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HOUSE OF COMMONS

Thursday, June 18, 2026

The House met at 10 a.m.

 

Prayer

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS
● (1000)

[English]

GOVERNMENT RESPONSE TO PETITIONS
Hon. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the

Leader of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, pursuant to Standing Order 36(8)(a), I have the honour to
table, in both official languages, the government's response to 16
petitions. These returns will be tabled in an electronic format.

* * *
[Translation]

COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE
FOREIGN AFFAIRS AND INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

Hon. Ahmed Hussen (York South—Weston—Etobicoke,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I have the honour to table, in both official lan‐
guages, the 11th report of the Standing Committee on Foreign Af‐
fairs and International Development concerning Bill C-219, an act
to amend the Department of Foreign Affairs, Trade and Develop‐
ment Act, the Justice for Victims of Corrupt Foreign Officials Act
(Sergei Magnitsky Law), the Special Economic Measures Act and
the Broadcasting Act.

The committee has studied the bill and has decided to report the
bill back to the House with amendments.

INDUSTRY AND TECHNOLOGY

Ben Carr (Winnipeg South Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I have
the honour to present, in both official languages, the fourth report
of the Standing Committee on Industry and Technology, entitled
“The Impact Of U.S. Tariffs on the Tool, Die, Mould and Metallur‐
gical Manufacturing Industries in Canada”.

Pursuant to Standing Order 109, the committee requests that the
government table a comprehensive response to this report.
[English]

Kathy Borrelli (Windsor—Tecumseh—Lakeshore, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to table a dissenting report to the Standing

Committee on Industry and Technology's report on the impact of
U.S. tariffs on Canada's metallurgical and advanced manufacturing
sectors. I would like to recognize and thank my Conservative col‐
leagues, our staff and, especially, the member forEssex, whose ad‐
vocacy was important in bringing attention to this issue.

When this crisis emerged, the Conservatives responded immedi‐
ately because we understand that these industries are foundational
to Canada. The Conservatives know the committee's report and rec‐
ommendations do not reflect the urgency expressed by the witness‐
es. That is why our dissenting report calls for urgent negotiations to
secure a trade agreement, stronger protections for our manufactur‐
ing base, support for domestic production and action to preserve the
jobs and industrial capacity that are vital to Canada.

The industry asked for a quick response to secure its future. The
Conservatives answered that call immediately, and we always will.

* * *
● (1005)

PETITIONS

SALMON FISHERY

Brad Vis (Mission—Matsqui—Abbotsford, CPC): Mr. Speak‐
er, I have a number of petitions to present today.

The first is petition e-7198, which has 5,746 signatures. It calls
upon the Minister of Fisheries to not remove the recreational access
to chinook and coho salmon in the allotment of salmon allocation.

The petitioners note that they want to respect the rights of first
nations and the conservation policies of the government, but they
would like to maintain common property resource access for recre‐
ational fishers as well. They also note that commercial interests do
not supersede those recreational interests.

APPRENTICESHIP GRANTS

Brad Vis (Mission—Matsqui—Abbotsford, CPC): Mr. Speak‐
er, the second petition I would like to present today is with regard
to the elimination of the federal apprenticeship incentive.
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The petitioners call upon the Government of Canada to reinstate

the apprenticeship incentive grant for Red Seal trades, index it to
inflation, link it to the successful completion of technical training
and ensure timely, predictable payments to support apprentices dur‐
ing their training.

NICOTINE REPLACEMENT THERAPIES

Brad Vis (Mission—Matsqui—Abbotsford, CPC): Mr. Speak‐
er, the third petition I would like to present today is on nicotine
pouches. This petition is being presented on behalf of small busi‐
nesses, including convenience stores. The petitioners call upon the
Minister of Health to remove the restrictions on the sale of nicotine
pouches to only pharmacies in order to allow convenience stores to
sell the product as well.

The petitioners also note that the actions of the government have
led to an illegal online trade and that it would be better to tax the
product in Canada, versus allowing American producers to reap the
economic benefits.

RESIDENTIAL SCHOOLS

Billy Morin (Edmonton Northwest, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I have
the honour of presenting my first petition, petition e-6909, which
has approximately 13,000 signatures.

The petitioners call on the government to protect the records and
testimony of residential school survivors. I know there is some am‐
biguity with respect to these records.

There is a conversation still happening in Canada. Ultimately,
reconciliation is most important when we talk about the Truth and
Reconciliation Commission. At the end of the day, the survivors
and their families deserve justice. The conversation is still happen‐
ing in Canada, but before we can have reconciliation, the truth
needs to be kept and upheld.

There is some great work that has been done by the truth and rec‐
onciliation centre out of Winnipeg, but this ambiguity needs to be
addressed by the House of Commons so that it can be a forthright
and respectful conversation going forward with Canadians, and we
can all, Canadians and indigenous peoples, move forward in a
country that is focused on a bright future together.

IRANIAN CANADIAN CONGRESS

Hon. Ali Ehsassi (Willowdale, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I would like
to present petition e-7172, which has been signed by no fewer than
13,198 Canadians across the country.

The petitioners call upon the government to conduct a compre‐
hensive and independent review of the structure, governance, prac‐
tices, legal status, funding sources and activities of the Iranian
Canadian Congress. It is an organization that has made no attempt
to gauge the interests of the community. There is further consterna‐
tion because this group has publicly opposed human rights policies,
which are broadly supported by members of the community, includ‐
ing its call for the removal of the terrorist designation of the Islamic
Revolutionary Guard Corps.

It is an organization that has all sorts of challenges. It has never
made an attempt to reach out to the members of the community. In
addition, all of its positions over the course of the past five to six

years have run counter to the aspirations of the members of the
community.

NATURAL RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT

Jenny Kwan (Vancouver East, NDP): Mr. Speaker, I rise to ta‐
ble three petitions today.

The first petition is signed by electors of Vancouver Fraserview–
South Burnaby and Vancouver Quadra, who brought their petitions
to their local MPs but had to ask for my assistance to table this in
the House.

The petitioners have raised many concerns about fracked
methane gas and liquefied methane gas, or LNG, including the se‐
vere emissions and health impacts to people and the disruption of
LNG to clean salmon rivers.

They know there is no business case for LNG, and these fossil
fuel projects will become stranded assets. They note that Ksi
Lisims is 100% American-owned, LNG Canada's phase two is 60%
foreign-owned, not Canadian-sovereign, and the Ksi Lisims and
Prince Rupert gas transmission pipelines early investors are U.S.
private equity firms linked to Trump and Jeffrey Epstein. The peti‐
tioners are concerned that hydro subsidies for these American-
owned projects have been promised and will increase household
utility costs. They also note that these projects violate indigenous
sovereignty, as the Gitanyow and Wet'suwet'en hereditary chiefs, as
well as the Lax’yip firekeepers of the Gitxsan have clearly said no
to consent.

Therefore, the petitioners call on the House of Commons, the
Government of Canada, the Prime Minister and the Minister of
Housing and Infrastructure to rescind the referral of Ksi Lisims' and
LNG Canada's phase two to the Major Projects Office as projects of
national interest; to not fund, subsidize or in any way support it, but
instead refer indigenous-owned, shovel-ready solar, electric and
other renewable energy projects to the Major Projects Office for
funding as green projects of national interest; and to fund afford‐
able housing through the Canada Infrastructure Bank and other
monies.

● (1010)

SAFE THIRD COUNTRY AGREEMENT

Jenny Kwan (Vancouver East, NDP): Mr. Speaker, the second
petition is signed by Canadians who are concerned about Canada's
safe third country agreement with the United States. They note that
Canadian law offers safe haven to persons with a well-founded fear
of persecution. They also note that a continual review of all coun‐
tries designated as safe third countries should be required to ensure
that the conditions that led to that designation continue to be met.
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The petitioners say refugee claimants in the U.S., including those

who enter the country regularly, are being arrested, detained and
deported without due process. In his recent speech to the World
Economic Forum, the Prime Minister called for the creation of
agreements that function as described, yet Canada is a signatory to
the 1951 UN refugee convention and its 1967 protocol, which vio‐
lates the refugee convention and its own laws by implementing the
safe third country agreement.

Therefore, they call on the House of Commons to instruct the
Minister of Immigration, Refugees and Citizenship to immediately
report to the governor in council that the U.S. no longer meets the
requirements for designation as a safe third country, notify the U.S.
in writing that Canada intends to terminate the safe third country—

The Speaker: In presenting petitions, we are supposed to sum‐
marize the petitions. It sounds like the member is reading the peti‐
tion verbatim. I could be mistaken. She can continue, but summa‐
rize quickly.

Jenny Kwan: Mr. Speaker, the petitioners are asking for the
government to terminate the safe third country agreement in accor‐
dance with article 10 of the agreement and, finally, to instruct the
Canada Border Services Agency to change its policy so that it no
longer enforces the safe third country agreement.

MEDICAL ASSISTANCE IN DYING
Jenny Kwan (Vancouver East, NDP): Mr. Speaker, the last pe‐

tition that I am tabling has been signed by 25 people, including sev‐
eral constituents of my Vancouver East riding, who share with me
their support and calls to the House regarding Bill C-218.

The petitioners say Canadians with mental illness should be pro‐
vided with treatment and support, mental illness is complex and can
include suicidal ideation as a symptom, and they are concerned that
the lives of Canadians with mental illness will be at risk when they
are eligible for medical assistance in dying on the basis of mental
illness alone, especially when treatment and support are not readily
available.

TELECOMMUNICATIONS
Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Battle River—Crowfoot, CPC): Mr.

Speaker, I rise on behalf of the constituents of Battle River—Crow‐
foot in communities like Amisk, Hardisty, Hughenden, Czar,
Metiskow and Lougheed and the MDs of Wainwright, Provost and
Flagstaff, who have all raised significant concerns about problems
with cellphone coverage and data service, adding to already limited
connectivity in rural communities.

Residents are deeply concerned that emergency services, includ‐
ing 911 and SOS communications, have become increasingly unre‐
liable. The inability to reliably access emergency services is partic‐
ularly concerning and has led to tragedy.

I also note that connectivity is now a necessity in the farming
sector, and when it is not reliable, our farmers are held back and our
food supply is threatened.

Constituents from my riding are asking for improved cellular ser‐
vices to be connected, especially in east central Alberta, and they
call on the government to enable policies of more competition,
more capital investment and improved connectivity across rural
Canada, which, of course, is the backbone of our country.

● (1015)

CEPHALOPOD FARMING

Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP): Mr. Speaker, I
will briefly summarize my three petitions.

Constituents and others have asked that this petition be tabled
here and that the government take action on an issue that we rarely
hear about, which is the looming threat of the commercial farming
of cephalopods. These are octopus and squid. Commercial industri‐
al farming operations in other countries are threatening to come in‐
to Canada.

The petitioners ask that large-scale aquatic farms of cephalopods
be banned in Canada, that we take action to ban the importation of
farmed cephalopod products and that we prohibit the breeding and
raising of these sentient beings within farms in Canada.

RENEWABLE ENERGY

Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP): Mr. Speaker, the
second petition I am presenting is an e-petition with over 1,181 sig‐
natures.

The petitioners call on the government, in the effort to make
Canada an energy superpower, to support renewable energy at least
as much as it supports fossil fuels. They call on the government to
commit to protect our biosphere while becoming an energy super‐
power and, in order to do that, ensure that renewable generation re‐
ceives at least dollar for dollar the same kinds of subsidies that flow
toward fossil fuels.

The petitioners ask Parliament and the government to provide a
legislative foundation that will provide financial support for renew‐
able energy at least as much as fossil fuels and ban, by legislation,
coal-fired electricity generation.

HEALTH

Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP): Mr. Speaker, this
is my final petition. It is a shame, in 2026, that this needs to be said.
The petitioners are calling for the government to declare the over‐
dose crisis in Canada a public health emergency, to call for action
related to opioid deaths, recognize that this is a public health emer‐
gency and take steps based on the advice of experts.

TEMPORARY FOREIGN WORKERS

Hon. Kevin Lamoureux (Winnipeg North, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
today I am tabling a petition from a number of individuals. Actual‐
ly, over 1,000 people have signed the petition.
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The petitioners are looking for a sense, from both the provincial

Government of Manitoba and Ottawa, of working together to try to
come up with a solution to deal with Manitoba's unique situation
related to our workforce and how temporary workers could poten‐
tially fit in.

FALUN GONG

Dan Albas (Okanagan Lake West—South Kelowna, CPC):
Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to rise on behalf of petitioners who have
asked that the government recognize the very real pain that is being
inflicted upon Falun Gong practitioners by the repressive govern‐
ment in Beijing. Recent events include a bomb and shooting threats
targeting Shen Yun, a classical Chinese dance and music perfor‐
mance presented globally by the Falun Gong community that show‐
cases traditional China before Communism and exposes these
atrocities.

The petitioners publicly call on the Chinese regime to end its
persecution of Falun Gong and to end transnational repression
abroad.

I would like to thank the petitioners who were key to this: Mike
and his friend Kelloway. I would certainly be open to meeting with
the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Transport, either in
his office or in my study, to further discuss the petition.

I wish everyone a good summer.

TRANSPORTATION

Adam Chambers (Simcoe North, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I rise to‐
day to present a petition on behalf of the residents, recreational
users, camp owners and indigenous communities surrounding Lake
Couchiching who are concerned about an aerodrome being placed
on the water, on the lake. It is a very busy lake.

These individuals would like to see more consultation done be‐
fore aerodromes are allowed to be placed in certain locations. They
are calling on the government to change aerodrome regulations so
public consultation with these groups would be required in the fu‐
ture.

INVASIVE SPECIES

Jacob Mantle (York—Durham, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I am ris‐
ing today to present a petition on behalf of residents in my riding of
York—Durham, particularly those from the town of Georgina and
the community of Keswick on the south shore of Lake Simcoe,
with respect to a new invasive species called water soldier. It was
discovered in Lake Simcoe only a short time ago and has been
spreading across the lake. It is a physical threat to our enjoyment of
the lake. It is a threat to the aquatic species in the lake, and it is po‐
tentially a threat to our farming endeavours in the Holland Marsh at
the lower end of Lake Simcoe.

Therefore, residents in my riding are calling on the government
to list or otherwise identify water soldier as an invasive aquatic
plant under relevant federal law; to nominate a single federal de‐
partment or agency to take responsibility for the federal govern‐
ment's response to water soldier; and then, to allocate sufficient fi‐
nancial and technical support to the Lake Simcoe water soldier
working group in the same way that the Government of Ontario has
done just recently.

● (1020)

QUESTIONS ON THE ORDER PAPER

Hon. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the
Leader of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I would ask that all questions be allowed to stand.

The Speaker: Is it agreed?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

[For text of questions and responses, see Written Questions
website]

GOVERNMENT ORDERS

[Translation]

SPRING ECONOMIC UPDATE 2026 IMPLEMENTATION
ACT

The House proceeded to the consideration of Bill C-30, An Act
to implement certain provisions of the spring economic update
tabled in Parliament on April 28, 2026, as reported (with amend‐
ments) from the committee.

The Speaker: Pursuant to order made on Monday, June 15, Bill
C‑30, an act to implement certain provisions of the spring econom‐
ic update tabled in Parliament on April 28, 2026, is deemed con‐
curred in at report stage, as amended.

(Bill concurred in at report stage)

The Speaker: Pursuant to order made on Monday, June 15, the
House will now proceed to the third reading stage of this bill.

[English]

Hon. Eleanor Olszewski (for the Minister of Finance and Na‐
tional Revenue) moved that the bill be read the third time and
passed.

Ryan Turnbull (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Finance and National Revenue and to the Secretary of State
(Canada Revenue Agency and Financial Institutions), Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, before I get started, I will just let you know that I will be
sharing my time with the member for Beauport—Limoilou.

I am pleased to rise today to debate Bill C-30, which is an act to
implement certain provisions of the spring economic update tabled
in Parliament on April 28. It gives me pleasure to rise to speak to
this bill. It has a number of very important economic measures that
would help workers, Canadian families and industries get through
what we know is a bit of a challenging time for our country.
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Before I get into a lot of the measures here, I find it necessary to

point out that, in the finance committee last week, the Conserva‐
tives unfortunately expended 25 hours of parliamentary resources
filibustering the bill. We saw them move subamendment after suba‐
mendment on the one amendment they had provided. They were
not translated, which means that this was used as a stall tactic to
hold up the bill. The bill, as I have said, has a number of economic
measures that are important for Canadians. We also heard Conser‐
vatives in that filibuster talk about everything from elephants and
Spider-Man to FIFA security and trees falling in the forest. There
were many irrelevant points, and I had to call many points of order
to keep us on track.

