. The EU and
Ukraine have not asked Canada to build more pipelines. They are
asking for visa-free travel, for ways to get displaced people into our
country. They need arms and they need funds to sustain themselves.

I actually find it deplorable that the Conservatives are exploiting
this tragedy for a position they had a week before this war. They are
going to carry it on for years to come, despite what is happening in
Ukraine. That is how we feel about that.
● (1700)

Mr. Garnett Genuis: Madam Speaker, a week before the war
we of course thought pipelines were necessary, and a week before
that, because we were right then and we are right now. This is a
critical issue of security. I am sorry, but I just cannot accept the im‐
plication of the member that we should put out nice words of soli‐
darity but not actually talk about practical solutions. He is free to
disagree with our proposals on practical solutions. That is what the
House of Commons is for. It is to debate those things.

However, now is the time to talk about what we can do concrete‐
ly to address the energy security challenges that have fed this crisis.
[Translation]

Mr. Simon-Pierre Savard-Tremblay (Saint-Hyacinthe—
Bagot, BQ): Madam Speaker, we are discussing a Conservative
motion today, and I will be speaking as the Bloc Québécois critic
for international trade.

The Conservatives are conflating several ideas and issues. They
legitimately condemn the invasion of Ukraine and affirm their soli‐
darity, which makes total sense. I have nothing to add in this re‐
spect. However, they are also promoting the construction and ap‐
proval of new natural gas pipelines.

The logic seems to be unassailable. If Russia supplies Europe
with oil and gas, and if we want to punish Russia, Canada must
present itself to Europe as another source of oil and gas. The prob‐
lem is that the proposal is commercially unrealistic and politically
and environmentally irresponsible.

The importance of oil and gas to the economy and the geostrate‐
gic location of Russia are undeniable. Oil and gas played a role in
Russia’s recovery from the severe economic and social crisis that
shook the country between 1990 and 1997 as a result of the harsh
neoliberal policies put in place at that time.

The hike in the price of oil and gas resulted in significant tax rev‐
enues for the Russian government given the tax on exports, but it
must be said that the economic policies put in place by Moscow at
the time went beyond the single issue of oil and gas.

In Vladimir Putin’s second term in 2004, state-controlled compa‐
nies in the energy sector, including Gazprom, Transneft and Ros‐
neft, who are still operating today, took on a key role in the new dy‐
namic. However, the Russian economy does not depend solely on
its oil and gas industry. Its economic policies are diversified. We
should not assume that this would have a miraculous effect, al‐
though cutting supply would undoubtedly have a considerable im‐
pact.

Canada boasts that it was the first country to ban the importation
of Russian oil. That is rather convenient, because it has not import‐
ed Russian oil since 2016. That works just fine.

Let us get back to the motion. In a motion on Ukraine, the Con‐
servatives are proposing that we encourage the approval and con‐
struction of natural gas pipelines. Listening to some of the Liberal
members, we cannot be sure how our colleagues across the aisle
will vote, but there appears to be agreement at least with the idea
behind the motion.

Those who are following the parliamentary debates on television,
whom we welcome, can see the words “Invasion of Ukraine and
natural gas pipelines” at the bottom of their screen. That is the title
they can see at the bottom.
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It would be hard to find a more fallacious connection. The mo‐

tion would have absolutely no impact on the conflict in Ukraine.
Europe does not have an oil and natural gas supply problem. No
country has called Canada for help with oil and gas.

In the case of oil, no one has mentioned the possibility of a short‐
age. The OPEC countries were very clear that they will be increas‐
ing production as needed. In the case of natural gas, the Russian
banks, through which energies purchases are made, are excluded
from the sanctions and can therefore do business as usual.

If Europe absolutely has to find other sources of oil and gas,
some countries can take action in the short term. That is the case
with the United States and Algeria, for example, who have gas
pipelines connected to ports that could export to Europe, but that is
not the case for Canada.

It would take several years before Canada could approve and
build its gas pipelines and send a little liquefied natural gas to Eu‐
rope. Does anyone think that the war in Ukraine will last 15 years?
We hope not, of course. The proposal we are debating today con‐
sists essentially in selling a dream to Alberta. That is what we
would call opportunism.

There is worse still. Today, in an article published in La Presse,
Paul Journet reported that Russian oligarchs are invested in fossil
fuels in western Canada. That means that the motion, if it were to
be adopted, would help the Russian oligarchs. It is that simple.

Should we not have the same courage as the Europeans and seize
their assets? That, however, would involve going against Canada’s
worship of oil and gas.

● (1705)

In the short term, then, the proposal is insignificant in scope.
However, one can defend the idea for the medium and long term. I
am not saying that I agree, because I do not. I am saying that it is
defensible. That said, if one chooses to defend it, it is on the condi‐
tion that one stops pretending that there is a link with the war in
Ukraine. It is also on the condition that we are all prepared to live
with the consequences. What are the consequences?

First, there are environmental consequences, because natural gas
is a fossil fuel, an energy of the past. I readily admit that we need it
today. Does it make more sense to see a future over the medium or
long term based on natural gas or do we feel the energy transition
will have to be completed in the next 15 years? Personally, like my
colleagues, I choose the second option.

Second, there are political consequences, because the proposal
assumes that Russia will have to be isolated from Europe in the
long run. I would hope that, should peace be re-established, the
goal would not be to stigmatize, threaten, humiliate and impoverish
Russia in the long term. What would happen, if we did that?

That would certainly not be in Canada's best interests because if
Russia is isolated it will jump right into China's arms. That is the
gamble we have been making for years and look at how it has
turned out. Russia will, of course, align itself with China. Is that
what we truly want?

The fundamentally hawkish and aggressive approach the Conser‐
vatives have taken in this motion will ultimately serve the interests
of China. Although the Conservatives claim to want to isolate these
so-called rival powers, they will ultimately ensure that these powers
become best friends. Is that the right thing to do? Obviously not.

We expected to see Canada use the crisis to promote its fossil fu‐
els. We nevertheless hoped it would be a little more subtle than this.
Right now, Canada is about as subtle as a bull in a china shop.

Let us think about the transition. Let us come up with a solution
that will show some real solidarity with the people of Ukraine. This
means that we will have to think outside the box and avoid the echo
chambers, because this proposal will get us nowhere.

[English]

Mr. Lloyd Longfield (Guelph, Lib.): Madam Speaker, I thank
the hon. member across the way for his very logical approach to the
discussion we are having today. On Monday, we had a midnight de‐
bate on supporting Ukraine. What I am hearing in the discussion is
that now we are rehashing some of the things we have already
agreed with. What we are putting on the table is something we have
not discussed, and it would be a longer-term project.

Could the hon. member comment on the use of the House in sup‐
porting Ukraine, versus going down rabbit holes?

● (1710)

[Translation]

Mr. Simon-Pierre Savard-Tremblay: Madam Speaker, it is not
realistic to think that hot air balloons filled with natural gas will be
departing for Europe tomorrow. I understand that my colleague is
asking whether this idea has some potential in the long term.

The answer is unfortunately no, because we need to think about
transitioning in the long term.

Even if it were possible and realistic in the long term, would it be
something we would want to do? I do not think so. I think we have
moved on.

[English]

Mr. Pat Kelly (Calgary Rocky Ridge, CPC): Madam Speaker,
in Europe, tens of millions of people do, in fact, rely on natural gas
to heat their homes, and Russia is funding its war machine from
those exports. I understand the member's point that we cannot build
a pipeline overnight, but in his speech I noted that he kind of
shrugged off the energy needs of European consumers by saying
that OPEC could increase its supply. OPEC countries have their
own shameful histories of exporting war and using their resource
income to finance wars as well. The European Union has, in fact,
very clearly said that it needs partnerships with countries such as
Canada to supply its energy.
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Will the member acknowledge, as natural gas is still an important

commodity that is necessary for the world economy, that it ought to
come from a democratic country such as Canada? It should not
come from OPEC and certainly not from Russia.
[Translation]

Mr. Simon-Pierre Savard-Tremblay: Madam Speaker, I readily
acknowledge that natural gas is important to the economy, even if
we will eventually have to move on from it.

When we talk about transition, we are not talking about throwing
everything overboard from one day to the next. That is not what
transition is about. We are doing things intelligently. There are sec‐
tors where you do not want to throw anyone out on the street to‐
morrow. We have to do things in a planned, strategic, and thought‐
ful way. That is the issue.

Now, my colleague acknowledged in his question that the oil and
gas pipelines would not be built overnight. Basically, we are talking
about something impossible and hypothetical, and I do not even un‐
derstand why this solution is being mentioned at this time.

If the natural gas has to come from countries that my colleague
describes as democratic, some countries, such as the United States,
are in a much better position to ensure that supply in the short term
because they have pipelines that can be connected to ports that al‐
low for the exports.
[English]

Ms. Jenny Kwan (Vancouver East, NDP): Madam Speaker, it
is extremely disturbing that the Conservatives have chosen to put
forward a motion that is more focused on their political agenda than
on the humanitarian crisis that is before us.

