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● (1105)

[Translation]
The Chair (Mr. John Williamson (New Brunswick South‐

west, CPC)): I now call this meeting to order.

Welcome to meeting number 77 of the House of Commons
Standing Committee on Public Accounts.

The committee is meeting today to discuss its future business.
[English]

Ms. Lantsman, you have the floor.
Ms. Melissa Lantsman (Thornhill, CPC): Thanks, Mr. Chair.

I want to bring this to the committee amidst the chaos, shock and
horror that so many Canadians experienced over the course of the
week with regard to the terror attack last Saturday in Israel.

A memo from the CBC was quietly circulated, but not so quietly,
because it became public. It was telling a journalist to avoid the
word “terrorist” when referring to Hamas fighters in their publica‐
tion.

For those on the committee—and I think most Canadians know
this by now—Hamas has been a recognized terrorist organization in
this country for over 20 years.

The memo that was leaked reads as follows: “Do not refer to mil‐
itants, soldiers or anyone else as 'terrorists'." The words “do not”
were emphasized in bold letters.

There's more in that memo. It reads: “The notion of terrorism re‐
mains heavily politicized and is part of the story. Even when quot‐
ing/clipping a government or a source referring to fighters as 'ter‐
rorists', we should add context to ensure the audience understands
that this is opinion, not fact. That includes statements from the
Canadian government and Canadian politicians.”

The question really is, Mr. Chair, if the Canadian government
recognizes Hamas as a terrorist organization, as it rightfully
should.... If you've read what the Canadian government says about
that organization, you would quite understand why it was so defini‐
tively listed as a terrorist organization. If you further look at the
Hamas covenant or the revised charter from 1988, Hamas has been
clear on its genocidal intentions.

The memo was circulated by a gentleman named George Achi.
He is the director of journalistic standards at the CBC, which of
course gets a fair share of Canadian tax dollars. We would simply
like to know why that direction of opinion was put forward by the

CBC. It is, after all, a news organization that Canadians pay for, so
we would expect that it would get news.

I move:

Given that Hamas has been declared a terrorist organization by the Government
of Canada since 2002; that the horrific Hamas terrorist attacks against Israel left
thousands of innocent people dead and injured; that an email directive sent from
the director of journalistic standards of CBC News, Mr. George Achi, to all em‐
ployees of CBC News, directed them to downplay coverage of the horrific,
sadistic violence perpetrated by Hamas against innocent people in Israel by not
referring to the attackers as terrorists, and to falsely claim that Gaza continued to
be under occupation after Israel had pulled out in 2005; and [given] that the
CBC receives $1.4 billion in public funding through taxpayer dollars annually
and that this committee has a mandate to review government expenditures,

that the committee:

(a) denounce Mr. Achi's comments and report this to the House;

(b) summon the president of the CBC, Catherine Tait, to appear for two hours by
herself within seven days of the motion being adopted;

(c) summon the CBC's director of journalistic standards, Mr. George Achi; and

(d) invite the CBC ombudsman, Mr. Jack Nagler, to appear for a minimum of
two hours to address the CBC's position on journalistic standards and practices.

That is the motion that I'd like to put forward to the committee,
Mr. Chair.

With that, I will turn it back to you.

The Chair: Thank you, Ms. Lantsman.

I have a speaking list going already. For those who would like to
be on it, I have first Mrs. Thomas, Mrs. Shanahan and Madame
Sinclair-Desgagné, and after that is Ms. Khalid.

Mrs. Thomas, you have the floor, please.

Mrs. Rachael Thomas (Lethbridge, CPC): Thank you, Chair.

Here's why this is so important. The CBC is a public broadcaster
that is given $1.2 billion from taxpayer money. The CBC is failing.
It is failing the Jewish community; it is failing the innocent whose
lives have been lost, and it is failing Canadians.

There is a leaked memo from the director of journalistic stan‐
dards, who instructed journalists to refrain from using the term “ter‐
rorist” in their reference to Hamas fighters.
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Hamas, as mentioned, has been listed on Canada's official list of
terrorists for more than 20 years, so this isn't a point for debate.
This isn't a matter of opinion; rather, this is fact.

To justify its decision, however, the CBC came out and said that
it just didn't want its journalists to take sides, and if they use the
term “terrorist”, they will be taking a side. To that I would say that
no doubt, of course you're taking a side. You're taking a side against
terrorists. What other side would you want to take?

When you have 1,400 people massacred in an evening; when you
have women and girls who are raped and murdered and then parad‐
ed through the city; when you have 40 babies beheaded, whose side
are you on—as if there would be some other side to take? Of course
you should be against Hamas, which is a terrorist organization
functioning in a sadistic manner. It is pure evil, and to suggest oth‐
erwise is alarming.