As such, when members opposite stand up to complain about not
having enough time to debate important bills and legislation, as
they did yesterday, maybe they should prioritize committee time,
which is designed specifically to study those bills and get into those
debates, not to waste those parliamentary resources and then com‐
plain about it afterward. We found out at the end of that filibuster
that, in fact, the stall tactics they had used were not actually about
Bill C-30.

All of it was under the cover of wanting to debate clauses and
provide subamendments, but we found out, on the record, when one
of the Conservative members finally stated it, that this was actually
about holding our committee hostage to extract and force out of the
government concessions on another bill, Bill C-22, which is related
to lawful access. Lawful access is obviously something that we all,
on this side of the House, want to provide to law enforcement so it
can do the important investigative work to crack down on orga‐
nized crime in this country.

Bill C-30 has measures that are important for us to get through
before the House rises. It includes suspending the excise tax on fuel
and extending that to aviation fuel. It includes a cap on the excise
tax for alcohol, wine, spirits and beer. Craft brewers have been ask‐
ing for this. Obviously, it would be capped at 2% of the escalator
on the excise tax on alcohol.

We would also extend the grace period for repayment of RRSP
withdrawals for Canadians who access their RRSPs to purchase
their first home. We would be making permanent the capital gains
exemption for employee ownership trusts and workers' co-opera‐
tives for businesses that are owned and operated by individuals who
want to sell to their employees. This is a really great measure,
something I have advocated for strongly.

We would also be lowering CPP contributions by 40 basis points,
which members opposite had time to talk about in committee. I
could speak at length to that. It is a small but important measure to
help workers to lower those contributions in a way that would not
compromise the Canada Pension Plan in any way, shape or form, so
that would be good.

The labour mobility tax deduction would also be enhanced
through the bill. It would move from $4,000 per year to $10,000 a
year. Skilled trades workers who travel for work would be able to
write off expenses of up to $10,000 in a single year, so that is sig‐
nificant support at $6,000 more per year. Basically, they would
have more of those hard-earned dollars to spend how they choose.

● (1025)

We would also extend EI support for seasonal workers. We have
offered immediate expensing for greenhouses. If colleagues re‐
member, immediate expensing was a feature of budget 2025. It is
very important, I would suggest, because it would allow businesses,
in a time of great uncertainty, to invest and make capital invest‐
ments in improving their businesses at a time when there is a lot of
uncertainty, which would not happen otherwise.

We have moved forward with a number of immediate expensing
measures, which include research and development, IP protection,
new IT technology and other forms of energy efficiency measures
that businesses can implement. It includes new equipment and ma‐
chinery as well. We have also extended it to greenhouses. Obvious‐
ly, this would help. It is integrated into our national food security
strategy as well as a measure to help growers and producers in
Canada to build more greenhouses and then be able to write that off
as a business expense in year one.

The immediate expensing measures have already had an effect in
the economy. We see business investment in two categories rising
at a pretty steep rate, over 10%, both in new machinery and equip‐
ment and in IP protection. Those two categories are specifically
covered under the immediate expensing measures that we are now
enhancing for greenhouses.

We have also made some changes to the Bank Act and the
Canada Transportation Act. Both of these measures are small but
significant. Under the Canada Transportation Act, the minister
would be able to request information from airports and allow better
policy development.

This is a list, at a high-level overview, of the measures in Bill
C-30 that I think would be very meaningful for workers, families
and Canadians. They are part of our plan to get the Canadian econ‐
omy through a challenging period while we step up to support in
multiple ways.

Obviously, the world order is a bit fractured right now. There is
lots of uncertainty, but our government is grounded in trying to sup‐
port greater self-sufficiency, domestic resilience and strengthening
the economy. We can handle the upheaval that is happening around
the world and get the Canadian economy through a challenging
time. Bill C-30 is a part of that plan, and I will mention, in a little
more detail, some of the measures that are in it.
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One of the measures I mentioned in Bill C-30 is the temporary

suspension of the federal fuel excise tax to effectively zero cents
per litre on gasoline and diesel fuel nationwide. This would provide
a savings of 10¢ per litre on gasoline and four cents per litre on
diesel from April 20, 2026, through to Labour Day. The bill would
also extend the suspension of the excise tax to aviation fuel over the
same period to help mitigate the very high costs of jet fuel.

I will take a minute here before my time runs out to speak to the
labour mobility tax deduction. Again, this is a key measure for our
skilled trades workers.

We see the Canadian economy being more resilient than was an‐
ticipated by anyone who did projections. We saw 88,000 new jobs
in the last labour market survey that was done. That is good news
for Canadians. Of those jobs, 27,000 were in the construction in‐
dustry, which is great news for the Canadian economy, especially
when the construction season is under way and we want to build
Canada up. There is a lot of work in developing the infrastructure,
housing, defence capabilities, etc. that the country needs.

Having a labour mobility tax deduction is good news for many of
those workers who may need or want to travel to contribute to
Build Canada Strong. As we build that infrastructure, there will be
more jobs for Canadians, and we will see those jobs increase, I am
sure, in the months ahead. It is good news to be able to write off
another $6,000 of travel and living expenses due to having to travel
for work. It is a great measure that would keep more money in their
pockets.
● (1030)

Mel Arnold (Kamloops—Shuswap—Central Rockies, CPC):
Mr. Speaker, I thank the member opposite for his speech and actu‐
ally admitting in his words that we are in “a bit of a challenging
time for our country.” His terminology for this may be a little bit
off when we have seniors having to live in their vehicles because
they cannot afford rent. We have record numbers of working people
and young families relying on food banks just so that they can sur‐
vive because of the ever-increasing cost of living over the last 10-
plus years.

I would like to ask the member if he would like to clarify for this
House, and for Canadians, which government has been in power for
the last 10, now almost 11 years, I guess, and is responsible for this
challenging time, as he put it.

Ryan Turnbull: Mr. Speaker, I do not know where the member
opposite lives exactly or what world he is living in, but to say that
global shocks to the Canadian economy that put challenges on
Canadian families are the government's fault is just lunacy, since he
asked me.

I think Canadians out there know the reality is that the world is
going through a number of global shocks. Every single country that
I have talked to at the OECD is going through exactly the same
things. Our government is stepping up to help Canadians, to meet
them where they are at, to offer affordability measures and supports
while we boost the Canadian economy with new investment within
our fiscal capacity, which is the responsible thing to do.

Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP): Mr. Speaker, the
hon. parliamentary secretary is a friend, so when I say a friend, it is

not just rhetoric, but I am disappointed. When Bill C-30 was first
tabled, I asked the hon. parliamentary secretary for finance if it
would not be wise to remove division 8 from an omnibus budget
bill, so that the pesticide provisions would not just be studied by the
finance committee, but go to the appropriate committee of environ‐
ment or health. At the time, he said he would get back to me. I do
not blame him that he did not have time and, certainly, I know
those decisions are not necessarily made by the parliamentary sec‐
retary for finance at all.

However, does he now not regret, having heard how significant
the concerns are from across this country that this bill was not prop‐
erly studied, that division 8 received no expert review at all?

Ryan Turnbull: Mr. Speaker, I definitely sympathize with the
member's predicament. The motion that was used to program our
time at the finance committee came from the Conservatives. We
agreed to a programming motion.

An hon. member: Oh, oh!

Ryan Turnbull: No, Mr. Speaker, what I am saying is the truth,
which is that the motion that we agreed to to program our time at
the finance committee to study Bill C-30 was proposed by the Con‐
servatives.

The committee came to consensus on how many hours it was go‐
ing to spend on how much witness testimony, what ministers were
going to come. That is exactly what we followed through with.

● (1035)

[Translation]

Steeve Lavoie (Beauport—Limoilou, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I
thank my colleague for his excellent speech. We spent many hours
together at the Standing Committee on Finance. I would like to hear
his opinion, because things move very quickly here and sometimes
we do not have time to discuss things.

I would like to know how he felt during all those hours when we
were unable to move the bill forward, when we could not make any
progress because of the opposition's filibusters. We know what
families and seniors are going through right now, and that is why
we want to move forward. That is why people elected us.

What was my colleague feeling during all that time?

[English]

Ryan Turnbull: Mr. Speaker, to be honest, I felt sort of embar‐
rassed for the Conservatives because they were on camera in public
meetings, embarrassing themselves as they were filibustering a bill
and wasting parliamentary resources. They then stood up in this
House and claimed they needed more time for debate as those bills
had not been studied.
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Again, the programming motion was from the Conservatives. We

agreed to the time frame and the process of how we were going to
study Bill C-30, and then they wasted 25 hours of time to block Bill
C-30 in times—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (John Nater): The member for
Vancouver East, we have time for a very brief question.

Jenny Kwan (Vancouver East, NDP): Mr. Speaker, the Indian
Residential School Survivors Society has provided support to in‐
digenous peoples harmed by Canada's colonial systems. They were
promised by Indigenous Services Canada that they would receive
confirmation for their two-year funding by mid-May. Today there
has been no action and their funding ends on July 1.

Can the parliamentary secretary explain why?
Ryan Turnbull: Mr. Speaker, I would have to get back to the

member opposite on that particular question, but I know our minis‐
ter has spoken to this in question period and answered the member's
questions.
[Translation]

Steeve Lavoie (Beauport—Limoilou, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as
this is the last time I will be speaking in the House before the sum‐
mer, I would like to take a moment to pay tribute to those we typi‐
cally see less of, and without whom our work here would quite sim‐
ply be impossible.

Every day, behind each of our speeches, debates, votes and com‐
mittee proceedings, there are hundreds of dedicated professionals
who ensure that this institution runs smoothly. I am thinking of the
clerks, analysts, interpreters, translators, pages, security personnel,
technicians, IT staff, administrative support teams and employees
in catering, maintenance, transport and communications, as well as
all the staff of the House of Commons Administration.

I am also thinking of all the civil servants and employees in the
various departments and agencies who work diligently, with profes‐
sionalism and impartiality in the service of the Canadian people.
Their work is often behind the scenes, but it has an immense im‐
pact. Thanks to their expertise, patience and commitment, we are
able to fulfill our mandate of representing our citizens and making
progress on the issues that matter to Canadians. On behalf of all
MPs, I would like to express our deep gratitude. Their dedication
contributes to the vitality of our democracy and the strength of our
institutions every single day.

I would also like to highlight the exceptional work of our con‐
stituency and parliamentary office employees. They are the ones
who answer calls, greet constituents, help people navigate their
dealings with government departments, organize our meetings, pre‐
pare our files and enable us to be present both in our ridings and in
Ottawa. They are often the first to hear constituents' concerns and
the last to leave the office when an urgent matter needs to be re‐
solved. Their dedication, compassion and professionalism improve
the lives of thousands of Canadians in very real ways.

Although our debates sometimes pit us against one another, we
all share the good fortune of being supported by competent and
committed people who work behind the scenes to move things for‐
ward. I would like to sincerely thank all of the women and men
who serve our democracy with discretion, integrity and dedication.

In particular, I want to thank Nancy, Souraya, Nicholas, Aboubacar
and Myriam. I am proud to work with them.

I rise today to speak to the economic update from a perspective
that hits home for me, especially as a father and grandfather, and
that issue is youth. Current and future generations are the ones
building our country's future amid an uncertain, unprecedented and
constantly changing environment. Young Canadians embody what
is best about Canada: its openness, vibrancy, curiosity, diversity and
ambition. They have ideas, opinions and talents and are unafraid of
challenges. They want to contribute, build, create and innovate.
They want a country that gives them a real chance at success. More
than anything, they want to contribute and do their part. Well, this
spring, the government reaffirmed the need to invest in them and to
ensure that no young person in this country feels abandoned by the
government when it comes to rising to the challenges of current,
potential or future issues. This is exactly what this economic update
is proposing through a host of important measures.

First, let us talk about the team Canada strong initiative, an ambi‐
tious plan to recruit, train and hire up to 100,000 young skilled
tradespeople by 2030. One of the best ways to support the younger
generation while ensuring Canada's prosperity and resilience today
and for years to come is to invest in jobs. Team Canada strong pro‐
vides Canadian workers with paid work placements that lead direct‐
ly to essential jobs building homes, modernizing infrastructure and
strengthening our security. With paid internships, up to $10,000 in
grants per apprentice and a $5,000 bonus upon Red Seal certifica‐
tion, we are equipping young people to specialize in an exciting
trade while building the Canada of tomorrow.

Then there is education. According to the Organisation for Eco‐
nomic Co-operation and Development, Canada has the most edu‐
cated population in the world. That is an immense asset, but it is
meaningless if even one young person is left behind. No one in
Canada should go without an education because they cannot afford
it. That is why we are extending the increase in scholarships and in‐
terest-free student loans. More than 570,000 students will receive
increased support, and more than 420,000 will have access to subsi‐
dized loans. That is a direct investment in young people, allowing
them to reach their full potential and contribute to our country's
growth and economic development.

● (1040)

I am also thinking of young families who have been facing sig‐
nificant increases in the cost of living in recent years due to interna‐
tional upheaval and conflicts beyond our control. The economic up‐
date accelerates the construction of rental housing and reduces con‐
struction costs. It also includes a national school food program that
will provide 400,000 children with access to healthy meals and
save parents nearly $800 a year. In addition, it provides for an in‐
crease in the Canada child benefit and the Canadian dental care
plan, as well as a reduction in child care costs.
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ment to Canada's youth and a message of hope, confidence and re‐
sponsibility. We cannot predict Canada's future. We must build it
with our young people. Earlier, I spoke about the Red Seal. The
Red Seal represents Canadian excellence in many trades. It certifies
that a worker has met the highest standards of skill recognized
across the country. Whether they are an electrician, welder, indus‐
trial mechanic, carpenter or work in one of the many other eligible
trades, Red Seal holders can practise their profession from coast to
coast to coast, knowing that their qualifications are recognized ev‐
erywhere. This certification allows workers to seize opportunities
wherever they arise and gives employers access to recognized ex‐
pertise, no matter where in the country they are located.

The Red Seal is more than just a certification. It is a symbol. It
serves as a reminder that excellence is not limited to boardrooms
and research labs. It can also be found in our workshops, on our
construction sites and in our factories. In my riding, Beauport—
Limoilou, and throughout Quebec and Canada, many business own‐
ers are talking about how hard it is to recruit skilled workers, who
are essential to our economy. They are essential to our ability to
build faster, produce more and innovate. That is why we continue
to promote skilled trades among young people, individuals in the
process of changing careers and newcomers who want to contribute
to our economy.

Lastly, Canada has what the world wants. We are a true energy
superpower, in both clean energy and conventional energy. We also
have immense reserves of the critical minerals that are essential to
the global energy transition and the technologies of tomorrow. We
enjoy privileged access to international markets through free trade
agreements with countries that represent more than 1.5 billion con‐
sumers. We are already beginning to see the results.

In just 12 months, Canada has developed more than 20 new eco‐
nomic and defence partnerships with international partners. These
efforts have helped to bring in nearly $97 billion in foreign invest‐
ment to our economy. This is just the beginning. In September, our
government will be hosting the first-ever Canada investment sum‐
mit. This event will bring together investors, businesses, institution‐
al partners and decision-makers to showcase the unique opportuni‐
ties that Canada has to offer.

We have the resources, the talent, the institutions and the eco‐
nomic and political stability that investors around the world are
looking for. Now, we also have a clear plan to turn this advantage
into growth, into well-paying jobs and into lasting prosperity for fu‐
ture generations.

● (1045)

[English]

Frank Caputo (Kamloops—Thompson—Nicola, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, it is always a pleasure to rise on behalf of the people from
Kamloops—Thompson—Nicola.

Before I begin, I want to recognize the life of Ping Beaton. She
was a devoted wife and mother. I give my deepest condolences to
her husband, Lawrence, who taught me in high school, and her
daughter, Geralyn. May perpetual light shine upon her.

With the greatest of respect to my colleague, I have to say that
sounded like a speech that was provided by a bureaucrat. He talked
about the Canada investment summit. Can he tell us where that is
taking place, please?

[Translation]

Steeve Lavoie: Mr. Speaker, as I said, the Canada investment
summit will be held in Canada. I talked about the $97-billion in‐
vestments earlier. Those are investments that Canada already has.
Every week, billions of dollars continue to be added because of our
economic and political stability.

Xavier Barsalou-Duval (Pierre-Boucher—Les Patriotes—
Verchères, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I would love to have the opportunity
to live in la-la land like my colleague opposite, but I think the reali‐
ty is somewhat different from what he described in his speech. Let
us get back to the matter at hand. Bill C-30 suggests that the gov‐
ernment would open the door to the privatization of certain airports,
and that it even intends to go ahead with this plan.

I would like to know what my colleague thinks about that. For
example, if a decision were made to privatize the Quebec City air‐
port, would he be okay with that?