The Ukrainian Canadian Congress is calling for the government
to expedite the refugee process and to simplify family reunification
and visa-free travel. Should we not be focused on these measures
instead of talking about an expansion to pipelines, especially in the
face of a climate crisis?
[Translation]

Mr. Simon-Pierre Savard-Tremblay: Madam Speaker, we ab‐
solutely agree, 150%. That was one of the points we made earlier
during question period. That is part of our position. We have to
work on that.

Also, if there are going to be sanctions against Russia, and there
must be sanctions when such an aggression is committed, these
sanctions have to be better targeted. I gave the example of Russian
oligarchs investing in fossil fuels in western Canada. If we promote
fossil fuels in this region, we are serving the interests of the Rus‐
sian oligarchs.

Therefore, we could also have the courage to do what Europe has
done and seize those assets as well.

Ms. Andréanne Larouche (Shefford, BQ): Madam Speaker, as
my colleague has already said, no European leaders have asked us
for Canadian gas.

Worse still, is this entire debate not becoming one big green‐
washing exercise, even though there is no such thing as green oil or
green gas?

Instead, we should be thinking about a transition, which is what
the European leaders are asking of us. I would like my colleague's
thoughts on that.

Mr. Simon-Pierre Savard-Tremblay: Madam Speaker, my col‐
league is right.

● (1715)

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): It being
5:15 p.m., it is my duty to interrupt the proceedings and put forth‐
with every question necessary to dispose of the business of supply.

[English]

The question is on the motion. Shall I dispense?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

Some hon. members: No.

[Chair read text of motion to House]

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): If a
member of a recognized party present in the House wishes to re‐
quest a recorded division or that the motion be adopted on division,
I would invite them to rise and indicate it to the Chair.

The hon. parliamentary secretary to the government House lead‐
er.

Mr. Mark Gerretsen: Madam Speaker, I would request a
recorded division, please.

[Translation]

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): Pursuant
to order made on Thursday, November 25, 2021, the recorded divi‐
sion stands deferred until Monday, March 21, at the expiry of the
time provided for Oral Questions.

ROYAL ASSENT

[Translation]

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): Order. I
have the honour to inform the House that a communication has
been received as follows:
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Madam Speaker,
I have the honour to inform you that the Right Honourable Mary May Simon,

Governor General of Canada, signified royal assent by written declaration to the bill
listed in the Schedule to this letter on the 3rd day of March, 2022, at 3:43 p.m.

Yours sincerely,
Secretary to the Governor General and Herald Chancellor,

Ian McCowan

The schedule indicates the bill assented to was Bill C-12, An Act
to amend the Old Age Security Act (Guaranteed Income Supple‐
ment).
[English]

Mr. Chris Bittle: Madam Speaker, I would like to attempt time
travel. I believe if you seek it, you will find unanimous consent to
see the clock as 5:30 p.m.

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): Do we
have unanimous consent to see the clock at 5:30 p.m.?

Some hon. members: Agreed.
The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): It being

5:30 p.m., the House will now proceed to the consideration of Pri‐
vate Members' Business as listed on today's Order Paper.

PRIVATE MEMBERS' BUSINESS
[English]

ARAB HERITAGE MONTH ACT
Hon. David McGuinty (Ottawa South, Lib.) moved that Bill

C-232, an act respecting Arab heritage month, be read a second
time and referred to a committee.

He said: Madam Speaker, it is an honour and a privilege to rise
in the House this evening to begin the debate on my private mem‐
ber's bill, which would establish the month of April in Canada as
Arab heritage month.
● (1720)

[Translation]

The first immigrants of Arab origin arrived in Canada in 1882, in
the early years after Confederation, some 140 years ago. The popu‐
lation of Arab Canadians has since grown to over one million and
continues to flourish.
[English]

The first Arab immigrant who arrived in Canada 140 years ago
was Ibrahim Abu Nadir and he settled in Montreal. Since then, we
have seen the Arab community grow and prosper in different parts
of the country and truly help build the social fabric of Canadian so‐
ciety. The Arab population in Canada has increased by approxi‐
mately 34% since 2011 and by about 75% since 2006.

Through its youth, our Arab Canadians’ futures are very bright.
About 42% of the Arab population in Canada is under the age of
24. By comparison, the total Canadian population who is 24 years

old and under was 29%. In addition, the Arab population in Canada
has a lower proportion of people aged 65 and older, about 5%, than
in the Canadian population as a whole, which is about 16%.

In my riding of Ottawa South, we have the second-largest Ara‐
bic-speaking population of the 338 electoral districts in Canada. I
have many friends in the national capital regional Arab community
and beyond. I am proud of their outstanding achievements, and it is
a privilege to be their representative in the House.

Arab Canadians are proud of their racial and cultural roots and
they are proud to be Canadian, which is why Arab heritage month
is so important. It will provide the opportunity and space for Arab
Canadians to showcase their culture, their talents and why they are
proud to be both Arab and Canadian. This is important as there are
sometimes misconceptions and misinformation about who Arabs
are, what community members are like and their history in Canada.

Arab culture includes many different facets from food to music
and from art to literature, all of which have a positive impact on
Canadian society. From buying a shawarma wrap at one's favourite
Lebanese restaurant here in Ottawa, to going with one's friends to
le Petit Maghreb in Montreal to enjoy some mint tea and sweets
from a Moroccan vendor, to buying embroidered silk and satin caf‐
tans from a Palestinian small business in Mississauga, and to hang‐
ing out in Arab cafés and lounges in Edmonton, these are just some
of the many ways that Arabs share their culture with the broader
Canadian community. We thank them for that.

Arab heritage month in Canada will be a terrific opportunity for
Arab Canadians to be recognized for their contributions to this
amazing country. It will give us the opportunity to recognize and
pay tribute to the countless Arab entrepreneurs and small business
owners right across Canada who do so much to support their com‐
munities.

Many stakeholders are supportive of this bill, including the
Canadian Arab Institute. Jad El Tal, the director of research and
policy for the Canadian Arab Institute, said to me last week that it
is time for Arab heritage month to be proclaimed in this country so
that Arabs can feel like they can celebrate both their Canadian iden‐
tity and their Arab roots, which are not mutually exclusive. He said
that an important part of being Canadian is celebrating how diverse
we are as a nation, and that Canada can no longer paint a picture of
the country without including Arab Canadians in the frame.

I agree with him completely. I share the sentiment and I support
the statement. I have always believed that Canada's diversity is its
single greatest source of strength. It is a conclusion I have arrived
at having had the privilege of living on four continents, and work‐
ing and travelling in over 80 countries. That belief that Canada's di‐
versity is its single greatest source of strength informs this bill.

While Arabs come from different countries of origin and differ‐
ent religious backgrounds, they have more in common, such as
leadership, entrepreneurial spirit and a strong work ethic, than they
do differences. Of the people living in Canada and born in an Arab
country, more than half have been admitted into Canada as eco‐
nomic immigrants, and almost 25% have been admitted into
Canada as refugees.
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In the most Arab-populated areas in Canada, the vast majority of

Arabs are of Moroccan, Lebanese, Algerian and Egyptian origin.
More than 90% of the Arab population in Canada resides in On‐
tario, Quebec and Alberta, with Montreal, Toronto and Ottawa-
Gatineau having the highest concentrations.

● (1725)

[Translation]

Arab Canadians from all walks of life make important contribu‐
tions to social, economic and political life in Canada, as well as to
Canada's cultural fabric, including through literature, music, food
and fashion.

This bill would recognize and celebrate the historic mark that
Arab Canadians have made and continue to make in building our
great Canadian society.

[English]

Heritage months are important to celebrate, to teach and to learn
about each other and about other cultures. In Canada, we currently
already celebrate the following such months: Tamil, Irish, Asian,
Caribbean, Italian, Portuguese, Islamic, Black, Sikh, Jewish, in‐
digenous, Filipino, German, Hispanic or Latin American and Wom‐
en's History Month. Arab heritage month in Canada is long over‐
due, and I am hopeful that my colleagues will support my bill so
that Arab heritage month can join the list.

In the United States, Arab America and the Arab America Foun‐
dation launched, in 2017, the first edition of National Arab Ameri‐
can Heritage Month. Four years later, President Biden, through the
U.S. state department, officially recognized April as National Arab
American Heritage Month. Arab heritage month in Canada would
provide us an opportunity to show our appreciation for the invalu‐
able contributions made by Arab Canadians to build a stronger and
more inclusive Canada.

It will be a time to recognize and celebrate the contributions of
Arab Canadians, individuals such as, in business, Noubar Afeyan,
the co-founder of Moderna; Ablan Leon who founded Leon's in
1909; Aldo Bensadoun, the founder of Canadian retailer Aldo; and
Mohamad Fakih, CEO and founder of Paramount Fine Foods. In
the media, there are individuals such as Mohamed Fahmy, an
award-winning journalist, war correspondent and author, and
Nahlah Ayed, an award-winning correspondent with CBC.