Given that this is a public broadcaster that is held up by Canadi‐
an taxpayer dollars, it is incumbent upon this committee to hear
from CBC leadership as to why this decision was made, because
Canadians deserve better. Accountability is absolutely needed with
regard to this matter.

If this committee were to take any stance other than that, I would
have to question the motives of those at this table, because we
should all be advocating for justice. We should all be advocating
for the story to be told as it stands, which is that Hamas is, in fact, a
terrorist organization acting against innocent people.

I would ask this committee to give full consideration to the mo‐
tion that is being moved today. I will read it into the record just for
further clarity. The motion is:

Given that Hamas has been declared a terrorist organization by the Government
of Canada since 2002; that the horrific Hamas terrorist attacks against Israel left
thousands of innocent people dead and injured; that an email directive sent from
the director of journalistic standards of CBC News, Mr. George Achi, to all em‐
ployees of CBC News, directed them to downplay coverage of the horrific,
sadistic violence perpetrated by Hamas against innocent people in Israel by not
referring to the attackers as terrorists, and to falsely claim that Gaza continued to
be under occupation after Israel had pulled out in 2005,

that the committee:

(a) denounce Mr. Achi's comments and report this to the House;

(b) summon the president of the CBC, Catherine Tait, to appear for two hours by
herself within seven days of the motion being adopted;

(c) summon the CBC's director of journalistic standards, Mr. George Achi; and

(d) invite the CBC ombudsman, Mr. Jack Nagler, to appear for a minimum of
two hours to address the CBC's position on journalistic standards and practices.

This is the motion that Conservatives are bringing forward for
discussion today. We're hoping that the NDP and the Liberals will
see the need for this, that a full discussion will be had, and that an
understanding will be generated in terms of the, I guess, demands
that the CBC placed on its journalists, and as to why it made that
decision.
● (1110)

The Chair: Thank you, Mrs. Thomas.

We turn now to Ms. Shanahan, who is joining us virtually.

You have the floor, please.

[Translation]

Mrs. Brenda Shanahan (Châteauguay—Lacolle, Lib.): Thank
you very much, Mr. Chair.

First of all, I'd like to offer my condolences to all those people in
Israel and the territories for the loss of loved ones. This is some‐
thing that touches my fellow citizens. We feel very sorry for every‐
one who is suffering at this time.

That being said, as you know very well, Mr. Chair, I've already
defended our committee and made it clear that our job or mandate
is to study the Auditor General's reports and work with depart‐
ments, deputy ministers and others to examine the work done by
the government.

I recognize the serious nature of the motion before us. However,
I fail to see how our committee could discuss such a motion.

● (1115)

The Chair: Thank you very much, Ms. Shanahan.

According to the list of speakers, it's Ms. Sinclair‑Desgagné's
turn.

Ms. Nathalie Sinclair-Desgagné (Terrebonne, BQ): Thank
you, Mr. Chair.

I'd like to speak briefly on the motion, which has several ele‐
ments or layers. Indeed, this motion is like an onion. It also reveals
some of the Conservative Party's ideals on the funding of the So‐
ciété Radio‑Canada and the CBC.

First of all, I think it's relevant for people who follow our work
to offer the Bloc Québécois' condolences to the families of the in‐
nocent victims of the conflict. The need to condemn what Hamas is
doing is obvious. But the conflict didn't start on October 7; it's been
going on for decades. There are innocent victims on both sides.
We'll have to be careful over the coming weeks and months. Obvi‐
ously, we want to see peace restored in the Middle East.

The motion condemns the idea that the CBC gave a journalistic
directive to its employees on the use of the word “terrorist.”

First, I don't think the Standing Committee on Public Accounts is
the appropriate committee to assess whether Parliament should
comment on a press guideline. I think the Standing Committee on
Canadian Heritage, which incidentally is the committee that over‐
sees CBC/Radio‑Canada, is more appropriate if Parliament feels
there has been serious abuse.

Secondly, I'd like to remind all committee members of the impor‐
tant nuance between a public channel and a state channel. A public
channel is funded by the government. However, it is not a state
channel, since the government and Parliament have no say in what
this channel does. It's very important to remember this nuance.
Whatever the colour of the government, red or blue, public televi‐
sion is not a state channel and must remain neutral. Parliament
therefore doesn't necessarily have a say in what is or isn't said on it.
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Thirdly, the motion refers to the funding of the Société Ra‐
dio‑Canada and the CBC. That's why it was tabled with the Stand‐
ing Committee on Public Accounts. I'd like to take this opportunity
to reiterate that the Bloc Québécois is in no way in favour of budget
cuts to a public broadcaster. On the contrary, we believe in the im‐
portance of an independent public channel to do the journalistic
work it is asked to do.

If Parliament deems it appropriate to examine the media guide‐
line regarding the use of the word “terrorist”, I also invite it to con‐
sider the fact that the CBC is not the only channel to have done so.
Agence France‑Presse, Reuters, the BBC have all done the same,
and there's surely a reason for that.