Steeve Lavoie: Mr. Speaker, I will start with the first part of his
question.

He mentioned la-la land. What I find funny is that I get the im‐
pression he was talking to himself. Here is what I took from the
Bloc Québécois after watching them during the debate on Bill
C-30: They spent all their time complaining, but made no propos‐
als. The Bloc Québécois did not table any amendments during con‐
sideration of Bill C-30. It did not table any amendments, yet spent
all its time voting against the measures. It voted in favour of some
measures and against others, but it voted against the final outcome.
It did not put forward any proposals.

We, on the other hand, are in the real world. We have put forward
proposals. We have even tabled amendments which the opposition
voted for.

[English]

Hon. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the
Leader of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I would like to pick up on my friend's comment that we
live in the real world. The real world is looking pretty good in
terms of where Canada has been since the last federal election. We
have a Prime Minister who has been out and about, attracting liter‐
ally billions of dollars in commitments of investment. We have 20
trade and defence agreements. We have passed trade bills. We have
passed all sorts of substantive legislation, not only to be able to deal
with building a strong economic Canada but also to deal with other
aspects of building a stronger Canada.

I am wondering if there has been, over the last years, anything
the member would like to highlight from his perspective.
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[Translation]
Steeve Lavoie: Mr. Speaker, when I entered into politics, I want‐

ed to do the same thing I did in the private sector. I wanted the
money to be spent here at home. I am from Quebec City. Beau‐
port—Limoilou is in Quebec City. The important thing is that the
spending happens here.

Now I work at the federal level. The money needs to come back
here and be spent here. I am pleased to see the government invest‐
ing here, in our infrastructure, for the future of our children.

We need to plan for short-, medium-, and long-term investments.
That is what we are doing. There are announcements regarding the
long term. There are announcements regarding the medium term.
There are announcements regarding the shorter term.

I am thinking of the Quebec City tramway. That is $2.75 billion
invested right here at home, which will also lead to billions of dol‐
lars in housing investment. In fact, $2 billion have already been
earmarked. Government investments attract private investment, and
that is how we build Canada.
[English]

Brad Vis (Mission—Matsqui—Abbotsford, CPC): Mr. Speak‐
er, Bill C-30 contains proposed new provisions under the Privacy
Act and the Canada Transportation Act to assess the full value of
our publicly owned airports. Rumours in British Columbia dictate
that part of the new security agreement with China would allow
Chinese companies to buy airports in Canada.

Can the member confirm or deny this?
[Translation]

Steeve Lavoie: Mr. Speaker, I suggest that my colleague look at
the final vote on Bill C-30 to see how many of the Conservatives'
amendments were adopted. The answer is a big fat zero. Not a sin‐
gle amendment proposed by the Conservatives was adopted.

Their amendments were designed for the sole purpose of ob‐
structing the process. In fact, when it came time to vote, the Con‐
servatives withdrew them all.
[English]

Colin Reynolds (Elmwood—Transcona, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I
would just like to start off by saying I will be sharing my time with
the member for Richmond—Arthabaska.

It is with great honour that I rise in the House to speak on behalf
of the hard-working folks of Elmwood—Transcona. My speech to‐
day will centre on the spring economic statement, with a specific
focus on the updates regarding trades and labour. Before becoming
a member of Parliament, I worked as a construction electrician. My
last day on a ladder was actually March 21, 2025, just two days be‐
fore the election was called, and I am still the sitting vice-president
of my local, IBEW Local 2085 in Winnipeg.

When I reviewed the spring economic update, I was thankful to
see some efforts that would benefit Red Seal tradespeople through a
plan to recruit and train 80,000 to 100,000 new Red Seal skilled
trade workers by 2030, with a 50% reduction in time. To do this,
the Liberal government wants to give Red Seal tradespeople a na‐

tional registered apprenticeship number. However, the major prob‐
lem that would arise is that different jurisdictions have different
rules in place that would need to be addressed before any inter‐
provincial harmonization could take place.

Furthermore, following the implementation of this plan, the Lib‐
eral government wants to have more training and exams be online,
but as we learned during COVID, online training is not really effec‐
tive for the trades. Trades training requires real-life scenarios and
hands-on instruction. These critical classes must continue to be
taught in person so apprentices can receive training in real-world
environments and so they can become comfortable with the power‐
ful equipment they will be operating.

Right off the bat, the online testing plan and secure credentials
would have adverse effects on trade workers who are trained under
the current system. As I said, different jurisdictions have different
certification processes and training requirements. According to the
Liberal government, its goal is to build one Canadian economy in‐
stead of 13. The unintended consequence of this is that a national
registered apprenticeship number would force a top-down standard‐
ized system that would not have automatic buy-in from the
provinces. Extensive consultation would be required with all the
provinces to get their buy-in on a national apprenticeship system. It
is a bit of a “cart before the horse” thing.

Furthermore, several active federal apprenticeship grants were
shut down by the current Liberal government without justification.
Just one year ago, in 2025, the apprenticeship incentive grant, the
apprenticeship incentive grant for women, and the apprenticeship
completion grant were all shut down. In addition, in 2024, the ap‐
prenticeship service program was shut down. All these programs,
which were designed to support apprentices through their educa‐
tion, were very important to young Canadians looking to break into
the trades. They were supports I relied on when I was an appren‐
tice, yet they were all closed by the Liberal government.

Now the Liberal government has decided to enact the build
Canada apprenticeship service, with a new announcement of the
same apprenticeship grant it cancelled just one year ago. The gov‐
ernment is essentially trying to take credit for creating a program
exactly the same as the one it shut down. While the Liberals are
patting themselves on the back, many apprentices who relied on
that funding left their journey in the Canadian trades because the
government turned its back on them. The cuts undoubtedly had sig‐
nificant impacts on apprentices who were already in the training
program.
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In a 2025 article, the Progressive Contractors Association of

Canada pleaded for the government not to abandon apprenticeship
supports, explaining that 70% of apprentices used the original ap‐
prenticeship incentive grant to cover the cost of training expenses
such as tools, and 32% of apprentices used part of the grant for gen‐
eral living costs. We need to support Canadians who are eager to
build. The last thing the Liberal government should be doing is
turning its back on them.

In 2024, I read a Global News article titled, “Manitoba stake‐
holders concerned as federal government tosses apprenticeship
grants”. This article predicted the very concerns that trade workers
had with the government's decision to cut the apprenticeship grants.
Darryl Harrison, director of stakeholder engagement with the Win‐
nipeg Construction Association, was interviewed in the same article
and said, “the removal of this grant seems like a backward step to
us.”

Many apprentices counted on receiving the grant from the gov‐
ernment and not needing to get a loan. Curtis Haines, an electrical
apprentice at the time, stated that losing the apprenticeship incen‐
tive grant may have been a deal breaker for many of his peers and
colleagues who had other financial responsibilities such as bills and
young families. When I started in the electrical trade, I was a late
bloomer in the trade, with small children. I needed every dollar of
support I could get. Those grants helped me make ends meet, and
many of my classmates at the time relied on those same supports.
● (1055)

Another piece of worker policy in the spring economic update
that I want to address is the Liberal government's promise to quick‐
en the process of training new Red Seal skilled trade workers by
50%. Rushing the training of Red Seal trade workers can have neg‐
ative impacts on their education, especially when it comes to their
safety training. It is clear to me that the Liberals want to treat work‐
ers as inputs on a spreadsheet, to get workers certified as quickly as
possible so they can get each unit under way, regardless of the risk.
In reality, it is important for apprentices to have the quality educa‐
tion and training that prepares them for the job site. Job sites can
often be a dangerous workplace.

Another major issue that the spring economic update fails to
mention is that there has not been any additional funding for seats
in post-secondary institutions that provide training. For example, in
Manitoba, Red River College Polytechnic, a post-secondary institu‐
tion offering many skilled trades programs, has been forced to tem‐
porarily shut down certain programs because of inconsistent mes‐
saging around support from the federal government

On top of program cancellations, post-secondary institutions
have had to reduce seat capacity and cut the number of students ac‐
cepted into the programs. Many instructors have been laid off due
to course cancellations. Many programs have waiting lists but can‐
not expand capacity because the spring economic statement ex‐
panded funding to only a portion of the training journey of an ap‐
prentice. Red River College Polytechnic is hardly the only one.
Many trades colleges across Canada have faced similar issues.

The reality is that there seems to be a disconnect between what
the Liberal government plans on doing and the situation we are cur‐
rently facing on the ground. The Liberals are claiming that they

want to add a significant number of new Red Seal trained trade
workers, yet educational institutions no longer have the resources
nor the capacity to welcome new students. The Liberals have no
plan to address these shortages, and the longer they continue to ig‐
nore what is happening on the ground, the more unrealistic their
targets will become. This sounds familiar.

Their plan also fails to explain how they will make sure that
skilled trade workers will continue having good-paying and reliable
jobs available to them in Canada. In the spring economic update,
the Liberal Party claims that, with the team Canada strong plan,
they would be creating clear pathways for young Canadians to get
into good jobs. They are quite sure that these job opportunities will
arise, yet they are simply ignoring the fact that, according to
StatsCan, there are 207,000 unemployed Canadians in the trades
right now.

How can Canadian workers have faith in the system when the
system is not interested in looking out for them? The unfortunate
reality is that after we worked with the Liberals to pass Bill C-5
nearly one year ago, giving them sweeping infrastructure powers
with the development of the Major Projects Office, nothing has
come of it. It is a shame that we are not building in this country.
After 11 years of inaction, we have simply fallen behind globally.

For people who are not familiar with the trades, I will explain
that apprenticeship training can be broken down into two main sec‐
tions: technical training in the classroom and field hours on the job
site. Field hours are the most important part of any apprenticeship
training in the trades, and without adequate field hours, an appren‐
tice will not secure their Red Seal certification. Simply put, appren‐
tices need jobs in order to continue building infrastructure in
Canada. With the lack of jobs, apprentices are having greater diffi‐
culty completing their training.

The Liberals can throw all the money at training and programs
that they want to. However, if we want to truly support the workers
of tomorrow, we need to get trades jobs flowing in Canada. The
Liberals should be focusing on finding solutions to the problems
they have ignored over the last decade. It is not enough to just en‐
courage young Canadians who are looking to get into the trades as
a possible future to get certified, only to find out that they will not
be able to find job opportunities.

The road back from this mess starts with support for trades col‐
leges, certainty that apprentice funding remains constant, a clear
promise to never cut trades funding again, and a push to get major
projects going and to get jobs flowing back into Canada.
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Hon. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the
Leader of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I want the member to recognize the degree to which the
Conservative Party always wants to talk down the economy. It
brings me to yesterday, when we found out that thePrime Minister
went to the G7 and that 13 new deals were signed off, with coun‐
tries such as Japan, Italy, Denmark, France, Germany, Netherlands
and Portugal, five billion dollars' worth of agreements.

Take a look at the major projects that are coming down the line,
over $100 billion in the coming years. In terms of the export trade
opportunities, foreign investment coming to Canada is reaching
record highs. Investing in Canadians is something we are doing.
That is going to expand the opportunities. We just brought in a
housing component of $1.7 billion. Ontario's markets are—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (John Nater): The hon. mem‐
ber for Elmwood—Transcona.

Colin Reynolds: Mr. Speaker, these are all things that are going
to be coming, maybe, one day in the future. The spring economic
statement, we are debating today. We are talking about tradespeople
today, and those tradespeople do not have jobs.

Jim Bélanger (Sudbury East—Manitoulin—Nickel Belt,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, as a tradesman himself, my hon. friend knows
the importance of hands-on experience. With so much discussion
about the Red Seal program and Bill C-30, would he speak to how
essential access to jobs is for apprentices to complete their training
and succeed in skilled trades?

Colin Reynolds: Mr. Speaker, it is a crucial part of trades train‐
ing. As an apprentice, one gets about 300 hours in school and 1,800
hours per level in the field. Without jobs, people are not going to
have the 1,800 hours, and they will never complete a Red Seal.

Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP): Mr. Speaker, I
am really impressed, hearing the member for Elmwood—
Transcona talking about his personal background.

I have been impressed when travelling in Winnipeg, with the co-
op work and housing and building using prison labour by Shaun
Loney. I wonder if the hon. member, as someone experienced in the
trades, thinks that holds promise for getting tradespeople into a
field where we have a lot of skills gaps right now.

Colin Reynolds: Mr. Speaker, I think supporting trades in any
way that we can, and also supporting building homes, is always a
good thing.
● (1105)

[Translation]
Yves Perron (Berthier—Maskinongé, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I

would like my colleague to share his views on the provision in Bill
C-30 that gives the minister the power to approve the use of a pesti‐
cide that has been banned by Health Canada.

Does he not think that this is a slippery slope?
[English]

Colin Reynolds: Mr. Speaker, I will be honest. I am a Red Seal
electrician. I really do not know anything about pesticides.

Elizabeth May: Mr. Speaker, I rise on a point of order. I mis‐
spoke. The term “prison labour” has connotations that I did not in‐
tend. The projects I mentioned in homebuilding in Winnipeg in‐
volve people who have been convicted of crimes, have served their
sentences and then avoid recidivism by building homes.

Hon. Michael Chong (Wellington—Halton Hills North,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, business capital investment declined 0.7% last
quarter, the fifth consecutive quarterly decline. This was reported
by Statistics Canada on May 29. Would the member comment?

Colin Reynolds: Mr. Speaker, in construction, the first thing
businesses do when we enter a recession is stop building. They stop
reinvesting, and when business investment declines, so does con‐
struction and, in turn, trades jobs, so this is definitely a big concern.

[Translation]

Eric Lefebvre (Richmond—Arthabaska, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
first of all, I would like to deviate slightly from protocol, as I would
like to speak about a colleague who is held in high regard by all.
His zest for life is unmatched. I am, of course, referring to our col‐
league from Côte-du-Sud—Rivière-du-Loup—Kataskomiq—
Témiscouata, who suffered a serious medical emergency last week.
I would like to commend his assistant, Lauriane, who acted with
calm and composure. Without her, our colleague would probably no
longer be with us today. I thank her for what she did.

On behalf of the member for Côte-du-Sud—Rivière-du-Loup—
Kataskomiq—Témiscouata, I would also like to thank all my col‐
leagues on both sides of the House who have written to wish him a
speedy recovery. It is clear that we can rise above our differences
and move beyond party politics. This member is clearly held in
high regard by all our colleagues in Ottawa. Finally, on behalf of all
parliamentarians, I would like to wish my colleague a speedy re‐
covery. May he get plenty of rest and return to us in fine form in the
fall. Be well, my friend.

I am very pleased to rise in the House today to speak to Bill
C-30, spring economic update 2026 implementation act. As the par‐
liamentary session draws to a close and members return to their
communities, I want to take this solemn moment to offer a rigorous
assessment of the past few months, an assessment that, unfortunate‐
ly, can be summed up in a single word: respect. Actually, it is more
accurately described as flagrant, persistent, calculated and insulting
disrespect on the part of the Liberal government, day after day, to‐
ward Parliament, toward our democratic institutions, and toward all
Canadians.
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duly elected members gather to convey the voices, fears, hopes and
needs of over 40 million citizens from coast to coast to coast. It is
the beating heart of our democracy. What have the Liberals been
doing throughout this parliamentary session, and particularly over
the past two weeks? They have been stifling democratic debate.
They have been shutting down debate over and over through heavy-
handed closure motions on bills that are critically important to the
future of our country. They shut down debate on Bill C‑14. They
shut down debate on Bill C‑26. They shut down debate on Bill
C‑20. They shut down debate on Bill C‑9. Finally, they shut down
debate on Bill C‑30.

Elected officials did not have the time to study the legislation,
question experts in committee or amend the clauses, which needed
quite a bit of work. I have a simple question, one that millions of
taxpayers are asking: How can Canadians trust the Liberals to man‐
age their money? That is a fundamental question. The Conserva‐
tives are asking this on behalf of Canadians, who are still awaiting
an answer.

This government's contempt does not stop there. The Liberals
have shown that they have no respect for taxpayers' money. Day af‐
ter day, Canadians send money to Ottawa and ask us to manage it
wisely in order to deliver services. That is what we need to do.
However, what the Liberals have done is add more bureaucracy and
create a never‑ending financial fiasco.

Facts are facts. The Cúram software project had an initial budget
of $1.75 billion. It ended up costing $6.6 billion. Instead of calling
for an investigation, expressing outrage and saying that this is unac‐
ceptable, what did the Liberals do in the economic update? They
added another $500 million to that project. Employees are telling us
that what they need is not more money, but to be heard.