In arts and culture, there are René Angélil, husband of Céline
Dion, a producer, talent manager and singer; K'naan, a poet, rapper,
singer, songwriter and instrumentalist; and Mena Massoud, an actor
who is best known for his role as Aladdin in 2019. Right here in the
House of Commons, we have the Minister of Transport, the Minis‐
ter of Housing and Diversity and Inclusion, the member for Ed‐
monton Manning and the member for Laval—Les Îles.

On a more personal note, in my own family, I will begin with my
Syrian Canadian godfather, who was a man of great intelligence,
kindness and integrity. His origins were humble, in fact they were
poverty, and his values instilled in me a deep appreciation for hard
work, giving back and public service. More recently, many of my
nieces and nephews have married Lebanese spouses. We have wel‐

comed them with open arms into our large family and they have
welcomed us into theirs.

The enactment of Arab heritage month in Canada would ensure
that the contributions of Arab Canadians are recognized, shared and
finally celebrated across this great country, not just every April but
every day. I am asking my hon. colleagues in the House to support
this bill. I hope, through my remarks, to have made support of this
bill a self-evident truth. We are always stronger when we stick to‐
gether.

I will close with the words of wisdom imparted to me by my late
departed mother, who used to say to her 10 children at the dinner
table, “Understand, children, if you pull apart, you will feel like
five, but if you pull together, you will feel like 20.”

● (1730)

Mr. Ziad Aboultaif (Edmonton Manning, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
I know the member for Ottawa South represents more Arabs in his
constituency than I do in Edmonton Manning, but in the meantime,
I thank him for putting this bill together and bringing it forward.

How does he see community members integrating into Canadian
society and having been in Canada for almost 140 years?

Hon. David McGuinty: Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague for a
thoughtful and important question. I see my Arab Canadian neigh‐
bours and friends. I see the entrepreneurs and the investors. I see
Arab Canadians in senior ranks of the public service, in Parliament,
in medicine, in law, in engineering, running real estate companies,
doing international trade and running airlines. I see Arab Canadians
as unbelievable citizens making unbelievably important contribu‐
tions to this country.

I have always believed that it is incumbent upon Canadians and
Canada, in fact it is a special responsibility, to show to the rest of
the world that we can come together from every part of this planet,
with every language, every country of origin, every culture, dance,
music, dress and food type and build a society that is unequalled.
Arab Canadians have been integral to making those contributions.

[Translation]

Ms. Christine Normandin (Saint-Jean, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I
thank my colleague for his speech. I always enjoy listening to him.

When we designate a month to recognize a particular heritage,
parliamentarians like to make the most of that celebration both here
on Parliament Hill and in our ridings.

I was wondering if he has any suggestions or ideas to share with
us so we can better celebrate what we are about to adopt.

Hon. David McGuinty (Ottawa South, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
what I would like to see is shawarma in the House of Commons
lobbies so we can all enjoy a tasty meal.
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The good thing about a month like this is that it will enable

Canadian Heritage to plan and financially support celebrations
across Canada in small communities and big cities. Arab communi‐
ties will be able to ask for funding to recognize the contributions of
Arab Canadians and help them thrive.

[English]
Mr. Blake Desjarlais (Edmonton Griesbach, NDP): Mr.

Speaker, I want to thank my hon. colleague from Ottawa South for
putting forward this very crucial and important bill. I agree with the
importance of ensuring we have Arab heritage month as part of our
Canadian mosaic and making sure we can celebrate the contribu‐
tions of Arab Canadians to our society. However, Arab Canadians
have been targeted, not just recently but as far back as decades, for
discrimination, harm and hate. In my riding of Edmonton Gries‐
bach, we have seen attacks against members of the Arab communi‐
ty.

Could the member comment on how important this legislation is
to ensuring we decrease this level of violence and ensure protection
for our community members who are Arab?

Hon. David McGuinty: Mr. Speaker, that is a profoundly im‐
portant question, and one that is steeped in truth. It is clear that we
have seen all kinds of abuse, all kinds of profiling and all kinds of
hatred directed at different parts of Canadian society, including our
Arab Canadian neighbours and community members.

I am hoping that this bill and an Arab heritage month will help
elevate understanding, will help celebrate who Arab Canadians are
and will break down barriers and break down fear and ignorance, so
that we have a fuller understanding that, ultimately, as the Prime
Minister says all the time and I know he means this, we are always
stronger when we are together.

● (1735)

Mr. Han Dong (Don Valley North, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the member for bringing forward this bill. It is a very
meaningful bill.

When he talked about listening to each other and learning from
each other, it brings back the memory of the late member for Scar‐
borough—Agincourt. For those new members who have not seen
this video, I strongly encourage them to take a look at the video of
Arnold Chan's speech. It was very inspirational and I think it
speaks to the spirit of today's bill.

Hon. David McGuinty: Mr. Speaker, I will use this short answer
to commemorate my good friend Arnold Chan, a young man who I
actually drafted into public life. He was a very fine and decent man.
I would recommend everybody watch the video. It was one of his
final speeches and, in fact, a very moving invocation of what we
are supposed to be doing here as we come together at our best.

Mr. Ziad Aboultaif (Edmonton Manning, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
it gives me great pleasure to rise today to offer my support for this
bill, the Arab heritage month act. I want to thank the hon. member
for Ottawa South for bringing this matter to the attention of the
House. There are more than a million Canadians of Arab descent.
They are found in every province and territory. Each one has a dif‐
ferent story of how they or their ancestors came to this country.

No matter where they came from originally, whether it was
Lebanon, Syria, Iraq, Morocco, Palestine, Jordan or any of a dozen
other countries, one of the things Arab-Canadians have in common
is that they came here seeking a better life. Another thing they have
in common is their desire to give back to Canada. It is that desire to
give back that I want to celebrate today. There are those of Arab
heritage who have become well known in Canadian society. They
are not thought of as hyphenated, but as proud Canadians.

Some of those with Arab heritage have become well known in
our society. Actor Keanu Reeves was born in Lebanon. Hockey star
Nazem Kadri is of Lebanese descent, as is filmmaker Donald She‐
bib. Being in Ottawa, I must mention singer Paul Anka, whose fam‐
ily came from Lebanon and Syria. That is not to mention the long
list of Canadian politicians with Arab roots, some of whom are sit‐
ting today in the House of Commons.

There have been many business people as well. Arab-speaking
Middle Easterners are known the world over for their en‐
trepreneurial skills. While there may be instability in their home
countries, they have flourished in their new lands. Unlike the fa‐
mous actors, musicians and politicians of Arab descent whose
names are well known, most of the entrepreneurs spend their ca‐
reers outside of the public eye. Their contributions to Canadian so‐
ciety, though, are deep and long lasting.

I too am an Arab, an immigrant, and my story is like that of
many others. I came to Canada leaving behind a country that had
suffered from 15 years of civil war. I had few memories of what life
was like in a country at peace. I was looking for a new life.

It was a beautiful snowy day on December 19, 1990, when I just
arrived at the Edmonton International Airport, and I had never felt
so cold, at -20°C, before. More than two dozen people were waiting
to welcome me in the wonderful city of Edmonton, Alberta. The
warmth of their reception made up for the chill in temperature. On
the drive to the north side of Edmonton, with the white of the snow
covering the fields and the roads, I felt peace and tranquility mixed
with excitement. This was to be home.

The next morning, I went outside and took a deeper breath of
fresh cold air. It tasted of freedom and opportunity. There was
something about this place that made me believe that the choice I
made to immigrate from Lebanon to Canada was the right choice.
Looking at the challenges ahead of me, I could see possibilities of
success looming much larger than failure. I found my first job at a
factory on the north side working as a labourer, packing furniture.
A few months later I made a transition to the cost accounting de‐
partment. I learned manufacturing first-hand, and realized how im‐
portant this sector is to the Canadian economy.
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Through that factory I made my way to the international market,

exploring an opportunity to promote a made-in-Edmonton product
in the Middle East. Only two months after becoming a Canadian
citizen, I was once again on a plane, but this time as a proud Cana‐
dian exploring the Middle East to open markets for Canadian prod‐
ucts, in a region where Canada is respected as a beacon of freedom,
democracy and peace.
● (1740)

As my horizons expanded, I began to understand what makes the
economy grow and how opportunities could be found. Opening that
Middle East market was a success story for a local manufacturing
company and a professional milestone for this new immigrant.

In Edmonton's Castle Downs community, I became involved
with a group of volunteers, wanting to make a difference and give
back to the community. I looked at politics and got to know the sys‐
tem, to better understand how to make our lives better and to help
shape policies for the betterment of all. There I met wonderful, ded‐
icated people who were passionate about service. I learned more
and more about the local communities and became familiar with the
different dynamics within our small world.