The Chair: Thank you very much, Ms. Sinclair‑Desgagné.
[English]

Madame Khalid, you have the floor, please.
Ms. Iqra Khalid (Mississauga—Erin Mills, Lib.): Thank you

very much, Mr. Chair.

I am sure that for many of our colleagues around this table, the
past week has not been an easy one as we navigate through what
was a terror attack on innocent Israeli civilians by Hamas, and by
what has been an evacuation proceeding of Canadians who not only
lost their lives but also were put in a very precarious situation in Is‐
rael and Gaza. Over the past week, we've also seen innocent lives
lost in Gaza—the majority of them being children and innocent
civilians—based on a complete and utter disregard for human life
on both sides of this.

Canada's role, I think, feeds into that of the international commu‐
nity. Right now, Mr. Chair, it is so important for us as parliamentar‐
ians to provide support and a platform for communities that are
hurt. In my riding, I've been in touch with our local synagogue,
Palestinian organizations and local mosques. People are very
scared. This issue seems to have sparked a fire. We've worked way
too hard, through our multiculturalism policy and the Charter of
Rights and Freedoms, to ensure that Canadians not only feel safe
but also are safe. When constituents come to me and tell me they
don't feel comfortable sending their kids to school or voicing their
opinions for fear of violence or backlash.... When I look at my own
social media, Mr. Chair, I'm appalled at how many times I deal with
a lot of racist commentary, and I know many of my colleagues
across all parties are dealing with the same. This is a very polariz‐
ing issue.

A lot of information has flooded our airwaves over the past
week. There's been a lot of misinformation, bullying and trying to
suppress voices. I think, as Canadians, we owe everyone in Canada
the ability to speak their minds as long as they respect our Charter
of Rights and Freedoms. I think the media have a critical role to
play in this day and age, not only to ensure they are giving an ob‐
jective and fair voice to what is happening in the Middle East—and
across the world, as issues arise—but also to make sure they are not
politicizing or inflaming any issues that create further harm and
hurt to communities here in Canada.

In my riding, Mr. Chair, 43 different languages are spoken. We
are a very diverse riding. Over these past eight years, we've ensured
that in Mississauga—Erin Mills we are building bridges, not break‐

ing them or dividing each other based on our political standpoints. I
think, first and foremost, as parliamentarians, that we have an obli‐
gation to ensure that Canadians have the safety and security to
maintain themselves—their health, sanity and safety—within our
communities.

When I see a motion here that wants to bring a news publication
before a committee to question it on whatever it has been posting, I
automatically see flags. I question whether it is our right as a com‐
mittee to do that. The media are our watchdogs. They will post and
say what needs to be said.

● (1120)

We, as Parliament, whether we agree with it or don't agree with
it, should not have a say in what they're reporting on, because that
defeats the purpose of the media as watchdogs of our government
and of parliamentarians.

Mr. Chair, I think that we need to lower the temperature—and
not just here in Parliament—on this very sensitive issue, with so
many people who are hurt and hurting. I think we need to take a
breather and to perhaps, at a later time, come back to this issue.

At this time, I move that we adjourn debate.
The Chair: There's a motion on the floor to adjourn the debate.

It will, unfortunately, interrupt the speaking list that I have.

(Motion agreed to: yeas 6; nays 4)

● (1125)

The Chair: Okay, so, this issue has been dealt with. I recognize
that there are a few people who wanted to speak to this. I'm at your
discretion. We can adjourn this and go back in camera.

Mr. Blois, I know that you, in particular, wanted to say a word or
two.

I'm inclined to indulge him, unless there is any opposition. How‐
ever, this issue has been adjourned. We are no longer dealing with
this motion.

Mr. Kelly McCauley (Edmonton West, CPC): Mr. Chair, what
is Mr. Blois speaking on?

The Chair: We're still in committee business, so I was going to
recognize him. I don't know what he's going to speak on.

Mr. Kelly McCauley: Okay. Well, unless it's a motion or intro‐
ducing a motion, I'm not sure that we can allow—

The Chair: Yes, he just can't speak to this motion. However,
we're still in committee business.

Mr. Nater, again, it can't be on the motion. No? Okay.

I see two hands up, but I think they have been dealt with.

Ms. Shanahan, is there anything you want to say?

I think everyone's good.

In that case, I'm looking for agreement to suspend this meeting
and go in camera. Do I have agreement to do that?
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An hon. member: Agreed.

The Chair: This meeting is suspended. We'll be back in five
minutes.

Mr. Blake Desjarlais (Edmonton Griesbach, NDP): I have a
point of order, Mr. Chair.

For the in camera meeting—I know this is a technical question—
technically there's a new link that will be sent. Is that correct?

The Chair: Yes. It's in the email that has been sent, but yes, you
are correct.

I suspend the meeting.

[Proceedings continue in camera]
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