Employees working with the Cúram system have written to me
and spoken to me over the phone. They say that the system is not
working and that they are not being listened to, unfortunately. I
reached out to the minister. I offered to meet with her and with the
employees who use the Cúram system so that they can tell us what
is not working so that she could fix it. She turned down my offer.
Employees are willing to help us and to help the Liberal govern‐
ment fix this fiasco, but what did the Liberals do? They turned a
deaf ear.
● (1110)

The situation involving Maritime Launch Services is a financial
scandal. A private company is leasing a parcel of land for $13,500
and subleasing it to the federal government for $20 million a year
for 10 years, for a total of $200 million. Then the government asks
Canadians to send a portion of their hard-earned paycheque every
Thursday, telling them that it is going to manage the money proper‐
ly. It is embarrassing.

I asked the minister some clear questions. Who signed the con‐
tract? Who read the contract? When did the minister meet with that
company? I did not get any answers.

For the past few years, we have been fortunate to have social me‐
dia to keep us connected to the population. People are furious. They
are writing to ask me whether the minister gave me an answer and

whether he told me who signed the contract. They are asking why I
am not allowed to know who signed the contract. This is a flagrant
breakdown in transparency on the part of the government.

I asked the minister if I could go meet with the government em‐
ployees who are telling us that things are not working right but that
they are prepared to help us. They have been working with the sys‐
tem for years and are ready to help us because they know it inside
out. I am asking the minister to let me go meet with these employ‐
ees so that they can explain what is going wrong, because that is
our role. The minister refuses to meet with them. This is no joke.
People working for the government want to help us, but the govern‐
ment refuses to meet with them.

Canadians are frustrated about the way things are being handled,
and opposition members are frustrated about how we are being
treated right now. When I asked the minister a question about the
lease, he said he would set up a meeting so I could get to know
some astronauts. Quite frankly, that is embarrassing. I do not want
to meet with the astronauts; I want to meet with the managers. Our
role is to manage the money that Canadians entrust to us. We must
manage this money the way good fathers and mothers do and,
above all, the way good managers do. We need to use that money
wisely. We must give Canadians services that are worth the money
they entrust to us. That is our role.

However, right now, the government is operating by stifling de‐
bate over and over. The government is muzzling the opposition and
working without respecting Canadians and the money they entrust
to us.

We are getting ready to go back to our ridings, get back to our
communities and see our constituents. I hope that my Liberal col‐
leagues will also go out and meet with Canadians and listen to
them.

I have had the privilege of serving at both the municipal and
provincial levels, and now I have the privilege of serving at the fed‐
eral level. I have always said the same thing: It is a great privilege
to be the eyes, ears and voice of our constituents. I hope the Liber‐
als will be the eyes, ears and voice of their constituents this sum‐
mer, because they are probably going to be surprised by what they
hear. Canadians are not happy that their public finances are being
mismanaged. They do not like that.

In closing, I would like to share my hopes for when Parliament
returns from the summer recess. I hope the government will respect
Parliament and answer questions honestly, so that we get real an‐
swers. I hope the government will invest in the community rather
than continuing to fund bureaucracy. I hope the government will
manage Canadians' money in a responsible, disciplined and trans‐
parent manner. The people listening to us are probably thinking I
am dreaming.

● (1115)

On this side of the House, we will always be there to stand up for
Canadians and to ensure that their money is managed wisely.
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[English]

Hon. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the
Leader of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, since the last election, just over a year ago, when Canadi‐
ans voted for our current Prime Minister and a new government, we
have been listening to the people of Canada. Members will see that
listening in every aspect of our legislative agenda and our bud‐
getary measures. People are genuinely concerned about the econo‐
my, tariffs and trade, and President Trump. They are concerned
about crime. If members look at the legislative agenda and the bud‐
get, they will find a reflection of what Canadians were telling us
during the last federal election and since then.

I wonder if the member could say the same thing about the Con‐
servative Party, as the government has had a very difficult time get‐
ting its agenda through.
[Translation]

Eric Lefebvre: Mr. Speaker, I do not need any lectures from my
colleague across the aisle. This is the same member who said that
nobody in his riding was calling him about Cúram, even though
48,000 seniors have been waiting for their money for eight or nine
months. He was corrected by the government whip.

I will take no lessons from him.
Yves Perron (Berthier—Maskinongé, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I

thank my colleague for his speech.

I respect my colleague. He has a sharp mind. He is right to speak
out against closure, because this situation is deplorable. It is plain
to see that at this rate, the Liberal government will surpass the
record set by Stephen Harper's Conservative government. His party
apparently holds the record. He can correct me if I am wrong. I was
just teasing. The question that I want to ask him is the same one I
asked another member.

I am very concerned about the minister being given the power to
approve a pesticide that has been rejected by Health Canada. The
other member replied that he could not answer because he did not
know anything about pesticides. What worries me is that that is the
whole problem: The minister does not know either. That raises seri‐
ous concerns for us.

What does my colleague think of this situation?
Eric Lefebvre: Mr. Speaker, environmental issues are important

issues. I can say that, at this point, Canadians do not have confi‐
dence in the current government's handling of many different files.
[English]

Warren Steinley (Regina—Lewvan, CPC): Mr. Speaker, all we
hear from the Liberals is how great they are and that the govern‐
ment is doing so great. My question for my colleague is simple. If
the government is doing so great, why are so many Canadian citi‐
zens struggling every single day?
[Translation]

Eric Lefebvre: Mr. Speaker, Liberal government members
should make the most of the summer by going into communities
and meeting with Canadians, who will tell them exactly what my
colleague just said: People are struggling and cannot afford the cost
of either groceries or rent.

Just yesterday evening, a 53-year-old man wrote to me about
how he recently moved back in with his mother. He has a job, but
he cannot afford to pay rent.

It is time for the Liberals to get back out into communities and
listen to Canadians.

● (1120)

[English]

Gord Johns (Courtenay—Alberni, NDP): Mr. Speaker, we re‐
call that the United Nations special rapporteur warned that Canada's
temporary foreign worker program can create conditions resem‐
bling modern-day slavery. Last month, the San Group, a company
operating in Port Alberni, was fined $429,000 and banned for two
years for serious violations involving migrant workers.

My office met with those workers, and they were terrified. They
feared losing their jobs, their status and the money they had bor‐
rowed to come to Canada. It was NGOs, the Salvation Army's
Michael Ramsay and Kim Tran, a local Vietnamese interpreter, who
stepped up and helped out because the federal government was not
there to support these migrant workers who were trying to get help.
A two-year ban certainly is not enough. Exploited workers deserve
timely support, open permits and a pathway to permanency.

Does my colleague agree that this program needs to be fixed and
that there needs to be funding to support workers?

[Translation]

Eric Lefebvre: Mr. Speaker, our position is that temporary for‐
eign workers must have decent workplaces that provide the quality
of life every human being deserves. That is paramount in Canada.

Yves Perron (Berthier—Maskinongé, BQ): Mr. Speaker, it is
with great pleasure that I rise in Parliament on what we sincerely
hope is the last day before we rise for the summer. I would first like
to inform the House that I will be sharing my time with my very
gracious and delightful colleague from Côte-Nord—Kawawachika‐
mach—Nitassinan.

To begin, I will also take a moment to offer some acknowledge‐
ments, as my colleague before me did. I want to thank everyone
around us here, the House staff, especially the interpreters, but also
the staff who work for us in our ridings. I want to mention Lyne,
Dominique, Zachary, Victor and Thierry. Thierry works in both
places. He is here in the whip's office with Carl, Paule, Steeve,
Marilène, Marjorie, Michel and Benjamin. What a dream team.
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I would be remiss if I did not speak to my constituents. I encour‐

age the people of Berthier—Maskinongé to enjoy the summer and
to rest, recharge their batteries and spend time with their families. I
look forward to seeing them at our local events. I hope that they can
enjoy everything our beautiful region has to offer, whether it is the
Festival de la truite mouchetée de Saint‑Alexis‑des‑Monts in the
coming weeks, the Festi‑Force de Saint‑Jean‑de‑Matha a little later,
the Festival de la Galette de Louiseville in the fall, or other happen‐
ings in the magnificent Berthier—Maskinongé region.

I invite everyone to visit our farmers' markets. It is essential. The
people at these markets are the ones who keep our regional
economies going. We need to support them. First of all, we will eat
better. It is good for our health and the food tastes better. What is
more, it is not any more expensive and it brings incredible vitality
to our regions. I go to all the markets. There is a good chance peo‐
ple will run into me and we can chat about all sorts of things if we
are at the market at the same time. I would like that.

My task today is to discuss Bill C-30. That is not as fun because
Bill C-30 took no account whatsoever of the Bloc Québécois' de‐
mands. In fact, we were not consulted at all. Bill C-30 was intro‐
duced at a time when the government had just cobbled together a
majority behind the scenes through backroom deals. I do not know
if bribes were paid. I cannot say that because we have no proof.
However, there must have been some quid pro quo to convince sev‐
eral elected members to cross the floor, which changed the dynam‐
ics and altered the outcome of the election.

Negotiating and getting things moving is not an issue, but we are
supposed to do that and work together over the long term. Personal‐
ly, I belong to the school of politicians who believe that an election
campaign lasts a month and a half, not four years. In between, we
are supposed to work together—the Liberals, Conservatives, Bloc
Québécois, New Democrats and all the independents—to move
bills forward and work for the common good. Working together
does not mean changing people's political allegiances overnight so
that the government can make all the decisions without consulting
the opposition. That is not the mandate the public gave this govern‐
ment. I am still condemning it, and I will continue to do so for as
long as I can. The truth is, this grievance is not going away.

Bill C-30 includes a lot of problematic provisions, including
those related to pesticides. I spoke about this in my questions to my
two colleagues who spoke before me. Everyone knows that agricul‐
ture and agri-food matter a lot to me. The people who work in these
industries are especially important to me. It is on their behalf that I
am speaking today as the former agriculture and agri-food critic.
We studied this issue extensively. We heard from farmers in com‐
mittee, and there was one thing that they strongly objected to. They
were not asking for the minister to be given the power to provide
them with just about any product upon request or to stop hassling
them about health and the environment. Never in my life have I met
a single, solitary farmer who has said such a thing to me. However,
that is what the government is doing today.

As for questions and comments earlier, it is rather mind‑boggling
to see how the truth comes out in the House. I asked a colleague
what he thought about allowing a minister to authorize pesticides
that had been rejected by Health Canada. The colleague said he was
sorry, but he did not know much about pesticides so he could not

answer me. I appreciated the honest response, but it speaks vol‐
umes, because the minister does not know anything about them ei‐
ther. How are ministers appointed? They are appointed based on re‐
gional representation and based on whether they are a man or a
woman. Cabinet needs to be gender-balanced. They are appointed
based on a whole range of factors, and that is fine. That is part of
politics. However, they are not microbiologists. They are not ex‐
perts in the effects of crop protection products on the environment
and on the people who apply them.

● (1125)

I am not just thinking of the environment, but also of the farmers
who are going to apply these pesticides to their fields. If anyone
can authorize anything and people fall sick in future years, we will
be no better off. While I do not want to indulge in populism, I ad‐
mit that it is a very tempting slippery slope. With bills like this, it
would be easy to get caught up in populism.

I complained about the fake majority earlier, and I strongly criti‐
cize the fact that the opposition is being muzzled. My colleague
who spoke before me talked about this: Time allocation has been
moved on 10 bills so far, unless I am mistaken. This government is
about to beat the Stephen Harper government's record. That is quite
a feat. The Conservatives went down in history for that. I see mem‐
bers laughing, but mark my words, the Liberals are going to set a
new record. They have made a good start. It is so appalling.

We basically have a Conservative Prime Minister dressed up as a
Liberal. Is that not the case? We have a Progressive Conservative
government and a Conservative opposition. When it comes time to
vote on Conservative measures, not many of us vote “nay” any‐
more. That is my objective analysis of the current makeup of Par‐
liament. What a mind‑boggling situation.

I want to come back to pesticides and herbicides. This is also
true for the Canadian Food Inspection Agency, or CFIA. The bill
would give it more authority and change its mandate so that it is not
limited to food safety, but also includes an economic dimension.
What does that mean? Does that mean that, if a certain product
does not make people sick, then it should be approved because it
would be good for the bottom line?

How are these statements supposed to be interpreted? I am not
making this up. I read out parts of the bill earlier. It is completely
ridiculous. I cannot imagine a bill like this passing.

What really surprises me is that there has not been much reaction
from the media or the public. Perhaps that is because barbecue sea‐
son is here and people are not paying as much attention to politics,
but these laws are going to be implemented anyway. How long will
it take before we see the negative impacts? How many blunders
will the minister have to make when it comes to approving these
products?
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At the same time, I am not saying that the problems are not real.

I exchanged letters with Alberta's minister of agriculture for some
time over the past few years. She told me about a significant prob‐
lem with rodent infestations in the fields and asked me to approve a
product that I was unfamiliar with. I told her that we had to rely on
the Pest Management Regulatory Agency, now known as the Pesti‐
cides Regulatory Directorate, as well as on Health Canada and the
experts.

I have made the following comparison in the House before, but
this reminds me of the pandemic, when our Conservative friends
were asking us to adopt motions to lift the health measures in place
for air travel. Members will recall that Canada was one of the last
countries to lift them. We agreed, but nobody here is an epidemiol‐
ogist. We are elected officials with a wide range of backgrounds.
What did we say back then? We said that we agreed in principle,
but that we needed to add a phrase indicating that this needed to be
done in accordance with public health guidelines. That way, we
would not just be doing things willy-nilly.

We should add such a phrase to our Liberal friends' bill to say
that the recommendations of the Pesticides Regulatory Directorate
must be followed.

The problem is not that the analyses and scientists at these agen‐
cies are not good. The problem is that they lack resources and are
inefficient. I will give a clear example. Just last week, I read that
this agency has finally approved a pilot project to spray pesticides
using drones. Spraying these pesticides by airplane from much
higher altitudes has been authorized for years. They end up spread‐
ing everywhere, including places where they are not needed. It took
five years for farmers to be granted permission to apply them in
small doses using drones, targeting only the specific areas of the
field where they are needed. That is what we were criticizing: inef‐
ficiency and, at times, a lack of consistency. We were not asking for
just any minister to be given the power to make just any decision.
That is utter nonsense. It needs to be changed.

We are at the end of the session, everything is being rushed
through, and this is going to be passed in the next few hours. As a
citizen who cares deeply about the environment and the health of
my constituents, my duty is to protect the future of our children and
grandchildren. I must inform the public about this. This is very seri‐
ous.

● (1130)

[English]

Hon. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the
Leader of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I appreciated to a certain degree the member's comments
when he made reference to the issue of the process. However, I
would ask him to realize that, over the years, things have changed
considerably. We saw time allocation used during Stephen Harper's
government a record number of times.

If the opposition were to get its way regarding legislation, we
would never, ever be able to pass important crime legislation and
budgetary legislation without the use of time allocation. That is the
simple reality of today.

I am very much interested in the member's thoughts about pro‐
gramming in general, whether it is private members' legislation or
government legislation.

[Translation]

Yves Perron: Mr. Speaker, I am glad my colleague enjoyed my
speech. That is nice. However, I will tell him that the Liberals are
going to beat Stephen Harper if they continue on this path. They are
going to break the record.

That is not the way to do it. In my opinion, if, a few months ago,
the Liberals had included in the calendar the bills they wanted to
deal with on a priority basis for June instead of forcing us to deal
with them two weeks before the end of the parliamentary session,
forcing everyone to work until midnight and then get up at 6 a.m. to
start all over, that would have made sense. We could have devel‐
oped a work plan and worked together. They did not even talk to us
about Bill C‑30 beforehand.

The government should talk to us before introducing bills, and
we can make proposals to speed things up.

[English]

Brad Vis (Mission—Matsqui—Abbotsford, CPC): Mr. Speak‐
er, earlier today, I asked a Liberal member a very simple question:
Could he confirm or deny the rumours in British Columbia that, un‐
der the new security partnership between Canada and China and the
government's desire to sell federal airport assets, Chinese compa‐
nies would be able to buy those assets? He could not answer that
question.

Does the Bloc Québécois agree that Chinese companies buying
Canadian airports would pose security threats to Canada's security
intelligence regime?

[Translation]

Yves Perron: Mr. Speaker, I would like to extend my heartfelt
thanks to my colleague because, unfortunately, in a 10-minute
speech, there is not enough time to cover everything, and this is an
issue of the utmost importance. The fact that they want to sell the
airports simply to improve the bottom line in six months shows that
we are dealing with people who cannot see beyond the end of their
nose and who figure they will deal with the problems later.

If we sell the airports to the private sector, it will increase costs
for individuals. Some infrastructure must remain public. Not only
do we oppose foreign companies from China or anywhere else buy‐
ing these assets, but we also believe they should remain public. We
must retain control of our strategic infrastructure. This is funda‐
mental.