As I said, my story is typical of so many Arabs who have come
to this country to seek a better life and to give back to the commu‐
nity. I am proud of my heritage and am happy to see the establish‐
ment of Arab heritage month. I am prouder still to be a Canadian
and to have been chosen by my fellow Canadians to represent them
in the House of Commons.

I would be remiss if I did not take time to sing the praises of the
Arab language that is spoken by so many Canadians. It is the lan‐
guage of poetry and mysticism, law and humour. Just the sound of
it is pleasing even to those who do not understand it. It is a lan‐
guage that unites people across the Middle East and north Africa.
The rich literature that can be found in Arabic tells the story of
many cultures united under a common banner. To me, that sounds
like Canada.

The Arabs have always exported their culture. One can see the
Arabic influence when one visits Spain's Andalusia region and sees
the Arab influence in the architecture of the region.

Who are the people we celebrate with this bill today? They are
employees and employers, doctors and nurses, athletes, singers, ac‐
tors and audiences. They come from all walks of life, from every
strata of society, united by their heritage and a common identity as
Canadians.

Let us join together in the House and support this bill. Let us de‐
clare Arab heritage month, and let us celebrate the contributions of
Arab Canadians to this great country. In making Canada their
home, they have enriched us in too many ways to count. Let us
make this, and every April, a celebration of a culture that has con‐
tributed so much to the richness of Canada. Let us honour those
Arab Canadians who have contributed to making this country a
multi-ethnic, multiracial mosaic where people live in peace and se‐
curity.

Canada is an example of what society can be when people cele‐
brate their heritage without forgetting what unites them in common

purpose. Let us celebrate Arab heritage month, and whoever we are
and wherever we are from, we can all eat some baklava and
shawarma at the end of the day.

● (1745)

[Translation]

Mr. Luc Desilets (Rivière-des-Mille-Îles, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
first of all, I would like to point out that all my thoughts and all the
thoughts of the Bloc Québécois members are with Ukraine and the
Ukrainians at this difficult time.

I will be speaking today to Bill C‑232, an act respecting Arab
Heritage Month. This bill was introduced by the member for Ot‐
tawa South, and it is at second reading stage. More specifically,
Bill C–232 proposes that the month of April become Arab Heritage
Month in Quebec and Canada. The Bloc Québécois is pleased to
celebrate the Arab community's extraordinary contribution to Que‐
bec society. Last year, we passed a motion to have Irish Heritage
Month begin on March 1. I had the honour of celebrating that
month with various members of the House.

The Bloc Québécois does support the bill. Nevertheless, perhaps
some of my colleagues, like me, find that we know very little about
the importance of Arab communities in Quebec and Canada. I pro‐
pose clarifying a few things first.

What exactly does “Arab” mean?

The term can cause some confusion because it refers to the peo‐
ple of the Arabian peninsula, to people who speak Arabic and to
people of Arab culture. Arab language and culture are not exclusive
to Arabia, however; they extend from the Persian Gulf to the At‐
lantic Ocean via the Near East and the Maghreb. Historically, the
spread of Arab language and culture is due to Arab conquests that
occurred from the seventh century on after the birth of Islam. Not
all inhabitants of the Maghreb are of Arab language and culture.
Exceptions include the Berbers.

It would be wrong to define our Arab communities solely on the
basis of their language, their country of origin or their religion, be‐
cause what we are talking about here is a civilization. The west
would never have had a Renaissance if the Arabs, during the golden
age of Islam, had not transmitted and advanced the precious knowl‐
edge of the Greeks, which had been either forgotten or forbidden
during the Middle Ages. From mathematics and philosophy to
medicine, astrology and literature, this civilization's historic contri‐
bution to the human race is monumental. Today, Arab civilization
continues to enrich our societies, including Quebec society.

Since the Arab world was largely colonized by France in the
19th and 20th centuries, the French language took on a prominent
role. French is the first or second language of tens of millions of
people from the Maghreb and the Middle East. The French lan‐
guage is just one of the things we have in common, because Que‐
bec, as I said, has deep economic, political and cultural ties with the
Arab countries.



March 3, 2022 COMMONS DEBATES 3193

Private Members' Business
I could mention, as an example, the co-operation agreement be‐

tween the Quebec government and the Algerian government in the
field of education and training. Quebeckers and Canadians of Arab
origin form a sizable demographic in our population. As the pream‐
ble to Bill C‑232 points out, Canada is now home to over one mil‐
lion Arab Canadians. We are still waiting for the updated figures
for 2021, since the number I just mentioned is from 2016.

There is, however, something that bothers me about the preamble
to Bill C-232. By referring to Canadians of Arab origin and Arab
Canadian communities, the bill presents a portrait of the Arab pop‐
ulations in Quebec and Canada that is not entirely consistent with
reality, in my opinion. It seems to suggest that the Arab diaspora
forms a uniform community across Canada. Am I surprised? No, I
am not.
● (1750)

This is a typical example of the Canadian multicultural vision,
which tends to consider Canada's population as a vast cultural mo‐
saic, which would not be influenced by the existence of nations.
However, there are nations. There is the Quebec nation, which has
a different approach to the integration of its immigrants and cultural
minorities than Canada does.

In Quebec, we believe in interculturalism, a model for living to‐
gether where the equality of cultures is indissociable from francisa‐
tion and secularization. With their knowledge of French, Arab im‐
migrants integrate extremely well in Quebec.

Immigration may be a federal jurisdiction, but Quebec's explicit
desire, expressed since the Quiet Revolution, to strengthen its ties
to the countries of the Maghreb and to obviously promote franco‐
phone immigration cannot be ignored. Language is very important.

Immigrant populations are settling in Canada. Quebec is integrat‐
ed into Canadian society, that is to say the English Canadian major‐
ity. At the same time, immigrant populations that settle in Quebec
are integrated into Quebec society, that is to say the francophone
majority.

It is obvious that the integration is different depending on
whether immigrants come to Quebec or to Canada. That is why we
believe that the terms “Arab Canadians” and “Arab Canadian com‐
munities” are misnomers.

Furthermore, in 2016, 368,730 people in Quebec identified as be‐
ing of Arab ethnic origin. Of these, 91.8% spoke French, while
44% spoke it most often at home. Therefore, a vast proportion, or
almost half of people of Arab origin living in Canada are Quebeck‐
ers and Arab Quebeckers, not, in my view, Arab Canadians.

I would like to use my personal experience to illustrate this point.
During the last election campaign, I had the honour and pleasure of
being invited to the Centre communautaire des Basses‑Laurentides,
near my riding, for a political debate. This is a Muslim community
centre. We spoke about language, secularism and sovereignty. I was
not expecting it, but that is what I discussed with about thirty peo‐
ple.

I should also mention that during the election campaign a few
months ago, I met with Bishop Tabet, an influential Lebanese Ma‐
ronite bishop, and this meeting really stuck with me. Bishop Tabet

is an extraordinarily sensitive man who is incredibly perceptive
about the Quebec reality. He gave an incredibly candid speech on
the historical ties between Quebec and Lebanon. It was clear to me
that this man has an abiding love for Quebeckers.

I learned a lot from these people I met, and the connections I
made will no doubt continue in the future.

I want to dedicate the end of my speech to all Arab Quebeckers. I
thank them for enhancing the francophonie and contributing to the
development of Quebec society. On April 1, I hope to be able to
contribute to what will be known as Arab heritage month.

[English]

Mr. Blake Desjarlais (Edmonton Griesbach, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, I want to thank my colleague for this very delightful dis‐
cussion. I believe many folks are in agreement about the impor‐
tance of this work.

For too long, Canada's large and diverse Arab communities have
not received the recognition they deserve from our institutions, in‐
cluding the House. This must change. That is why New Democrats
are proud to support this crucial piece of legislation to recognize
the month of April as Arab heritage month.

I am delighted and honoured to rise in support of the bill as the
member of Parliament for Edmonton Griesbach. As a member who
has the honour of representing one of Canada's largest and oldest
Arab communities, I would like to take a moment to thank my col‐
league, the member for Ottawa South, for his leadership in drafting
this important private member's bill.

As an indigenous person, I know first-hand how racialized folks
are left out of the history books. Too often, our contributions go un‐
noticed, and even sometimes our words. Our stories often go untold
or unrecognized. Whether it be Arab heritage month or even Black
History Month, any history of racialized folks is often forgotten,
which is why this work is so important.