● (1135)

Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP): Mr. Speaker, I
particularly appreciated my colleague's comments regarding divi‐
sion 8 of Bill C-30. He addressed the issue of pesticides and said
that reducing health and environmental protections in the agricul‐
tural sector is very serious. I just want to ask him if he has any fur‐
ther comments to add.
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Yves Perron: Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague for her question

because it gives me an opportunity to elaborate on my point, espe‐
cially if any farmers are listening to us right now and wondering
whether we are still working for them. Of course we are. We work
for their best interest and in everyone's best interest. We must retain
some control. This gives me an opportunity to explain that what we
are criticizing is a lack of efficiency. We do not want to take control
away. It is important to be guided by science. A whole lot of people
in Parliament have been enjoying saying the words “science-based”
all week long, but I am not sure whether 25% of them even under‐
stand what it means when they say it.

Marilène Gill (Côte-Nord—Kawawachikamach—Nitassinan,
BQ): Mr. Speaker, I was slow to rise because I was delighted with
my colleague from Berthier—Maskinongé's comments.

We just talked about another topic, infrastructure and airports.
Obviously, I have a lot to say about Bill C‑30. I am thinking, for
example, of the work done by my colleague from Jonquière on ev‐
erything to do with the industry. In my riding, workers in the
forestry and aluminum sectors need help. The industry also needs
help, but the government is doing absolutely nothing. That affects
us back home. Budgets, economic updates and supplementary esti‐
mates address a number of issues, but a lot of other issues are left
out.

When I go back to my riding this summer and speak to people,
they will not know what the government has done for them, all the
more so because it has put their jobs at risk. The Prime Minister
said he would come to the aid of all these industries ahead of the
CUSMA negotiations, which are dragging on, yet nothing has been
done. The suggestions we made—the entirely reasonable proposals
put forward by the Bloc Québécois—have fallen on deaf ears with
the government. I do not even know if it has looked at them. As my
colleague for Berthier—Maskinongé said, we were not consulted
on what should be included in these supplementary estimates.

I see this as evidence of contempt on the part of government. An
opposition is not there simply to oppose. Yes, that is what we are
called, and we are on the other side of the chamber, but we also
have proposals to put forward. We see what is missing and what is
being done wrong. We see how the government is improvising.
That is why we are here. We are also here to improve things, for
our constituents, of course, but I think we can also help the con‐
stituents of the ruling party.

My colleague demonstrated this on the issue of pesticides: the
government decided to shift its priorities. I do not even know if the
economy is as important as public health or if it has become even
more important. In my view, it is a truly dangerous practice to al‐
low a minister to listen to lobbyists and ultimately decide that a
once-banned pesticide is acceptable after all and can be authorized,
regardless of the health implications. They can argue that this is tru‐
ly more important for the economy, but there is also a connection to
be made between the economy and security. This is very concern‐
ing.

Most of my colleagues have mentioned this, but it is very con‐
cerning. The public may not realize it, but it is our role to point out
that this is concerning, that the public's health is being put on the

back burner to accommodate certain lobby groups that are exerting
significant pressure on the government. That is our job.

I said I would talk about transportation, and I also spoke about
contempt. I would like to remind members that I represent a huge
riding. I cannot help that my riding covers 350,000 square kilome‐
tres and is mostly along the river, stretching 1,400 kilometres along
its banks. It also includes remote areas, since it is a northern riding.
Some of these areas are so isolated that they are almost like islands,
and obviously do not have access to the services available to people
in major urban centres. That is understandable, but with its bill, the
government is threatening some of our hard-won gains. I say
“gains”, although not everything is perfect.

Let us look at airports and ports. I know that airports are includ‐
ed in Bill C-30, but the government also added some ports that it
wants to get rid of. In my region, on the north shore, particularly in
the eastern part, on the lower north shore, there are 15 airports and
ports that the government wants to divest itself of. That is a big deal
to me. Yes, it is a big number, but it is also huge in terms of its sig‐
nificance and the message it sends to the people of my region.

The government says it has an amazing $25-billion sovereign
wealth fund. We have no idea how it will be funded because the
government does not have a surplus. What it does have is record
deficits. Maybe it needs some ideas. What can it do? It can sell the
furniture. It can sell its assets. It can try to squirrel away a little
cash, then say that the sovereign wealth fund is funded and will
make some amazing projects possible.

In regions like mine, this worries people. Some people may not
know this because they are not familiar with every riding, but, in
my riding, airports are the only link to the outside world. When we
say they are people's only link, that means they are the only way to
access health care. Anyone about to give birth or in need of medical
care has to get on a plane.

● (1140)

If we want to get mail from Canada Post, for example, it has to
come by plane. If we want workers, they have to come by plane. If
we want food at times of the year when the supply ship cannot get
through because of the ice, it also has to come by plane. I men‐
tioned ice, but even in summer there are ports where food should be
arriving, yet they are no longer in service. People are worried.

On the one hand, these are not major ports or airports, and pri‐
vate companies see no benefit in buying them. They really have no
interest in doing so. What worries us is that the government wants
to divest itself of assets. We are fine with that if it can make money
from it, but, on the other hand, we have seen that the only way for
the government to make money is to make cuts across the board. It
is not creating wealth; it is scraping together a bit here and there,
asking where it could find a bit of money, given that it cannot man‐
age to create any. It is absolutely incapable of doing so.
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That is what the government is doing right now, so we are won‐

dering whether it is going to help us. For starters, this infrastructure
is run down. Some of it is dangerous. We cannot even access some
parts of the wharves, even though food is delivered using those
wharves. People board boats there too. Their safety is already at
risk, and the government is not putting enough money into this in‐
frastructure to maintain it and keep people safe.

Now, the government is saying that it is going to try to sell that
infrastructure. It is going to try to sell this rundown infrastructure to
someone when it does not bring in any money. That does not work.
What is the government telling people in my riding? It is saying
that it is simply going to stop taking care of that infrastructure and
just abandon it. It is going to close certain airports and shut down
certain wharves.

I mentioned 15 ports and airports, but there are more. There is
also the Wabush airport, which is going to be put up for sale.
Wabush is next door to my riding, and the airport there provides ac‐
cess to some parts of my riding. It is actually in Labrador, but that
is where I have to fly into, like many other workers, doctors, nurses
and so on. That airport is critical for us.

I think it is contemptuous to turn up like that and make a big an‐
nouncement saying that the government is going to find $25 billion
by selling infrastructure without even telling the public about it.
The government should reassure the public by saying that, even
though the lower north shore is not profitable, the government will
keep its ports and airports and make the necessary updates. The
government is always saying that the north should be populated,
that it is a strategic territory, that indigenous communities should be
supported and that it should be developed.

These are communities of 200, 400, 500 and 1,000 people. By
depriving these communities of key infrastructure and the funding
that goes with it, the government is telling these communities to
close their doors and towns and not engage in development. There
would be thousands of square kilometres where absolutely nothing
will get done, even though there is extraordinary potential there.
What is more, people are already developing these regions. Imagine
the effect of such news on these communities when no one calls the
developers. Neither the Minister of Transport nor his parliamentary
secretary has given an answer to these communities.

Are they supposed to wait on their development projects? We
need wharves for development. We need an airport to attract resi‐
dents. We are trying to develop our tourism industry, but no one
will be able to get to our communities anymore, unless they come
by rowboat, and they can only do that two weeks out of the year,
because the water is too rough the rest of the time.

It is the opposition's job to speak out against this. It is my role as
the member of the riding to say that this does not make sense. I
have to ask the Liberals to answer our questions. I would really like
for the minister to ask me questions about these airports and ports
so that I can discuss the situation with him. However, this should
not be done with contempt. The government should not be leading
people to believe that it is going to make all kinds of money by sell‐
ing infrastructure that is not sellable and that no private buyers will
be interested in.

All of that is just part of what is in Bill C-30. That is the sub‐
stance. It is unbelievable. As for the form, the government does not
even want to discuss it in the House. This is an authoritarian gov‐
ernment. I do not like using that word, but it is increasingly applica‐
ble.

Ten years ago, I would never have thought that I would have to
say this. I spoke about arrogance and contempt. The government
does not listen; it puts blinders on and does whatever it wants, even
though the members sitting on my side of the House say on behalf
of the people of Quebec and Canada that this is not what they want.

I would like the government to listen to us and to give us the
proper amount of time to debate. The Liberals are setting a new
record for the number of closure motions. Meanwhile, silencing
members means silencing the people in my riding and in Quebec.
● (1145)

[English]
Hon. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the

Leader of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, as I have indicated, when we take a look at this particular
legislation, or any other piece of legislation or budgetary measures
that the government has brought in since the last election, when
Canadians elected a new Prime Minister and a new government, we
will find that listening to Canadians is the top priority. Every mea‐
sure we have brought in is a reflection of what our constituents and
Canadians have been telling this government, for example the
wealth fund, which the Bloc appears to be opposing. Many other
countries in the world have a wealth fund. There is no reason not to
be optimistic about Canada's wealth fund, which will enable Cana‐
dians to participate in the growth. Many initiatives have taken
place, from trade to major projects. I think of the port of Churchill
and the port of Montreal, all sorts of opportunities.
[Translation]

Marilène Gill: Mr. Speaker, I will answer my colleague's ques‐
tion in two parts.

First, when I hear that all Canadians have been heard, I would re‐
ally like my colleague to come to the lower north shore. I invite
him to come to the lower north shore and Minganie this summer to
tell people that the 15 ports and airports that his government would
like to sell off or perhaps even close is really what they asked for.
They did not ask for villages to be shut down.

Then, on the subject of the sovereign wealth fund, we are told
that all countries have one. However, my colleague is overlooking
one small detail: The other countries that have such a fund are
funding it with their budgetary surpluses. They are not selling off
infrastructure to scrape together a bit of money to set up a
sovereign wealth fund. That is the huge difference. Canadians did
not ask to be saddled with more debt.

Hon. Michael Chong (Wellington—Halton Hills North,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, it is clear that all sectors of the Canadian econ‐
omy need significant investment, including aviation, forestry, alu‐
minum and other sectors. However, investment has declined over
the past year. On May 29, Statistics Canada reported the following:
“Business capital investment fell 0.7% in the first quarter of 2026,
the fifth consecutive quarterly decline.”
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Could my colleague comment on that?
Marilène Gill: Mr. Speaker, that is just one data point. That said,

I will not defend the government. Things seem grim over there, and
there is not as much spending as we would like to see to stimulate
all sectors of our economy, particularly local ones.

I think a broader perspective is called for—a vision, even. I am
sure my colleague feels that the government's current proposal
lacks vision. The way I see it, creating a sovereign wealth fund
without actually having the money suggests a lack of vision. They
have no idea what they are trying to achieve, but they want to look
good. It is meaningless. It is basically the same thing. What are
they trying to accomplish? How are they going to fix the situation?
What is the government's vision? Maybe that explains the figures
we are seeing, but I hope this does not become a bad habit.

Yves Perron (Berthier—Maskinongé, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I
thank my colleague for her excellent speech, which was packed
with truth and clearly articulated. She spoke about indigenous peo‐
ples, who are often mentioned here in lofty terms, but who, in reali‐
ty, still face many challenges. National Indigenous Peoples Day is
coming up in a few days.

I would like my colleague to say a few words about that.
● (1150)

Marilène Gill: Mr. Speaker, when I spoke about ports and air‐
ports, I was referring to indigenous communities. I am thinking of
the Innu communities of Unamen Shipu, Pakuashipi, Nutashkuan
and even Mingan and Ekuanitshit, which need this infrastructure to
develop.

We are already aware of the needs in these communities, particu‐
larly when it comes to housing. We have also discussed infrastruc‐
ture issues related to water and employment and all manner of is‐
sues. There are already a great many areas where we need to take
action.

Now the government is saying that we might not be able to get
out anymore. It is the same for the communities of Nutashkuan,
Unamen Shipu and La Romaine. In short, this shows a lack of re‐
spect for first nations. It means the government is not listening to
them, and it is certainly not consulting them.

* * *
[English]

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Hon. Steven MacKinnon (Minister of Transport and Leader

of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, there have been discussions among the parties, and if you seek
it, I think you will find unanimous consent to adopt the following
motion:

That, notwithstanding any standing order or usual practice of the House:
(a) the motion respecting the Senate Amendment to Bill C-11, An Act to amend
the National Defence Act and other Acts, standing on the Notice Paper in the
name of the Minister of National Defence, be deemed adopted on division;
(b) Bill C-22, An Act respecting lawful access, as amended, be deemed con‐
curred in at report stage on division and be deemed read a third time and passed
on division;
(c) Bill C-27, An Act to give effect to the Final Self-Government Agreement for
the Tłegǫ́hłı̨ Got’įnę and to make consequential amendments to other Acts, be

deemed concurred in at report stage on division and be deemed read a third time
and passed on division;

(d) Bill C-29, An Act to establish the Financial Crimes Agency and to make
consequential amendments to certain Acts and regulations, be deemed read a
second time on division and referred to the Standing Committee on Justice and
Human Rights;

(e) Bill S-227, An Act respecting Arab Heritage Month, be deemed read a third
time and passed;

(f) the written questions dated June 17, 2026, standing on the Notice Paper, be
deemed to have been transferred to the Order Paper on Thursday, June 18, 2026,
for the purpose of Standing Order 39;

(g) the House shall not sit the week on September 28, 2026;

(h) commencing on Monday, November 30, 2026, and concluding on Friday,
December 4, 2026, the House shall continue to sit until midnight, except on Fri‐
day, when the House shall continue to sit until 8 p.m.;

(i) at the conclusion of oral questions today, proceedings pursuant Standing Or‐
der 38 shall take place immediately; and

(j) following proceedings pursuant to Standing Order 38, the House shall stand
adjourned until Monday, September 21, 2026, provided that, for the purpose of
Standing Order 28, it shall be deemed to have sat on Friday, June 19, 2026.

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (John Nater): All those op‐
posed to the hon. minister's 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)

* * *

MILITARY JUSTICE SYSTEM MODERNIZATION ACT

(Bill C-11. On the Order: Government Orders:)

June 12, 2026—The Minister of National Defence—That the
amendment made by the Senate to Bill C-11, An Act to amend the
National Defence Act and other Acts, be now read a second time
and concurred in.

(Motion agreed to)

* * *

LAWFUL ACCESS ACT, 2026

(Bill C-22. On the Order: Government Orders:)

June 17—The Minister of Justice and Attorney General of
Canada—Consideration at report stage of Bill C-22, An Act re‐
specting lawful access, as amended, as reported by the Standing
Committee on Justice and Human Rights, with amendments.

(Bill concurred in at report stage, read the third time and passed)
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FINAL SELF-GOVERNMENT AGREEMENT FOR THE

TŁEGǪ́HŁĮ GOT’ĮNĘ ACT

(Bill C-27. On the Order: Government Orders:)

June 17, 2026—Minister of Crown-Indigenous Relations—Con‐
sideration at report stage of Bill C-27, An Act to give effect to the
Final Self-Government Agreement for the Tłegǫ́hłı̨ Got’įnę and to
make consequential amendments to other Acts, as reported by the
Standing Committee on Indigenous and Northern Affairs without
amendment.

(Bill concurred in at report stage, read the third time and passed)

* * *

FINANCIAL CRIMES AGENCY ACT

(Bill C-29. On the Order: Government Orders:)

April 27, 2026—The Minister of Finance and National Rev‐
enue—Second reading and reference to the Standing Committee on
Justice and Human Rights of Bill C-29, An Act to establish the Fi‐
nancial Crimes Agency and to make consequential amendments to
certain Acts and regulations.

(Bill read the second time and referred to a committee)

* * *

ARAB HERITAGE MONTH ACT

(Bill S-227. On the Order: Private Members' Business:)

June 2—The member for York South—Weston— Etobicoke—
Consideration at third reading of Bill S-227, An Act respecting
Arab Heritage Month.

(Bill read the third time and passed)

Elizabeth May: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order, I would like it
placed on the record very firmly that the Green Party does not sup‐
port Bill C-22. We understand it is going to be passed on division.
We want our position on the record.

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (John Nater): So noted.

The hon. member for Vancouver East is rising on a point of or‐
der.

Jenny Kwan: Mr. Speaker, the NDP would also like to make
sure that it is on the record that the NDP members do not support
Bill C-22, likewise to my colleague from the Greens.

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (John Nater): So noted.

I believe the hon. member for York South—Weston—Etobicoke
is rising on a point of order.

Hon. Ahmed Hussen: Mr. Speaker, I just want to thank all
members of the House for passing Bill S-227, an act respecting
Arab heritage month. This is an important bill for the community
and for Canada, and I really want to express my sincere gratitude to
all colleagues for supporting Bill S-227.

SPRING ECONOMIC UPDATE 2026 IMPLEMENTATION
ACT

The House resumed consideration of the motion that Bill C-30,
An Act to implement certain provisions of the spring economic up‐
date tabled in Parliament on April 28, 2026, be read the third time
and passed.

Jenny Kwan (Vancouver East, NDP): Mr. Speaker, I rise to
speak to Bill C-30, the spring economic update 2026 implementa‐
tion act. As parliamentarians, our responsibility is to examine not
only what the government has chosen to include in an economic
update, but also what it has chosen to leave out.

Bill C-30 would implement selected measures announced in the
spring economic update, but budgets and economic updates are not
technical exercises conducted by the Prime Minister on his own or
by his narrow circle of advisers. They are statements of priorities
for all Canadians. This is the hope and vision of what our con‐
stituents expect of us: to take off our blind spots and look at the
bigger picture. What we ask of the Prime Minister today is to re‐
view what the government values, where it is prepared to invest and
whose needs it is prepared to postpone.

The question before us is not simply whether the measures con‐
tained in Bill C-30 should proceed. The question is whether this bill
would respond to the realities Canadians are living every day. This
is where my concerns lie, which is that this legislation does not not
meet the moment of the challenges everyday Canadians face. It
does not live up to the hype of the projected progressive Prime
Minister that was portrayed during the election or what we have
come to read about him. There is a dissonance between words and
action, and therein lies the problem. In my constituency of Vancou‐
ver East and in communities across this country, the gap between
policy and lived experience is widening, and the concerns around
the centralizing tendency of the government are being noticed
across the country.

In Vancouver East, constituents are facing housing insecurity,
food insecurity, gaps in health care coverage. uncertainty in indige‐
nous housing initiatives, delays in compensation programs and ris‐
ing affordability pressures across every essential service. They are
also increasingly concerned about federal priorities shifting toward
expanded military spending while social programs remain under‐
funded or delayed. Across all these areas, a pattern is becoming un‐
mistakable: announcements without delivery, commitments without
timelines, programs without certainty sunsetting out of existence,
and decisions increasingly centralized in Ottawa, far removed from
the communities they affect.
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Communities know what they need, municipalities know what

they need, indigenous housing providers know what they need and
frontline organizations know what they need, yet funding decisions
remain concentrated in Ottawa while people on the ground continue
to experience delays, uncertainty and shifting eligibility rules. This
is not administrative complexity. This is a failure of delivery, and
Canadians are living the consequences of this unfortunate reality.

I will begin with first nations education. In B.C., first nations ed‐
ucation is supported through the BC Tripartite Education Agree‐
ment between first nations leadership, the province and Canada. At
the centre of that agreement is the First Nations Education Steering
Committee. This is not a symbolic structure. It is the core funding
architecture for first nations education in B.C. It determines
staffing, curriculum and infrastructure. It determines whether first
nations children have stable access to education. It is in effect the
backbone of educational stability for first nations students in this
province.

Despite early assurances that a renewed long-term agreement
would be included in the 2026 spring economic update, first nations
partners were instead informed that only a one-year extension
would be provided. A one-year extension does not provide for sta‐
bility. It produces uncertainty, and uncertainty in education is not
abstract. It affects staffing, planning and children's outcomes. The
First Nations Education Steering Committee and first nations lead‐
ership have been clear: What is required is a 10-year renewal agree‐
ment that provides predictability, continuity and proper fiscal plan‐
ning. Reconciliation is not achieved through short-term extensions,
but is achieved through durable commitments that governments
keep. Right now, that certainty is missing.
● (1155)

The same pattern is evident with support for survivors of residen‐
tial schools. Many indigenous leaders, survivors and advocates
have repeatedly raised stable funding for the Indian Residential
School Survivors Society. For decades, survivors have carried the
trauma inflicted by Canada's residential school system. They have
carried grief, loss and intergenerational harm resulting from poli‐
cies designed to erase indigenous identities, cultures and communi‐
ties. Today, many continue to rely on the Indian Residential School
Survivors Society for culturally appropriate counselling, crisis sup‐
port and healing services.

In fact, for 30 years, the Indian Residential School Survivors So‐
ciety has provided support to indigenous people harmed by
Canada's colonial systems, the sixties scoop, the ongoing missing
and murdered indigenous women and girls and 2S+ crisis, and
more, yet despite repeated commitments to reconciliation, despite
having been told by Indigenous Services Canada that the organiza‐
tion would receive confirmation for its two-year funding by mid-
May, to date, there is still no action. The funding will end on July 1.
This delay is going to have serious operational impacts for the peo‐
ple it serves. The organization continues to seek certainty regarding
its long-term core funding.

Reconciliation cannot depend on year-to-year uncertainty. Rec‐
onciliation is not a slogan. It is not a press release. It is not a com‐
memorative statement. Reconciliation requires action. It requires
resources. It requires government to ensure that organizations serv‐

ing survivors have the certainty necessary to continue their work. If
the government can find fiscal room for subsidies for big oil, it can
find the resources necessary to provide stable support to those serv‐
ing residential school survivors.

Turning to housing, the “for indigenous, by indigenous” urban,
rural and northern indigenous housing strategy was something that
the Liberals committed to in the last Parliament. It was something
that the NDP prioritized in the confidence and supply agreement. I
fought for that. We fought for that and won interim funding of $300
million and long-term funding of $4 billion over seven years for
FIBI URN, and an equivalent amount of $4 billion over seven years
for distinction-based funding, yet the funding of the long-term com‐
ponent has yet to flow.

Indigenous housing providers continue to face uncertainty about
governance, timelines and implementation. Even as funding is ref‐
erenced in the federal announcements, there remains no clear guar‐
antee that delivery will remain indigenous-led in practice, nor a
firm timeline for rollout. While policy frameworks evolve in Ot‐
tawa, indigenous communities continue to experience the highest
rate of homelessness in Canada. In Vancouver alone, indigenous
people represent a disproportionate share of those experiencing
homelessness, despite being a far smaller share of the population.
They are the predictable result of decades of underinvestment and
policy delay.

Housing providers are ready to build. Friendship centres are
ready to build. Indigenous-led organizations are ready to build. The
problem is not capacity. The problem is execution. People cannot
live in promises of affordability. They cannot sleep in frameworks.
They cannot raise children in consultations.

Constituents are also increasingly concerned about rental assis‐
tance for co-operative housing members. Co-ops work. They pro‐
vide stability. They provide affordability. They provide community-
based housing that has proven effective for decades.
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Phase 2 funding under the federal community housing initiative

will sunset. This subsidy support is critical to co-op housing mem‐
bers whose household incomes would cause them to pay more than
the current 25% rent geared to income. If this program is not re‐
newed, more than 14,400 families across the country will lose their
homes. Rising Star and China Creek, for example, in my riding,
will be hit hard if the rental assistance subsidy is not renewed. The
expiry of the FCHI phase 2 funding without a successor program or
extension risks undoing decades of investment in this model and
displacing established community members, including families
with young children and seniors who depend on it. Access to rental
assistance is necessary to enable co-ops to be a deeply affordable
housing solution. FCHI cannot, and must not, sunset.
● (1200)

Aside from housing, Van East constituents continue to raise seri‐
ous concerns about the Canadian dental care plan. I have written to
the minister regarding applications for medically necessary proce‐
dures, including crowns, that are being rejected using template lan‐
guage that provides no meaningful explanation of what criteria
were not met. Patients are left without clarity, providers are left
without guidance, and appeals are effectively blocked.

Even more troubling are cases where some of my constituents
were previously approved for the Canadian dental care plan, re‐
ceived care in good faith and are now being told that they are not
eligible after all. In some cases, they are even being asked to repay
benefits that they already received. These are often seniors who
opted out of private dental care insurance years ago because premi‐
ums were unaffordable on fixed incomes. At the time of approval,
they met eligibility criteria and were approved. They acted in good
faith. They made irreversible financial decisions based on the gov‐
ernment's approval. Retroactive reassessment after reliance under‐
mines trust in public programs. A system cannot function if eligi‐
bility is uncertain at the outset and reversible after the fact. This is
not fairness. This is instability.

Health care affordability is another glaring omission from this
bill. Many Canadians welcomed the promise to establish an ex‐
panded universal pharmacare, yet constituents increasingly tell me
that they worry that those promises are being quietly abandoned.
They see that the Prime Minister is abandoning the provinces and
territories that did not sign the pharmacare agreement prior to the
last election. People do not care about talking points. They care
about whether or not they can afford their medication. They care
about whether they must choose between prescriptions and gro‐
ceries. They care about whether universal pharmacare will actually
become universal. The Prime Minister sent a clear message that
universal pharmacare is not a priority for him when the spring eco‐
nomic update did not provide additional resources to this key initia‐
tive.

On affordability, Canadians are increasingly concerned about
surveillance pricing. This is the use of personal data, behavioural
tracking and algorithmic systems to charge different prices to dif‐
ferent individuals for identical goods and services. It means two
Canadians can stand in the same digital marketplace and see differ‐
ent prices based on what a corporation believes they can pay. Even
when legislation such as Bill C-36 references algorithmic pricing
risks, it does not actually prohibit surveillance pricing. It does not

even name it. It does not stop it. Instead, it leaves Canadians ex‐
posed to opaque pricing systems that they cannot see and cannot
challenge.

Premier Wab Kinew has taken decisive action in Manitoba to
stop it. The Prime Minister and this government have refused to
take a stand. What side is the Prime Minister on? Unlike the Liber‐
als, who will always be on the side of big corporations, the NDP
will stand on the side of the people. That is why I will be introduc‐
ing a private member's bill this fall to ban surveillance pricing out‐
right.

Food safety is also at stake. Proposed changes to pesticide regu‐
lation have raised concerns from environmental and public health
organizations, including Ecojustice, which warns that reforms risk
weakening scientific oversight and transparency. Canadians expect
food safety to be grounded in independent science. They expect
precaution where health is at stake. They expect transparency in
regulatory decision-making. Anything less undermines public trust.

My constituents have also raised concerns regarding the Prime
Minister's intention to privatize ports and airports. Even Stephen
Harper would not dare to touch these critical assets. They are strate‐
gic national infrastructure essential to supply chains, trade and eco‐
nomic resilience. The Australian Competition and Consumer Com‐
mission repeatedly flagged concerns over monopoly pricing, noting
that user costs, passenger charges and parking fees surged dramati‐
cally. Airlines passed escalating landing fees directly to passengers
via higher ticket prices when they privatized. The Shipping Aus‐
tralia industry association noted that private port operators priori‐
tized maximizing shareholder returns, implementing heavy rent in‐
creases on terminal tenants that trickled down into standard freight
and consumer goods. If Canada goes down this track, this is what
Canada can expect.
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● (1205)

This neo-liberal playbook seems to be from another era. A broad
pattern is emerging. We are seeing the increasing centralization of
decision-making in Ottawa from the Prime Minister. We are seeing
delays in social program delivery and increased military spending,
alongside constrained social investments. Budgets are about choic‐
es, and choices are about priorities. Canadians are asking, what
does increased military spending mean for housing, for pharmacare,
for dental care, for indigenous housing, for transit and for disability
supports? These are not abstract fiscal questions. They are real-
world opportunity costs, and Canadians deserve transparency about
them.

In Vancouver East, the consequences are very real and very visi‐
ble. Seniors are relying on food banks. Families are skipping meals.
People are delaying medical care. Housing is increasingly out of
reach. Affordability is being eroded not just by prices but by sys‐
tems that are less transparent and less responsive. One constituent
described losing weight because they cannot afford enough food.
Another, a 77-year-old senior, said they are relying on a food bank
for the first time in their life. These are not isolated cases. They are
becoming systemic. As one constituent put it, on the issue of tran‐
sit, we need our transit to green commutes more than we need an‐
other pipeline.

Every budget decision involves trade-offs. Canadians deserve
transparency about those trade-offs. We are faced with deep
drought conditions across Vancouver Island, the Okanagan, the
Chilcotin and the South Thompson regions. Climate change is real.
Instead of investing in transit, the spring economic update cuts it
by $5 billion, while the Prime Minister signs an agreement with Al‐
berta to build yet another pipeline. Canadians deserve to know why
the Prime Minister would prioritize pipelines over funding for tran‐
sit expansion, especially when B.C. faces the highest and most sus‐
tained fire risk in the country.

Similarly, Canadians deserve to know why billions of dollars can
be found for military expansion when communities continue to be
told to wait for desperately needed social investments. If the gov‐
ernment believes military spending must increase, it should explain
why the same urgency is absent when it comes to homelessness,
poverty, housing and health care. Increased military spending is
happening when there has not been a robust public debate on it,
during the last election or thereafter. It was just announced by the
Prime Minister as a fait accompli.

Many constituents have raised concerns regarding military goods
and components exported to the U.S. that may subsequently be
transferred elsewhere without the same level of scrutiny that ap‐
plies to direct Canadian exports. Those concerns were reflected in
proposals such as my private member's bill, Bill C-233, the no
more loopholes act, which was defeated by the government. Cana‐
dians want robust risk assessments. They want transparency. They
want accountability. They want assurances that Canadian-made
military goods are not contributing to human rights violations or
breaches of international humanitarian law. Economic policy and
trade policy cannot be separated from human rights obligations.

● (1210)

Many constituents have also written regarding the humanitarian
crisis facing the Cuban community. They have called on Canada to
increase humanitarian assistance; support access to food, medicine
and fuel; and pursue constructive diplomacy. They have urged
Canada to work with international partners to ensure that relief
reaches those in need and to maintain an independent foreign policy
grounded in dialogue, co-operation and respect for self-determina‐
tion. Canadians understand our international role and Canada's
proud history of our commitment to peacebuilding, humanitarian
assistance and international solidarity. It is not time to turn our
backs on what has historically made Canadians proud.

Let me close with this, Mr. Speaker. This bill reveals clear pat‐
terns. Housing is delayed. Indigenous housing remains uncertain.
Health care programs lack transparency. Dental eligibility is unsta‐
ble. Survivors are waiting. Disabled Canadians are waiting. Fami‐
lies are waiting. Waiting has become the default policy, but Canadi‐
ans cannot wait indefinitely. The crisis is before Canadians. It is
time to act for the people, not for corporations.

● (1215)

Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP): Mr. Speaker, I
want to thank the hon. member for Vancouver East for an extremely
important review of the gaps between the spring economic state‐
ment and the reality for Canadians. I just wonder if she would like
to expand on any of the points she has made, because they were ex‐
cellent.

Jenny Kwan: Mr. Speaker, the people sleeping outside tonight
cannot wait. The seniors choosing between food and medication
cannot wait, and the constituents facing administrative collapse in a
federal compensation program cannot wait.

Budgets reveal values, and this bill reveals them clearly. Canadi‐
ans deserve an economy built on fairness, transparency and deliv‐
ery, not on delay and indifference. They deserve a government that
is willing to govern for all Canadians, not just for the hedge fund
managers, the private equity CEOs and the finance bros who hang
out at the Empire Club of Canada in downtown Toronto, such as
the Prime Minister and his narrow circle of insiders. Everyday
working Canadians deserve better.
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[Translation]

Guillaume Deschênes-Thériault (Madawaska—Restigouche,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, after the economic update was released, several
unions praised our initiative to develop the team Canada strong ini‐
tiative to recruit up to 100,000 new skilled workers. We implement‐
ed a series of measures to help these people, particularly appren‐
tices, on their journey to certification.

I want to ask my NDP colleague whether she will support our ef‐
forts to help Canadian workers.
[English]

Jenny Kwan: Mr. Speaker, it is quite interesting, actually. In this
sitting, in these last two weeks, the government has brought down
the guillotine for significant major legislation, including Bill C-22,
and we are poised to rise, probably by the end of today, I suspect.
What is left on the agenda, which was not actually a priority for the
government to push through, is the bill on apprenticeship to support
union workers, so there we go.

The Liberals are pretending they support unions, yet at the same
time, they are ramming down back-to-work legislation. They are
invoking section 107 to take away the rights of unions to strike. My
colleague, the member for Winnipeg Centre, has a private member's
bill on that. Will the government members support it? If they sup‐
port unions, they will support my colleague's bill on actually ban‐
ning the use of section 107.

Gord Johns (Courtenay—Alberni, NDP): Mr. Speaker, as I
highlighted earlier, a Port Alberni company was fined $429,000 for
its violation in its treatment of migrant workers, and it was given a
two-year ban. Clearly, two years is not enough. The company oper‐
ates other companies, and the rumour is that it actually has tempo‐
rary foreign workers working for them as well. It took local people
to help them out, because the government failed to be there. There
is no funding in Bill C-30 to create more funding to support work‐
ers whose rights are violated.