We are often taught diluted stories about our own histories, of
our own experiences. We see this clearly with indigenous history
and our fight to ensure that true stories like those of the residential
schools continue. Like many racialized folks in Canada, I grew up
without seeing myself represented in media, books, advertisements
and, yes, our history. Today I and many others still have long-last‐
ing and real trauma related to the reclamation of our own identities
and our ability to see our culture, language and achievements seen
and valued here in Canada. I want to see a world where my niece
and all young people who are racialized do not have to ask, “What
is wrong with me?” “Why am I not beautiful, and why do I not be‐
long?”. I want to live in a Canada where she does not have to say
that she is going to play “pretend” to be white just in order to play
with other kids. All children deserve to be seen, and they deserve to
be recognized.
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Without this necessary work, a whole generation of Arab Cana‐

dians will not see themselves and their extraordinary contributions
to this country. This is important work, especially as we witness the
rise of anti-Arab and particularly anti-Muslim hate across Canada,
which is often gender-based and dangerous. This is certainly true in
my home community of Edmonton Griesbach. We must do every‐
thing we can, like ensuring visibility and recognition are truly part
of how we relate to our fellow neighbours, our friends, our family
members, our colleagues and the people we see in our communi‐
ties.

Arab heritage month would provide us all with an extraordinary
opportunity to learn more about Arab Canadians and their achieve‐
ments as part of our country, whether it is in the arts; sports; poli‐
tics, as was mentioned by members previous; business; academics;
sciences; and literature. It is also a time for us to recognize the on‐
going challenges and barriers that are being faced by Arab Canadi‐
ans. Hate crimes are still on the rise in Canada and, sadly, we have
seen the horrific results of anti-Arab and anti-Muslim hate across
our country.

Celebrating and honouring the many contributions of Arab Cana‐
dians is an important part of the work we all must do as parliamen‐
tarians to combat all forms of discrimination and hate-fuelled vio‐
lence directed at Arab communities across our country. Arab histo‐
ry month and every month after that can be a time for us to contin‐
ue working towards a compassionate, inclusive and safer Canada
for everyone.

I am calling on all members of the House to come together and
pass the bill as soon as possible. April is just a few weeks away,
and with unity and leadership across all parties, we can ensure that
the next month is Canada's first-ever Arab heritage month.
● (1755)

I hope that next month we can all have the opportunity to cele‐
brate Arab heritage month, regardless, in our communities. Arab
Canadians are there so long as they can be seen.

I would like to spend the remainder of my time telling a story
from the remarkable Arab Canadian community in my riding of Ed‐
monton Griesbach. Edmonton is home to almost 5% of Canada's
Arab population, and I am proud to say that the heart of our Arab
community is in my riding. Arab Canadians lived on Treaty 6 terri‐
tory since before Alberta was even a province. The first immigrant
families from Lebanon and Syria arrived in Alberta over 130 years
ago in the 1880s to meet my families, who were fur traders at that
time.

I want to tell a story about one remarkable Arab Canadian wom‐
an who came to Canada all the way back in 1923 but whose contri‐
butions are still felt every single day in my riding. Her name was
Hilwie. Hilwie Jomha was born in Lala, a small village in the Be‐
qaa Valley in what is now Lebanon, in 1905. She was the daughter
of a leading family in the village, whose culture was a mix of Sunni
and Shia as well as Christians and Jews.

Hilwie's future husband, Ali Hamdon, had come to Canada in the
early 1900s. Together with relatives and friends from the Beqaa
Valley, he became a fur trader in Fort Chipewyan, where my rela‐
tives have been for thousands of years, in northern Alberta. After

he set up a home there, he returned to Lala and Hilwie. She immi‐
grated with him in 1923 to begin a life here in Canada.

Hilwie quickly adapted to life in Alberta. She struck up a deep
friendship with the Jewish families in Fort Chipewyan. After
Hilwie had children, the Hamdons moved to Edmonton. Edmonton
is where Hilwie truly made her mark as a citizen. The city's small
but fast-growing Muslim community had a big problem in the
1930s. Like everywhere else in Canada at the time, it did not have a
mosque. Prayers had to be held at individuals' homes, but there
were limits to what they could do without a common meeting place.

Hilwie had a natural gift for connecting people. She brought
Muslims together for Ramadan and became the fixture of the local
community during the 1930s. It was a decade when Arab business‐
es in Edmonton were making their mark on the city's business
scene. The Arab community in Edmonton had great strength and
the people began discussing building their own mosque.

Hilwie was at the heart of these conversations. Soon these talks
turned to action and Edmonton's Arab community hatched a plan to
build North America's first mosque. Along with a group of Arab
businessmen, Hilwie approached the mayor of Edmonton about
buying some city land for a mosque, but there was a problem. The
mayor wanted $5,000, a large sum of money at that time for a prop‐
erty. The community was not organized and there was no central
body that had enough money to pay for the mosque.

To solve this, the community came together to found the Arab
Muslim Association. Hilwie was at the heart of the organizing. She
marshalled the entire community, including some of the various re‐
ligious groups, to build the very first mosque. Hilwie went from
door to door on Jasper Avenue, not far from where I live today in
the heart of Edmonton Griesbach, and asked business owners to
support the project, as well as community members and neigh‐
bours. These efforts allowed the group to buy land for the mosque
and build its foundation.

However, there were more challenges. The initial funding was
not enough to complete the mosque. When the money ran out,
Hilwie and Arab communities sprang into action and made appeals
for funding from the Muslim business communities across western
Canada. This work finally culminated into finishing the Al Rashid
Mosque, which opened its doors in 1938.

I would like to end my speech by repeating my call for all of my
colleagues to unite and ensure the bill to enact Arab heritage month
passes as quickly as possible. I hope to celebrate it at my communi‐
ty's Al Rashid Mosque next month, the very same one I spoke
about in our history.
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● (1800)

[Translation]
Mr. Sameer Zuberi (Pierrefonds—Dollard, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐

er, it is a pleasure and an honour to rise in the House to speak in
support of Bill C‑232, which would designate the month of April as
Arab heritage month. I also want to thank the hon. member for Ot‐
tawa South for introducing this bill.
● (1805)

[English]

I would also like to take a moment, given the context we are in
right now with world affairs, to mark and speak about Ukraine. We
know that this is a grave humanitarian crisis. We know that the peo‐
ple of Ukraine are fighting for their country and for their freedom. I
am grateful to our government, and to all of us together in the
House, for uniting to help the people of Ukraine and to avert this
humanitarian crisis.

Slava Ukraini.

Returning back to Bill C-232 and Arab history month, in my uni‐
versity days in the early 2000s I first came to know who Arab
Canadians are and who Arab people are, including their history and
culture. It was at this time in my undergrad that I got to have and
develop deep friendships with my Arab classmates. As somebody
from a diverse background, a father that came here to Canada in the
seventies and a mom who a third-generation Canadian of mixed
Italian and Scottish heritage from Brockville, Ontario, I am person‐
ally fascinated by people's stories.

I am fascinated by people's personal stories, their ethnicities,
their cultures and their heritage. That is how I became fascinated by
Arab Canadians and all Canadians who I was studying with while
at university. I learned that Arabs are not a monolith, but are of di‐
verse cultures and diverse backgrounds. I learned too that there are
contours to the Arab people. Their history and culture is deep.

Later on, once I completed my degree in mathematics, I ended
up working in Kuwait. For the first time since being born in
Canada, I was living outside of Canada. It was there that I got to
again know what Arab culture is about, but that is just one small
aspect of Arab culture in the Gulf.

I also had the chance to visit other countries, such as Bahrain. I
had the chance to see the beautiful deserts of Saudi Arabia, to see
Sheikh Zayed Grand Mosque in UAE and to go to Morocco, and I
acknowledge that not all Moroccans identify as Arabs. Many will
identify colloquially as Berbers, or Imazighen, who are indigenous
people, in contrast to Arabs.

I have also had the chance to visit Jerusalem and the Palestinian
territory of the West Bank. I have seen the diversity of Arab peo‐
ples, at least a part of it. There are 400 million Arabs in the world.
There are 25 countries that have Arabic as a first language. There
are many Canadians who also link themselves to Arab culture and
heritage.

Arabs are not only geographically diverse and living in many dif‐
ferent countries, they are also diverse when it comes to their faith
traditions. The caricature is that Arabs are mostly Muslim, and
while that might be true, there are important Christian communities

within Arab lands who speak Arabic. There have also been histori‐
cally Jewish communities that are within Arab lands.

In my riding of Pierrefonds—Dollard, I have had an amazing
conversation with a gentleman who is living here today who lived
in Iraq and who is attached to the Arabic language and culture of
Iraq. Arabs are also of Druze faith and the Baha'i faith and no faith
at all. Arabs are actually quite diverse in terms of their religion and
background.

Before I leave the regional diversity of Arabs, it would be wrong
of me not to speak for a moment about Yemen. We have the carica‐
ture of Arabs, especially those in the Gulf, as being wealthy oil
sheiks, but there is also poverty. There is sometimes deep poverty,
and right now in Yemen, there is what the UN has said might be the
deepest humanitarian crisis currently on earth with over 20 million
people starving due to six years of conflict. This is something for us
to reflect upon.

This is something for us to reflect upon, and as we think of the
people of Ukraine, one million of whom are displaced, I am sure
our hearts and minds also go to the international community and to
people who are suffering on this earth, such as in Yemen at this
point in time, too.