I would like to hear the member's opinion, first, about the pro‐
gram itself and, second, about the importance of ensuring that when
workers' rights are violated, they get the support they need.

Many people have filed complaints about employers who are
abusing the program. There has been no follow-up and no feed‐
back. Temporary foreign workers are often hired without the labour
market opinion having been done in the right way. Workers who are
looking for work are not getting hired. We hear in my riding about
abuses of workers by employers, but there is no follow-up. There is
nothing. When workers are in trouble, they are not supported.
When people complain about workers being violated, they do not
get support, and the workers they are concerned about do not get
the help they need.

I wonder if my colleague can speak about the changes that are
needed in the program.

Jenny Kwan: Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague for his advoca‐
cy for his community. It is absolutely essential that all parliamen‐
tarians stand up for all workers. Migrant workers have been abused
in this country. Frankly, both the Liberals and Conservatives, when
it was convenient for them, brought in temporary foreign workers
so they could bring down wages, suppress wages. In fact, the UN

rapporteur actually said that Canada's temporary foreign worker
program, with the approaches the Canadian government has taken,
is equivalent to modern-day slavery.

Many migrant workers are subject to abuse and exploitation, and
the member cited an example from his own community. Even when
abuses are found, the penalty is so small, so minimal, that it is abso‐
lutely outrageous. What the government is doing is allowing those
kinds of abusive practices, and sending a message that they can ac‐
tually continue. What the government can do, and what the NDP
has advocated for, is to have people get landed immigrant status up‐
on arrival. They should get status so they can be protected and not
be subject to exploitation.

● (1220)

[Translation]

Guillaume Deschênes-Thériault (Madawaska—Restigouche,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear what my colleague has to
say about the fact that, through the economic update, we are contin‐
uing to implement our action plan for official languages,
with $4.1 billion to support the vitality of francophone communities
everywhere outside Quebec. There are also various other invest‐
ments that contribute to the vitality of our francophone communi‐
ties.

I would like to hear what she has to say about the importance of
our official languages and the investments we are making to sup‐
port the vitality of francophone communities.

[English]

Jenny Kwan: Mr. Speaker, I will give an example of the chal‐
lenges that, in British Columbia, and in Vancouver more specifical‐
ly, we are faced with. With the francophone community, particular‐
ly in the education sector, the federal government actually can en‐
sure that provinces receive significant increases in funding to back‐
stop this. Do members know what we are reduced to in our educa‐
tion system for children who want to have access to language train‐
ing in French, in French immersion classes? We have to go in for a
lottery draw. If someone is lucky enough, their name will be drawn,
and then they can actually enrol in that particular school.

Many students did not get that chance, including my own chil‐
dren, by the way. When they were little, I submitted their names in‐
to the draw, but sadly, none of my children's names were drawn,
and they could not get into French immersion. That is the reality
Canadians are faced with. That is the reality British Columbians are
faced with. That is the reality Vancouverites are faced with. I would
call on the government members, instead of patting themselves on
the back to say how swell they are doing, to look at where the prob‐
lems are and to take action.
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Gord Johns (Courtenay—Alberni, NDP): Mr. Speaker, I want

to bring us back to a part of the conversation in which my colleague
talked about the government's removing regulations on dangerous
pesticides. Just last week, the Prime Minister announced his food
security strategy, and the Liberals are removing important regula‐
tions that protect Canadians regarding pesticides. At the same time,
the government is cutting public agricultural research capacity at
Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada. These cuts would close re‐
search facilities, eliminate scientists and technicians, and end pro‐
grams like the organic and regenerative agriculture research pro‐
gram.

I would like to hear from my colleague about whether, when
food security and food sovereignty matter more than ever, my col‐
league sees the importance of the government's pausing its changes
on these regulations, pausing these cuts and actually working with
farmers to protect Canada's public agricultural research system?

Jenny Kwan: Mr. Speaker, my colleague is actually on top of so
many of the issues, and he is absolutely spot-on. The Liberal gov‐
ernment and the Prime Minister snuck into an omnibus bill, Bill
C-30, a tiny sliver of reference that they would be taking away crit‐
ical regulation and regulatory practices that ensure that our food
system is safe with respect to pesticides. This is what the govern‐
ment is doing. Supposedly it is looking after Canadians and our
health, but, my goodness, what it is doing is just trying to hide this
information, and there would be absolutely serious consequences
for Canadians.

The government claims that it supports science, but it would be
gutting science. It is actually not relying on science, and it is
putting in jeopardy our health and the scientific knowledge that is
there. I would say that the government absolutely needs to pause
this insidious action, do the consultation and reinstate scientific ex‐
perts in every part of the department.

The Deputy Speaker: Before we continue with questions and
comments, and we will have time for a very short one, I will say
that there is a lot of noise in the courtyard, and people seem to be
cheering. I do not know why they would be cheering. I do not think
it is time for mirth or happiness just yet.

With that said, questions and comments, the hon. member for
Regina—Lewvan.

Warren Steinley (Regina—Lewvan, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I have
just a quick question for my colleague from the NDP. The federal
government says it is doing so well and its policies are just great,
and its members are always patting themselves on the back. If the
government is doing so well, why are so many Canadians strug‐
gling across the country?
● (1225)

Jenny Kwan: Mr. Speaker, the Liberals are patting themselves
on the back and think they are doing so well, because their focus is
all on the big corporations. It is about the CEOs. The government is
shovelling support to all of them, but everyday Canadians are all
being left behind. The fact is that the divide in wealth is becoming
greater and greater between the haves and—

The Deputy Speaker: Resuming debate, the hon. member for
Saanich—Gulf Islands.

[Translation]

Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP): Mr. Speaker, it is
a great honour, not just a pleasure, to rise today to speak to Bill
C‑30, an act to implement certain provisions of the spring econom‐
ic update tabled in Parliament on April 28, 2026. We are told that
this bill is absolutely necessary to implement the spring economic
update.

[English]

Before I get too far into discussing Bill C-30, because it is my
last chance to speak in this session of Parliament until September, I
do want to acknowledge once again, and recognize, as I think we
all do, that we are on and are honoured to be on the lands of the
Algonquin Anishinabe people. We give them enormous thanks, a
huge meegwetch, for patience and tolerance with us.

I do not get many opportunities to thank the people I need to
thank the most. We are the only party in the House that does not
receive a penny of support from the parliamentary budget, being
both unrecognized and unfavoured. I am glad my colleagues from
the NDP received funding to make up for what they lost when they
ceased to be a recognized party. I have less money, but I am here,
and I am not alone. We present more amendments on more bills
than much larger parties do, not because we want to be meddle‐
some but because we want to do the work.

I particularly want to stop for a moment to thank my chief of
staff, Debra Eindiguer, and my legislative director, Steven Parkin‐
son. They work harder than any team, and they are non-partisan. I
have never even stopped to ask the people on my staff team if they
joined the Green Party or not, because our job is to work for the
people who elected us and for the people of Canada.

In the same vein, I am very grateful to everyone on my MP team
here in Ottawa, Michelle and Anna; and also, of course, in my
Saanich—Gulf Islands constituency office. They all work very
hard, and it is their work that allows me to stand here before us to‐
day to speak to the omnibus budget bill, Bill C-30.

I have two objections to the bill. There are reasons I find this
process an offence to democracy, and reasons I find the bill offen‐
sive, but there are two big categories. The first is that it is an om‐
nibus budget bill. I would suggest it is even improperly considered
an omnibus budget bill. There is also the fact that it has been sub‐
ject to bulldozer practices to accelerate it to the point that it has not
been properly studied.

What is an omnibus bill? “Omnibus” is from the Latin. “Omni”
means that it is a lot of things. An omnibus bill is a lot of things all
at once in one package. It is the good, the bad and the ugly. It is all
in one bill. This makes it difficult for members of Parliament, be‐
cause inevitably and invariably, as is the case for me right now with
Bill C-30, there are things that I like. I will call those the good, and
I will discuss what those are.
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Then there is the bad, and there is the ugly. What is really offen‐

sive in this kind of process is when the bill is not split up so it could
be studied by committees with expertise. We do not actually have
committees called the “we will study all the bad things committee”
and the “we will study all the ugly things committee” so we could
send the ugly things to the ugly committee. If there are changes to
the environmental standards in this country or to health standards,
from my point of view as a parliamentarian, those should go to the
committees that have expertise in environmental health.

That is not the case here. Everything in the bill, whether it was
about privatizing airports, getting skilled workers, getting rid of the
excise tax or really drastically reducing protection from dangerous
pesticides, went only to the finance committee, and the finance
committee was given very little time.

How did the bill get to the committee? After first reading of the
bill, which was on April 29, the day after the spring economic state‐
ment was tabled, there were only three hours of debate in this place
before the government brought forward a motion for time alloca‐
tion on May 25. I had not been able to get a speech in at second
reading, and then the bill was passed on division. There was no
recorded vote.

Off the bill then went to committee. Which committee did it go
to? It went to the finance committee. I have nothing against the fi‐
nance committee. I have spent a lot of time with it these last few
weeks, hoping to be able to speak to my amendments. However, it
was quite wrong, in principle, to send it to a committee that does
not have any expertise and that did not have the time, because of
the rush, to hear from a single witness in key areas where scientific
knowledge, background and independent expertise could be
brought to bear.
● (1230)

Let me just go back to the theme of the good, the bad and the ug‐
ly and take that apart. For the good, I was very pleased to see in the
spring economic statement and in the funding, funding for endan‐
gered species, particularly the southern resident killer whale. My
pleasure in seeing that in the spring economic statement was some‐
what, or profoundly, undone by a May 8 discussion paper that sug‐
gested that the provisions of the Species at Risk Act would be lifted
to allow the extinction of species. Particularly at threat are the
southern resident killer whales because they are in the way of more
tankers and pipelines and such, but it was good to see reference to
whales in particular in the spring economic statement.

I am also relieved, having mentioned the May 8 discussion docu‐
ments, and I will not mention them again, that the discussion period
has been extended from June 7 to July 22. I urge Canadians who
are concerned to get their thoughts in to the government. Let us
hope that we do not see legislation in this place implementing any‐
thing that was in those discussions documents when we resume the
sittings of the House in September.

Also good in the spring economic statement, which is also found
in the legislation, is the re-establishment of incentives for electric
vehicles. There are few things for which I would say, “Yes, I would
certainly vote for that, and I am pleased to see it.” However, we do
not see any details here. One line in the spring economic statement
says, “Flexible pathways for automakers to meet Canada's climate

objectives”. We have not seen any details on that yet, but we hope
to.

There are other things. Certainly we are in favour of protecting
auto workers with a worker retention grant and anything to do to
help with housing, and that makes it difficult. We have to vote
against Bill C-22 because the bad and the ugly are thrown into the
same pot, and we have to vote on that one pot.

Now, I mentioned casually a moment ago that I do not think this
is a legitimate omnibus bill. To be a legitimate omnibus bill, all the
measures in the bill must relate to the budget in a fundamental way.
I suggest that it is pretty sketchy that there is only one quite ano‐
dyne line to be found in the whole spring economic statement as a
justification for the worst thing I have ever seen in an omnibus bill,
which is the deregulation of pesticides. That is found on page 96 of
the spring economic statement, and it only says, “Announces the
government’s intention to amend the Canadian Food Inspection
Agency Act and the Pest Control Products Act to include consider‐
ation of food security and cost of food”.

In reading that on that day, on April 28, I certainly did not say,
“Oh my goodness, ‘consideration of food security and cost of food’
must mean that the government is about to put something in that
will allow cabinet as a whole, with political consideration, to over‐
turn a decision of the minister and the department responsible after
they have done a study on the danger of a pesticide.” It does not
leap out at one. In fact, it is hidden. Not only does it not leap out; it
is hiding, as it is in Bill C-30 in division 8.

That is not the only thing I want to concentrate on, although I
will take most of the time, and I am grateful for the chance to speak
to this bill now, finally, in this place. Regarding the removal of the
excise tax, I have asked before about this in question period. The
excise tax, I realize, is announced as a way of alleviating pressure
and helping Canadians with affordability. Greens really recognize
the affordability crisis. We see it as absolutely connected to the cli‐
mate crisis. The cost of food goes up when crops fail because of cli‐
mate disasters and extreme drought here in Canada and around the
world.
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There is an affordability crisis. The cost of housing is increasing‐

ly out of reach. With respect to the cost of energy and electricity in
our homes, we could have virtually free electricity once we install
the infrastructure. It is easy to roll out solar panels, except that our
provincial utilities get in the way. In any case, the cheapest source
of electricity, reducing the cost for everyone, would come from fo‐
cusing on renewable electricity. I do think there is some promise,
although it needs a lot of work. There is a discussion paper out on
an east-west electricity grid, but to build that out, we really need to
shift off of fossil fuels and on to renewables.
● (1235)

Another point I want to make about the excise tax is that, and
this goes back to 2009, former prime minister Stephen Harper took
the gas tax, which it was then called, and decided to make that fund
permanent and at the disposal of municipalities for transit and in‐
frastructure. The Federation of Canadian Municipalities never ceas‐
es to point out that municipalities need predictable, stable funding.
One of the best things Stephen Harper did was to say that the excise
gas tax was a permanent source of funding for municipalities for
transit and infrastructure.

Bill C-30 and the spring economic statement does away with
that. The Liberals say, “We are going to have this municipal fund.
We are going to help with infrastructure for municipalities.” I was
just in Edmonton at the annual meeting of the Federation of Cana‐
dian Municipalities. They do not find the pathway to be clear.
There is no map. It is not an easy route to navigate for local govern‐
ments to figure out if it really replaces what they had in the transit
funding and how they get from here to there. While they are build‐
ing housing, and by the way, we cannot build a house unless we can
flush the toilets in that house, municipalities are crying out for pre‐
dictable funding for water and waste water. I would love to have
seen that clearly in the spring economic statement. We are getting
rid of a predictable fund, created under Stephen Harper for munici‐
palities for transit and infrastructure, and we have replaced it with
press releases.

I really hope the government means it and the money will be
there for municipalities. I also hope that the Liberals will very
quickly start to recognize that the local orders of government are
the strongest and best partners we are going to find. They are more
reliable than the Prime Minister's friend Danielle Smith. They show
up, they have shovel-ready projects, they are ready to go, and they
keep their promises. I was in Edmonton. I cannot quote any mayor
in particular, nor what I want to, as it would not be fair, but they
certainly do not feel the love right now. They do not feel that they
are engaged as partners, and they do not know where to find munic‐
ipal infrastructure funding.

We will move along to division 8 of Bill C-30, which is the most
hidden and ugliest part of this omnibus budget bill. It is the reduc‐
tions of protection for Canadians' health and the environment in the
regulations made under the Pest Control Products Act. All of this
appears to rest on one unproven, untested assumption. There is not
even a link in the language used within the spring economic state‐
ment, the budget itself or Bill C-30, but it clearly, by inference,
rests on this assumption: More pesticides are going to reduce food
prices and help the economy. That is a leap. Let us say that is
wrong, based on the evidence, in two ways.

It is wrong on trade and on ecosystems. On trade, our partners
and allies have stricter pesticide laws than we do. As a matter of
fact, historically, Canada has the weakest pesticide laws of our al‐
lies. By the way, just as an example, we were the only country in
the world, well, certainly the only country in the G20, that never
banned Agent Orange. We never banned 2,4,5-Trichlorophenoxy‐
acetic acid, or 2,4,5-T, which was half of Agent Orange. It re‐
mained legal in Canada until there was an agreement between the
U.S. EPA and Dow Chemical to not allow it to export it anymore
because it was too dangerous. Canada kept saying it was okay, but
Canadian buyers could not get any because Dow Chemical was not,
by law, allowed to export its remaining stocks anywhere. I am
thankful for this because we would have kept it registered forever,
as far as I can see.

We continue to use glyphosate while the EU is restricting it. We
also continue to use neonicotinoid insecticides. In terms of trade, it
means that Canadian food exports, grain exports, have been reject‐
ed at the border in France and in other EU countries because the
residues of pesticides that are legal in Canada on our food crops are
not legal in the EU. We should strive to have the same high stan‐
dards as the highest standards found around the world, so there
would be no country where Canadian exports would be rejected at
the border because they have too many toxic chemicals in the
residues. That would be, I think, a good place to go to ensure that
we are providing good trade links and reliable export markets for
Canadian farmers, but we do not.