I would like to switch a moment and go from diversity of re‐
gions, regionality and contours, and destroying and breaking some
caricatures, to fleshing out the diversity of faith of Arab peoples
and to note their large contributions to humanity.

We know today of the current geopolitical challenges in the Arab
world, but we sometimes also forget about the contributions Arabs
have made to humanity. I will name a few.

One is al-Kindi, who was a father of Arab philosophy in the 9th
century. He lived in Baghdad. He brought into the Arabic language
Greek science and philosophy and made it available to humanity.
He was also a luminary in metaphysics, ethics, logic, psychology,
medicine, pharmacology, mathematics, astrology and so many other
subjects. If only we could be like people of ancient times who were
luminaries in many different domains.

There was also Ibn Rushd, commonly known to many of us here
in the west as Averroes, who lived in the 12th century. He was
heavily influential in contributing to the European Renaissance
movement. He also was a luminary in philosophy, medicine, theol‐
ogy, astronomy, physics, mathematics, law and numerous other
fields. He also had many treatises and commentaries on Aristotle.

If we fast-forward to present day, Umm Kulthum was an Egyp‐
tian singer who so many know, especially those who are connected
to Egyptian culture and heritage. She was a film actress also. A
singer-songwriter from the 1920s to the 1970s, she is very well
known.

There is also Nancy Ajram from Lebanon, who is also quite well
known.
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I mentioned earlier our human family, in which Arabs number

upward of 400 million and 25 countries have Arabic as a first lan‐
guage. Let us zoom in here on Canada, where at least one million
Canadians mark their heritage as from an Arabic background. In
Quebec, ma belle province, there are 170,000 Canadians and Que‐
beckers of Arabic origin. In my riding of Pierrefonds—Dollard,
there are 7,000 Canadians and residents of Arabic origin.

Arab Canadians are a fast-growing population. They are also
highly educated. Among the highly educated people within our
country, 61% of Arabs have a post-secondary diploma, degree or
certificate. This is something that is important to note. Arabs are
hard-working.

The first known Arab to come to Canada arrived in 1882 and set‐
tled in Montreal. From that time until now, we have seen Arabs
come to Canada and contribute to our social fabric.

I want to take a moment to highlight the importance of this her‐
itage month. Arab heritage month, like so many other heritage
months that give communities the chance to educate fellow Canadi‐
ans about their culture and heritage and give communities the
chance to share their contributions to humanity, would give Arab
Canadians a chance to contribute to our social fabric and to share
their contributions.
● (1810)

Mrs. Karen Vecchio (Elgin—Middlesex—London, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, it has been wonderful today to sit in this chamber and lis‐
ten to these speeches on why it is so important to have an Arab her‐
itage month. We are living in a country where today in this chamber
we are talking about the Ukraine. I have listened to so many of my
colleagues talk about what is happening in Ukraine, and this is what
Canada is. It is a country made up of so many different nationali‐
ties, and I am so fortunate to represent the riding of Elgin—Middle‐
sex—London, where one of the largest populations in the city of
London is Arabic.

I really want to talk about this motion and I am thankful for be‐
ing able to do so. I want to thank the member who put it forward. It
has given me a good chance to reflect on my own community and
reflect on why it is important that we have this heritage month.

Earlier I said something to one of my staff. Her name is Raghed,
and I said to her, “You learn about other people when you break
bread with them.” When we had our staff retreat last summer, I
asked her, “Can you bring some food, because we want to learn
more?” That is what we do and that is why, when we are having
these heritage months or heritage days, we can actually sit there and
say, “This is where I came from. This is the language I speak.
These are some of our traditions.” I think it is very important.

I want to speak about some things that we see in the city of Lon‐
don. I know the member for London West is here, and we should be
very proud of the people we have in our communities. I want to
read an excerpt, and to be honest, I have stolen a lot from this ex‐
cerpt, but it was so well written that I want to read it into the
record. This was from the University of Western Ontario, in the
Western News. Adela Talbot wrote this article a few years ago. It is
a history of the Arab community in the city of London, and I quote
her:

Starting in 1890, and continuing throughout the 20th Century, generations of
Arab immigrants came to London, Ont., to establish a new life for themselves and,
in turn, to build a community that continues to flourish today. Many of the original
names from those early immigration waves still resonate: Hasan. Barakat. Said. Az‐
iz. Hajar. Fadel. Shoshar. Sala. Hejazi.

Perhaps quite familiar to the Western community, Philip Aziz was a well-known
member of one of these families. With a father from Lebanon, Philip grew to be‐
come a professor at Western and have a street named in his honour.

I just lost that street in the redistribution a few years ago, but I
am so proud of that. The article continues:

These families have succeeded in countless areas. But across the years, it was a
deeply rooted respect for the history and future of the Arabic language that united
this community and created a lasting legacy for native speakers to pass along to the
next generation.

In 1950, the community organized the first Islamic Benevolent Society to care
for newcomers by assisting with language, local customs and cultural issues. This
promoted ties of friendship and cooperation with the non-Arab, non-Muslim mem‐
bers of the wider community. The society built bridges of understanding that inte‐
grated the new arrivals into the heart of their adopted land.

As time passed, the Arabic-speaking community institutionalized the learning of
their mother tongue. They reached out to friends in surrounding communities for
support. More than a thousand people — from London, Toronto, Windsor and Sar‐
nia — attended the first conference of Arabic native speakers. They expressed their
wish to strengthen cultural ties, and encourage future generations to preserve the
linguistic and cultural heritage of their common roots.

As more immigrants came to Canada from Muslim and Arabic-speaking coun‐
tries, the importance of Arabic was a concern felt among many of the more educat‐
ed members of the community. Worried about the loss of their Arabic roots, and the
identity of their children, parents donated for the construction of a modest location
for prayer. This also served as a space for speaking Arabic....

Since I have only a minute left, I want to talk about this. This is
the mosque that people will find in London. It was built on Oxford
Street back in 1957. Unfortunately, a fire destroyed it back in 1962,
but the community came to rebuild the mosque, and it was rebuilt
in 1964. Those are things that we should be proud of. Those are
things that a community does.

There are over 400 million Arabs throughout the world, and in
Canada we know that they are coming to this beautiful place to find
hope, sometimes refuge and a new life. I am so proud to welcome
so many Arabic community members to the city of London to be
our neighbours and recognize that when we take time to learn and
we have time to celebrate the heritage of another country, we learn
how wonderful Canada really is.

● (1815)

[Translation]

The Deputy Speaker: The time provided for the consideration
of Private Members' Business has now expired and the order is
dropped to the bottom of the order of precedence on the Order Pa‐
per.

ADJOURNMENT PROCEEDINGS
A motion to adjourn the House under Standing Order 38 deemed

to have been moved.
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[English]

HEALTH

Mr. Martin Shields (Bow River, CPC): Mr. Speaker, it has
been an interesting day in the House. I know my colleague across
the way is expecting some communication that I might have about
mandates and health. I will get to that in a minute, but there were
some other things I wanted to mention coming out of what I heard
today in the House. It was a very interesting discussion.

As we know, about 30% of the natural resources in Canada is
from foreign countries, and that is primarily used in the eastern part
of our country. Also, in just a couple of decades, $500 billion from
Canadian energy has been shared across the country and used ex‐
tensively in Canada to build roads, schools and hospitals, but we
have also spent $500 billion on bringing foreign resources into our
country. One of those foreign resources would be Russia, which ex‐
ports to Canada.

Canada spends about 1.4% of our GDP on military, while Russia
spends 5%. It gets a lot of its resources from exporting of resources.
Some statements have been made that I will refer to. The Ukrainian
foreign minister said that the world needs to boycott Russian oil
and gas. To begin with, here in the House, there was a discussion of
that, and a minister said that we do not take Russian crude. Eventu‐
ally it got to the point that we do take oil derivatives, and extensive‐
ly in the billions, over the years.

What has Russia used this money for? According to Ukraine's
foreign minister, a full embargo is needed, because Russia now has
the means to pay for arms to murder Ukrainian men, women and
children. We have to understand the challenge that it is.

Some people would suggest that I think in my riding it is all
about oil and gas, but that is not so. Some of the largest wind farms
in Canada are in my riding. The largest solar farm in Canada is be‐
ing built in my riding. We are one of the sunniest places in this
country, if not the sunniest. We have a lot of different sources that
we use as we talk about energy. In my riding, there are a lot.

However, Russia has gotten $13.1 billion from Canada for their
oil. In 2021, it was almost $400 million of oil. This is what Russia
used to pay for a lot of things they are using against Ukraine. We
need to use Canadian resources going forward as we have a transi‐
tion in our economy. We have to stop importing oil from countries
like Russia.

● (1820)

Mr. Adam van Koeverden (Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister of Health and to the Minister of Sport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, the question that was on the Order Paper was not asked, so
I am unsure if the member opposite would like me to talk about
measures at the border, health or oil and gas. I am never shocked
when members of the Conservative Party would prefer to talk about
oil and gas over pretty much any other subject, but here we are.

[Translation]

I am pleased to have the opportunity to speak about the govern‐
ment's border measures to protect Canadians from COVID‑19.

Border measures are based on available data, scientific evidence
and monitoring of the epidemiological situation both in Canada and
internationally.

[English]

In response to the omicron variant, we implemented a number of
measures to protect Canadians. Recent data indicates that the latest
wave of COVID‑19, driven by the omicron variant, has passed its
peak in Canada, which we can all be grateful for. Therefore, we can
move toward a more sustainable approach to the long-term man‐
agement of COVID‑19 at our borders. This approach includes ad‐
justing our border measures and posture somewhat.

As of February 28, 2022, the mandatory randomized testing
surveillance program for vaccinated travellers now applies to all
vaccinated travellers. That means that travellers who qualify as ful‐
ly vaccinated, arriving to Canada from any country, will not need to
take a COVID‑19 molecular test upon arrival unless they are select‐
ed at random. These randomly selected travellers will not be re‐
quired to quarantine while they await their testing results. Children
under 12 years old who are not yet fully vaccinated but are travel‐
ling with their fully vaccinated adult parents or guardians will con‐
tinue to be exempt from quarantine, but now they are exempt with‐
out conditions. This means they no longer need to wait or to self-
isolate before they can attend school, day care or camp. Also, they
are no longer subject to testing and other specific requirements.

There are no changes to requirements for unvaccinated travellers
at this time. These travellers will continue to be required to test up‐
on arrival and on day eight, and to quarantine for 14 days.

Another change that was recently implemented is that travellers
now have the option to use a negative COVID‑19 rapid antigen test
or a molecular test for pre-entry requirements. In order for the rapid
test to be valid, the test must be authorized by the country in which
it was purchased and must be administered by a laboratory health
care entity or a telehealth service. If it is self-administered, it must
be observed by a lab, a testing care provider or via audio-visual
means with the lab that performed the test.

Travellers choosing to present a valid negative rapid antigen test
will have to have taken that test no more than one day prior to their
initially scheduled departure time or before entering Canada by
land or water. For those choosing to take a molecular test, the re‐
quirements will remain the same. It is to be taken 72 hours before
their flight or arrival at the land or sea border.

Finally, the Government of Canada has adjusted the travel health
notice from a level 3 to a level 2. This means that the government is
no longer recommending that Canadians avoid travel for non-essen‐
tial purposes, which is exciting for those looking forward to a trip
in March.
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● (1825)

[Translation]

The Public Health Agency of Canada is working closely with
other departments, including Global Affairs Canada, Transport
Canada and Immigration, Refugees and Citizenship Canada, to pri‐
oritize all the necessary measures to facilitate the inflow of refugees
from Ukraine.

As we have said all along, Canada's border measures remain
flexible and adaptable, guided by science and prudence.

[English]

In closing, I want to say how happy I am that my colleague op‐
posite highlighted how good Alberta is at dealing with renewable
energies, in particular solar and wind. We can all be very proud of
that.

Mr. Martin Shields: Mr. Speaker, I respect my colleague. Any‐
body who can be an Olympic athlete deserves respect, and one who
has represented our country I duly respect, so I respect my col‐
league across the way.

With respect to the mandates, one of the challenges we are hav‐
ing in the ag sector in southern Alberta is because of the mandates.
I have heard from a lot of people in the ag sector that 200 families
have left for either Texas or Mexico. We have incredible productiv‐
ity in the irrigation area: 20% of the ag GDP is from irrigation in
Alberta. The ag people in my riding, and other southern Albertans,
are extremely upset that we have lost so many because these people
chose not to be vaccinated and chose to oppose the mandates. This
is going to be an incredible problem in the ag sector in southern Al‐
berta this year.

Mr. Adam van Koeverden: Mr. Speaker, I thank the member
for his kind words with respect to the Olympics. I know he was a
school teacher and taught my very good friend. I can say her name
since she is not a member of Parliament: Sherraine Schalm. She
competed in fencing.

The Government of Canada's adjustments to the border measures
are possible because we have a variety of tools at our disposal now.
These include strong surveillance systems, a highly vaccinated pop‐
ulation and continued access to vaccines and therapeutics both in
and outside of our hospital system, and increasing access to rapid
tests.

I want to remind Canadians that they should still exercise caution
when travelling abroad and that the risk of becoming sick while
abroad is still very real. Canadians need to be aware that there is
still a possibility that they will need to extend their trips if they test
positive for COVID‑19 while abroad.

[Translation]

There is also an ongoing risk that measures relating to travel
abroad as well as to Canada may be changed during travel. The
Public Health Agency of Canada works closely with other depart‐
ments such as Global Affairs Canada—

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. member for Sherwood Park—
Fort Saskatchewan.

[English]

CANADA REVENUE AGENCY

Mr. Garnett Genuis (Sherwood Park—Fort Saskatchewan,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, direction and control regulations are a problem
for the charitable sector in Canada. Direction and control regula‐
tions require that when charities are involved in activities, those ac‐
tivities are to be under the full direction and control of those chari‐
table organizations. It is right that there be rules and restrictions
around charitable organizations, that they be accountable for the
dollars given to them and that they align their activities with their
charitable purpose in accordance with the rules that exist, but this
requirement of direction and control is not necessary to ensure ac‐
countability. We can have a framework that requires accountability
without the restrictiveness of direction and control.

The effect of direction and control is particularly strongly felt in
the area of international development because it really limits the
ability of charities to form constructive partnerships with organiza‐
tions in other parts of the world. The best practice in international
development is to see the people in developing countries as the
heroes of their own story and for donors and external organizations
to be supportive, not to try to control and manage all aspects of the
development process or of those communities' lives. Direction and
control regulations therefore run totally counter to the best practice
of self-determination in development. Effectively, they force the
kind of ongoing neo-colonial view that many organizations, as well
as individuals in developing countries, want to move away from.

In response to these concerns that come up repeatedly from vari‐
ous organizations that work in international development, and that
are concerns for other charitable organizations as well, Senator
Omidvar put forward a private member's bill that addresses this by
moving away from direction and control while still ensuring ac‐
countability in accordance with a charitable purpose. This bill
passed unanimously in the last Parliament and it passed in the same
form unanimously in this Parliament. It now stands in the name of
my friend, whose riding I cannot remember, in the House.

We asked the government, on February 14, what its position was
on the bill. We asked three questions about direction and control,
and I am following up on those questions because, unfortunately,
the answers seemed to suggest the minister was not even aware of
the issue. I am hopeful that maybe there was some mistake in the
process of response and that we can get some clarity tonight about
where the government is at on this direction and control issue.
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I say to the government that this is not a partisan issue. Fixing

direction and control should be a win-win. My colleague who put
forward this bill had an NDP member second it as a demonstration
of cross-party support. I believe that all opposition parties have
been clear already about their support for this bill, so a majority of
the House wants to see this bill pass, but sometimes the challenge
with private members' bills is that we run out of time. We have a
good idea people agree on, but it does not make it through the pro‐
cess quickly enough.

I would like to ask the government what its position is on Bill
S-216, the direction and control bill that has now twice passed the
Senate unanimously. If the government supports the bill, is it pre‐
pared to work with us to try to move this process along so that this
Parliament can be the one that finally gets it done? I have worked
on other issues, such as organ harvesting and trafficking, for exam‐
ple, where we have a good bill that everyone agrees on and yet it
takes over 10 years and we are still talking about it because the
clock has run out in every Parliament. I hope that will not happen in
this case.
● (1830)

Ms. Rachel Bendayan (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minis‐
ter of Tourism and Associate Minister of Finance, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, it is always a pleasure to exchange with my hon. colleague
from Sherwood Park—Fort Saskatchewan, with whom I also sit on
the foreign affairs committee. As members can imagine, over the
last number of weeks we have been very busy addressing the devel‐
oping situation in Ukraine and now, of course, the illegal invasion. I
believe my colleague wished earlier to refer to the hon. member of
Northumberland—Peterborough South, who introduced the com‐
panion bill.

I would like to begin my response to my colleague by being very
transparent, both to him and to every member of the House, in say‐
ing that our government is currently analyzing carefully Bill S-216
and will communicate its position as the bill makes its way through
the legislative process in the House of Commons. Indeed, there is
much at stake, and we must consider very carefully how the frame‐
work for charities that work in partnership with other charities in
Canada and internationally could be improved.
[Translation]

As my hon. colleague knows full well, Canada's tax incentives
for charitable donations are among the most generous in the world,
and Canadians are also very generous. They claimed $11 billion in
donations made to registered charities and eligible recipients in
2020. That translated into $3.1 billion in federal tax relief for the
donators through the charitable donation tax credit.

In the meantime, corporations made $3 billion in donations and
received roughly $710 million in federal tax assistance through the
tax deduction for charitable donations.

The generosity of this tax assistance and other tax benefits given
to charitable organizations means that organizations that decide to
register as a charitable organization follow a host of specific rules
set out in the Income Tax Act. These rules are designed to ensure
that the donated money is indeed used for charitable purposes.
Through this function, these rules protect the public trust in the en‐
tire charitable sector.

The Income Tax Act, one of the main rules governing charities,
allows registered charities to use their resources in two ways. They
can use their resources on their own charitable activities or they can
make gifts to qualified donees. This rule was designed to guarantee
a high level of accountability for tax-deductible donations.

● (1835)

[English]

Under the current provisions of the law, charities are able to part‐
ner with intermediaries to carry out their charitable activities, but
yes, they must maintain sufficient control and direction over the
charity's resources. That is how the law is currently drafted. The in‐
tention here is that federal tax rules should support the work of
charities while still ensuring accountability for the use of donations
so that Canadians know and can be certain that the tax-assisted do‐
nations they are making to charitable causes are actually going to
those causes.

Mr. Garnett Genuis: Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend, the parlia‐
mentary secretary, for responding and for being transparent about
the fact that the government is still studying this.

I would submit that we do have a little bit of a process problem
on private member's bills, where it seems they are considered and
ultimately maybe they are going to cabinet at too late a stage. It
would nice if private member's bills could be considered earlier.
Then the government could come to a position earlier on them so
that, in cases where the government supported a private member's
bill, we could move it along faster. However, instead we end up in
this situation where there is delay and delay, because it does not
seem to get considered in terms of the government coming to a
definitive position until we are already at the second hour of debate.

I would ask the parliamentary secretary to do all that she can to
ensure that, prior to the first hour of debate at least, which is sched‐
uled for mid-May, there is a discussion where the government actu‐
ally comes to a conclusion, because if we are able in that first hour
to say that everybody agrees to expedite this bill and skip the sec‐
ond hour, then we could move it along faster. Again, I do not want
to see this bill die in this Parliament again and have to keep bring‐
ing it back. Let us work so that the discussion happens, but let us
work to see that we can get it done.

Ms. Rachel Bendayan: Mr. Speaker, I do appreciate the sugges‐
tion from my colleague in terms of procedure. It is my understand‐
ing that Bill S-216 did recently pass the Senate, and it is now in our
legislative process in the House of Commons. Our government, as I
mentioned earlier, is in the process of analyzing it, and we will
come to a decision.
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I look forward to working with my colleague opposite and all

colleagues interested in this issue in order to address the proposal
put forward in the Senate bill.

HOUSING

Mrs. Anna Roberts (King—Vaughan, CPC): Mr. Speaker, be‐
fore having the privilege of representing the residents of King—
Vaughan, I worked in banking for many years. Throughout my ca‐
reer, I experienced many ups and downs in the Canadian housing
market, but I must admit that the current situation facing our coun‐
try has me extremely worried.

Prior to the pandemic, many Canadians were already facing an
unaffordable housing crisis. Since May 2020, home prices in
Canada have skyrocketed by almost 50%. In the seven years since
the Liberals came to power, the cost of a typical home in Canada
has doubled. Let me be clear. This is not normal. A doubling in na‐
tional housing prices in just seven years is alarming.

What does the government propose as a solution? In this current
market, how can we provide assurances to new homebuyers that
purchasing their first home is still possible? The Minister of Hous‐
ing recently hosted a national housing supply summit, which per‐
fectly illustrated that the minister and his government are all about
lights and camera, but no real action. I will give the Liberals credit
where credit is due. The Liberals never miss an opportunity for
self-promotion.

However, I say to you, Mr. Speaker, that it is painfully obvious
that the government has no real plans for solving the housing crisis
emergency. In fact, earlier this week, Liberals sitting at the finance
committee rejected a two-year ban on foreign money investments
in Canada's real estate, even though they explicitly campaigned on
supporting this measure less than a year ago. Why does the govern‐
ment continue to make promises that it has no intention of keeping?

The Minister of Housing has presented a few spending initiatives
and construction projects but, as always, it is much too little and
way too late. This year, rather than increasing, housing construction
has stalled with no guarantee that it will reach the levels required.
Currently, estimates show that Ontario alone would require over
650,000 new builds for its per capita ratio to equal that in the rest of
the country, in comparison to our G7 neighbours. Canada is in an
alarming position, given that we simultaneously have the lowest
population adjusted housing inventory and the fastest-growing pop‐
ulation in the G7. All this combined, housing prices are predicted to
increase another 10 and a half per cent over the next year.

The government announced ambitious immigration targets. It
hopes to settle over 400,000 newcomers in Canada this year. It is
certainly something to consider, given that we have an aging popu‐
lation and we have the physical space in this country to welcome
more immigrants. However, the problem is with roofs, not land. In
the face of a staggering shortage of supply, the government propos‐
es to stimulate demand that much more. Frankly, unless we have
plans to bring in tens of thousands of construction workers, how
does the government expect these newcomers to find homes?

We face a severe lack of affordable housing and the Liberal gov‐
ernment is doing everything it can to avoid accountability. After
seven years of inaction and broken promises, Canadians deserve

leadership to revive the dream of home ownership. What plans does
the minister have to address the crisis that has developed under the
Liberal government?

● (1840)

[Translation]

Ms. Soraya Martinez Ferrada (Parliamentary Secretary to
the Minister of Housing and Diversity and Inclusion (Housing),
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I thank my hon. colleague from King—Vaugh‐
an for raising the important issue of housing.

The government's primary objective is to help Canadians meet
the challenges they are currently facing. We have not stopped in‐
vesting in affordable housing since we first came to power. I am
proud of the record we have to show Canadians. We have worked
hard to house Canadians across the country.

Many Canadians struggle with housing and affordability. This is
why the government is making sure that all Canadians have a safe
and affordable home. As we grow, it is essential that the housing
supply grows along with us.

We have grown investments in affordable housing. We recognize
that there is still much to be done, including building more housing
every year, increasing the number of affordable housing units and
putting an end to chronic homelessness. The government is com‐
mitted to working with its partners to deliver concrete results.

We recognize that buying a home is especially hard for young
people in this country and that the housing market is also creating
wealth inequality between the older and younger generations. I only
have to think of my brother, who cannot buy a home right now. We
are going to do this for him and for all young people across the
country.

Our government wants to help. That is why we are bringing in a
more flexible first-time homebuyer incentive program. Additional‐
ly, to help renters work towards buying a home, we will explore es‐
tablishing a fund to design and increase rent-to-own projects across
the country.

We are also reducing closing costs for first-time homebuyers. All
this is made possible by our national housing strategy, a $72‑bil‐
lion, 10-year plan that will give more Canadians a place to call
home.

We have a whole host of programs in place under the national
housing strategy that are getting results. Last week, the Minister of
Housing and Diversity and Inclusion, in collaboration with the Fed‐
eration of Canadian Municipalities, hosted the virtual 2022 Nation‐
al Housing Supply Summit. Over 300 people from across the coun‐
try took part in the innovative discussions on housing supply chal‐
lenges and solutions.
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I would like to reassure my esteemed colleague opposite: Off

camera, by which I mean our computer cameras, there was a lot of
discussion about innovation. Our government is going to make sig‐
nificant investments, and we are going to continue to invest in
housing because we all believe—and I hope the opposition will be
on board—that everyone deserves a chance to succeed and thrive,
and part of that is having a roof over our heads.
● (1845)

[English]
Mrs. Anna Roberts: Mr. Speaker, here is the situation. Just to‐

day, we got notice in the city of Toronto that the average home just
jumped to $2 million. It is not just a lack of inventory. It is also the
fact that we are not building the properties fast enough or ensuring
they are affordable for first-time homebuyers.

There are programs, and I agree with my colleague. There is the
RRSP program where people can use the first $35,000, and I be‐
lieve that could be up this year. However, how many first-time
homebuyers do we know who have that kind of money when they
have just graduated from school? We need programs that will in‐
clude first-time homebuyers and give them the hope of home own‐
ership.

[Translation]

Ms. Soraya Martinez Ferrada: Mr. Speaker, once again, we
recognize the challenges Canadians are facing. We recognize that
the cost of living is going up, that the cost of property is going up,
and that the cost of housing specifically is a big challenge right
now.

We are committed to building a stronger housing system. As I
said earlier, this is a program that will enable renters to become
homeowners. The national housing strategy will allow us to step up
our efforts. I hope we can count on the support of the official oppo‐
sition this time for the programs that are coming.

[English]

The Deputy Speaker: The motion that the House do now ad‐
journ is deemed to have been adopted. Accordingly, the House
stands adjourned until tomorrow at 10 a.m. pursuant to Standing
Order 24(1).

(The House adjourned at 6:49 p.m.)
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