● (1240)

Of course, the reason Canadian beef is not allowed in many EU
countries is that, years ago, the International Agency for Research
on Cancer in Lyon, France, found that the hormones injected into
Canadian beef increase the risks of human cancer. That is why we
lose markets there. We should strive to ensure that we have reliable
and certified organic markets for the growth and production of food
products so that we have markets in countries that have stricter
standards for health protection than we do. We are not doing that;
we are going in the other direction.
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It is astonishing to me that, when we think about food security,

we are not talking about indigenous communities. Food security of‐
ten means being able to access food off the land. I will use as an
example the Tsleil-Waututh Nation in Burrard Inlet in Vancouver,
which has been doing extensive work on restoring the ecosystem
health of Burrard Inlet. It has been planting eelgrass and doing
much work in what had been an industrial setting to get it clean and
healthy enough to produce shellfish that can be harvested for hu‐
man consumption, which is a right the Tsleil-Waututh Nation has.

Quite casually, we keep hearing from government ministers, both
in British Columbia and Ottawa, that we can dredge the Vancouver
harbour. This has been thrown about as if it were a great idea, with‐
out any consideration. They have not talked with the Tsleil-Waututh
Nation. If we dredge the Vancouver harbour, we are going to stir up
100 years' worth of heavy metals and toxic chemicals. It is not go‐
ing to be possible to harvest shellfish from an area where 100 years'
worth of industrial waste was stirred up so we could move bigger
tankers loaded with dilbit, which is a mixture that cannot be
cleaned up if it is spilled. This is all madness. It is not food security
for first nations if we keep contaminating the territories where they
harvest their food.

I will come back to the ecosystem issue. I think it is nonsense
that this would help food production because food production in
agriculture needs pollinators. The reason the EU has reduced neoni‐
cotinoid insecticides is that the insect pollinator population is going
down, which is related to the use of pesticides like neonicotinoids.
Bill C-30 has now gone through clause-by-clause and has received
all of the amendments it is going to get. It says that, if the govern‐
ment agency decides it is too dangerous for the environment to use
this particular pesticide, and it does not set out the criteria but gives
the vaguest of language, cabinet, if it decides in its political discre‐
tion to “protect national economic security, regional economic se‐
curity or national food security”, would allow a dangerous pesticide
to be used.

So be it. There is no appeal. That is it, and an extension can last
up to nine years. I am incensed that this is happening.

If people think there has never been a time in Canada where any‐
one would ever put the economic interests of an industry ahead of
human health and safety, let me quote from 1976 and the then min‐
ister of natural resources for the province of New Brunswick,
Roland Boudreau. When it became clear that children were dying
of Reye syndrome in New Brunswick because of forest aerial
spraying by the forest industry. He stated, “I don't like to see people
dying. This is one of the things I really wouldn't like to see. But at
the same time, knowing the forest as it is, my decision will have to
be with the forest and with the future of New Brunswick.”

We are opening the door and going backwards. Is there any other
country on earth going backwards on pesticide regulation? Mem‐
bers have guessed it. It is the Trump White House. This story is
from the New York Times on May 7. It states, “Trump Administra‐
tion Lifts Ban on ‘Cyanide Bombs’ on Public Lands”. It did that so
it could kill coyotes. In this country, even without Bill C-30, the
PMRA reversed itself to allow for liquid strychnine to kill gophers
on prairie lands.

We need more protection for human health, not less. If the gov‐
ernment tells us that it wants to build Canada strong, then it must
stop and think twice. It is killing the precautionary principle and
running the risk of killing Canadians. This is not hyperbole. It has
happened in the past. The government and the right hon. Prime
Minister are opening the door to the most regressive policies
Canada has ever seen to protect human health and the environment.
It is not even helpful for the economy, but they do not bother doing
the studies. They just make the assumptions and issue the press re‐
leases.

● (1245)

The Deputy Speaker: It being 12:45 p.m., pursuant to order
made on Monday, June 15, it is my duty to interrupt the proceed‐
ings and put forthwith every question necessary to dispose of the
third reading stage of the bill now before the House.

The question is on the motion.

If a member participating in person wishes that the motion be
carried or carried on division, or if a member of a recognized party
participating in person wishes to request a recorded division, I
would invite them to rise and indicate it to the Chair.

Hon. Kevin Lamoureux: Mr. Speaker, we request a recorded di‐
vision.

The Deputy Speaker: Call in the members.

● (1330)

[Translation]
(The House divided on the motion, which was agreed to on the

following division:)
(Division No. 173)

YEAS
Members

Acan Al Soud
Ali Alty
Anand Anandasangaree
Auguste Bains
Baker Bardeesy
Battiste Beech
Begum Belanger (Desnethé—Missinippi—Churchill Riv‐

er)
Bendayan Bittle
Brière Carr
Casey Chagger
Champagne Chang
Chartrand Chatel
Chen Chenette
Chi Church
Clark Connors
Cormier Coteau
Dabrusin Dandurand
Danko d'Entremont
Deschênes-Thériault Desrochers
Dhaliwal Dhillon
Diab Duclos
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Duguid Dzerowicz
Earle Ehsassi
El-Khoury Erskine-Smith
Eyolfson Fancy
Fanjoy Fergus
Fisher Fonseca
Fortier Fragiskatos
Fraser Fry
Gaheer Gainey
Gasparro Gerretsen
Gladu Gould
Grant Greaves
Guay Guilbeault
Gull-Masty Hajdu
Hanley Harrison
Hepfner Hirtle
Hodgson Hogan
Housefather Hussen
Iacono Idlout
Jaczek Jeneroux
Joseph Kayabaga
Kelloway Khalid
Klassen Koutrakis
Lamoureux Lapointe (Rivière-des-Mille-Îles)
Lapointe (Sudbury) Lattanzio
Lauzon Lavack
Lavoie LeBlanc
Leitão Lightbound
Long Louis (Kitchener—Conestoga)
Ma MacDonald (Malpeque)
MacDonald (Cardigan) MacKinnon (Gatineau)
Malette (Bay of Quinte) Maloney
Martin McKelvie
McKinnon (Coquitlam—Port Coquitlam) McKnight
McLean (Esquimalt—Saanich—Sooke) Ménard
Mendès Michel
Miedema Miller
Mingarelli Morrissey
Myles Naqvi
Nathan Nguyen
Noormohamed Ntumba
Oliphant Olszewski
O'Rourke Osborne
Petitpas Taylor Powlowski
Provost Ramsay
Rana Robertson
Rochefort Romanado
Royer Sahota
Saini Sarai
Sari Sawatzky
Schiefke Sgro
Sheehan Sidhu (Brampton East)
Sidhu (Brampton South) Sodhi
Solomon Sousa
St-Pierre Sudds
Tesser Derksen Thompson
Turnbull Valdez
van Koeverden Vandenbeld
Villeneuve Watchorn
Weiler Wilkinson
Yip Zahid
Zerucelli Zuberi– — 166

NAYS
Members

Aboultaif Aitchison
Albas Allison
Anderson Anstey
Arnold Au
Baber Bailey
Baldinelli Barlow
Barrett Barsalou-Duval

Beaulieu Bélanger (Sudbury East—Manitoulin—Nickel
Belt)

Berthold Bexte
Blanchet Blanchette-Joncas
Block Bonin
Bonk Borrelli
Boulerice Bragdon
Brassard Brock
Brunelle-Duceppe Calkins
Caputo Chambers
Champoux Chong
Cobena Cody
Cooper Dalton
Dancho Davidson
Davies (Vancouver Kingsway) Davies (Niagara South)
Dawson Deltell
DeRidder Deschênes
Diotte Doherty
Dowdall Duncan
Epp Falk (Battlefords—Lloydminster—Meadow Lake)
Falk (Provencher) Fortin
Garon Gaudreau
Gazan Genuis
Gill (Calgary Skyview) Gill (Brampton West)
Gill (Calgary McKnight) Gill (Windsor West)
Gill (Côte-Nord—Kawawachikamach—Nitassi‐
nan)

Gill (Abbotsford—South Langley)

Goodridge Gourde
Groleau Guglielmin
Gunn Hallan
Hardy Ho
Hoback Holman
Jackson Jansen
Jivani Johns
Kelly Khanna
Kibble Kirkland
Kmiec Konanz
Kram Kramp-Neuman
Kronis Kuruc
Kusie Kwan
Lake Lantsman
Larouche Lawrence
Lawton Lefebvre
Lemire Leslie
Lewis (Essex) Lewis (Haldimand—Norfolk)
Lloyd Lobb
Mahal Majumdar
Malette (Kapuskasing—Timmins—
Mushkegowuk)

Mantle

Martel May
Mazier McCauley
McLean (Calgary Centre) McPherson
Melillo Menegakis
Moore Morrison
Motz Muys
Nater Normandin
Patzer Paul-Hus
Perron Plamondon
Poilievre Redekopp
Reid Rempel Garner
Reynolds Richards
Roberts Rood
Ross Rowe
Ruff Savard-Tremblay
Schmale Seeback
Simard Small
Steinley Ste-Marie
Stevenson Strahl
Strauss Stubbs
Thomas Tochor
Tolmie Uppal
Van Popta Vien
Viersen Vis
Wagantall Warkentin
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Waugh Williamson
Zimmer– — 159

PAIRED
Members

Blois Fuhr
Gallant Généreux
Godin Joly
Lalonde Lambropoulos
McGuinty McKenzie
Shipley Thériault– — 12

The Speaker: I declare the motion carried.
(Bill read the third time and passed)
The Speaker: The Leader of the Government in the House of

Commons is rising on a point of order.
Hon. Steven MacKinnon: Mr. Speaker, as we prepare to ad‐

journ for the summer, I would like to express my gratitude to a few
people.

[English]

I want to extend my personal thanks to everyone here on Parlia‐
ment Hill. Let me start with the amazing House leadership team
who work with me every day on the multitude of details that must
be addressed hour by hour to make this place work: the deputy
House leader, the parliamentary secretary to the government House
leader, the whip, the deputy whip and all of our staff, who are in‐
credible public servants who deserve our thanks.

[Translation]

I would also like to thank each and every one of my colleagues
in the Liberal Party of Canada caucus who have backed me and of‐
fered me their support throughout this parliamentary session.

[English]

I want to thank my colleagues, the 174 proud and committed
Canadians who serve their people proudly every day.

[Translation]

I do not want to overlook the contribution made by the other par‐
ties.

[English]

They will not admit it, but we have a very healthy and productive
working relationship with the House leadership teams of the Con‐
servative Party of Canada, the Bloc Québécois, the New Democrats
and the member for Saanich—Gulf Islands in the Green Party. Be‐
hind the scenes, we certainly do not agree all the time on substance,
but we can agree to be agreeable, and that is what we do almost all
of the time. I want to thank my colleagues in all corners of the
House for their co-operation.

[Translation]

We have come here to Ottawa with different solutions to the
challenges we currently face, but let us be very clear: We are united
in this chamber by our love for the Parliament of Canada and for
Canada itself.

[English]

We are in love with our country, in love with our democracy and
with this Parliament, and we are united on that.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank you.

[Translation]

I would like to thank you, fellow Quebecker. I hope you will for‐
give us for not always making life easy for you, but you have
served, and will continue to serve, as Speaker with distinction and
dignity.

[English]

We want to also thank all of the Table officers, the clerks, the
pages, the Parliament Protective Service and obviously all of the
people who work very hard, whether it be the cafeteria staff or the
Clerk's staff.

[Translation]

It is a small community here in the Canadian Parliament. Many
of us come from the right side of the river—the Quebec side—and
we are very proud to serve our country in this way. It is both a plea‐
sure and an honour to come to work every day and be greeted by a
resident of Gatineau.

[English]

May everyone have a restful time over the summer. I look for‐
ward to seeing everyone in the fall. I thank all of my colleagues.

[Translation]

I would like to thank everyone for the great work we have just
completed.

[English]

Chris Warkentin: Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the government
House leader for his words. It is a pleasure, some days, to work
with him. It has truly been a privilege to serve our constituents in
this place, each and every day.

To begin with, Mr. Speaker, thank you for your dedication to this
institution, but more importantly to Canadians. You have served in
your role very well and with dignity, and you have brought esteem
to the chair, and so I want to thank you for that.

We thank the clerks and the House officers for their dedication
and commitment to this institution as well. They serve us in this
place, but really they are serving Canadians. As they preserve this
institution and the democracy that Canadians depend on, we thank
them for that.

To all the long-suffering House of Commons staff, we thank
them for their dedication as they deal with members of Parliament
who work long and sometimes unexpected hours. We are thankful
for their flexibility and dedication to their posts and to Canadians as
well.
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To our pages, this will be our last opportunity to thank them, as

they will be heading out. We want to wish them many blessings in
their years ahead. We have seen the character and the dignity that
they have demonstrated in this past year. We want to thank them for
their service to us and to Canadians. We wish them well as they
head out. We know that Canada has a bright future when we see
young people who look exactly like them.

To the interpreters, we could not do this without them. We have a
difficult time understanding each other at the best of times, never
mind when we are speaking different languages. We thank our in‐
terpreters for continuing to translate our words, so that we might
understand each other and understand Canadians from coast to
coast.

To my colleagues across party lines, I want to thank them for
their commitment to this country. Specifically to my colleagues on
this side of the House, I serve as the whip and they have to put up
with me, so I want to thank them for their commitment, not just to
our team but to the constituents they represent. Every day, they
come to this House to fight for the freedom and opportunity of gen‐
erations to come. My colleagues do not show up here because of
personal ambitions, but because they truly want to serve Canadians.
Every day, in every way, they fight for a more affordable Canada
and a Canada that will remain the freest place in the world. I want
to thank each and every one of them for their steadfast commitment
to Canadians. As we continue to focus on Canadians, we are
stronger as a team, and I thank them for that.

On behalf of my colleagues, I want to express our thanks to our
staff who work in our offices, both here on Parliament Hill and in
our constituencies, for their dedication to the folks we represent.
We thank them for their service.

Finally, we could not do any of this without our families. Our
families, our children and our spouses, stay at home and make mas‐
sive sacrifices so that we can serve Canadians and be in this place.
On behalf of myself and on behalf of my colleagues, I want to
thank our families at home.

● (1335)

[Translation]
Yves Perron: Mr. Speaker, now it is my turn to wish my col‐

leagues safe travels back to their ridings and a summer filled with
sunny days, BBQs and corn boils. This session, we saw opposition
members crossing the floor almost as often as we saw the Prime
Minister crossing the Atlantic.

We now have a majority government and a Prime Minister with a
whole lot of air miles. That caused a lot of upheaval and so it is
time to step back and take a little break.

I want to thank all those who help us to do our jobs as parliamen‐
tarians, starting with the indispensable interpreters and the entire
translation team, who remind us that we are not the only ones who
take French seriously in Ottawa. I want to thank them.

I also want to sincerely thank the entire team of clerks, law
clerks and analysts who help us to be as effective and well-in‐
formed as possible in both the House and committee.

I would like to thank the pages, the members of the Parliamen‐
tary Protective Service, the wonderful cafeteria staff and the main‐
tenance crew, without whom we would never be able to use the par‐
liamentary elevators, although I do not often take them, and the IT
technicians, without whom we would never be able to unlock our
phones after changing our password for the 40th time in three
weeks. Did I put three exclamation points or four? I forget.

I want to thank the entire Sergeant-at-Arms' team, the shuttle
drivers and all the House staff I may have unintentionally over‐
looked.

I would also like to thank you, Mr. Speaker, as well as those who
occupy the chair in your absence. You are all outstanding in this
role. We greatly appreciate your impartiality, most of the time, in‐
deed nearly all of the time. We are grateful for your work.

I thank my colleagues in the Bloc Québécois and in all the other
parties, as well as the independent members. The government
House leader and the Conservative whip will surely allow me to
point out that we are working for the common good, but in the
meantime, we are also preparing the country of Quebec. That is an
important clarification.

I thank the ministerial staff, the staff working in constituency of‐
fices and our assistants on the Hill.

At the same time, I would like to say a quick word of acknowl‐
edgement for my colleague from Saint-Hyacinthe—Bagot—Acton,
who has decided to move on to explore new horizons. Our es‐
teemed comrade-in-arms will be missed.

I want to thank our constituents for the honour of allowing us to
represent them. I also want to thank our family members, who
sometimes miss us when we are not around, but later realize that
our absence can be a refreshing experience too.

On behalf of myself and the Bloc Québécois, I wish all Quebeck‐
ers a wonderful national holiday. I also wish all of our brothers and
sisters in francophone minority communities across Canada a very
happy Saint-Jean-Baptiste Day. Lastly, to our first nations brothers
and sisters, have a wonderful June 21.

I hope everyone has a great summer, and I look forward to seeing
my colleagues again in September.

● (1340)

[English]

Heather McPherson: Mr. Speaker, I would also like to take a
moment, on behalf of New Democrats, to thank all the people who
make the work that we do in the House possible. We all often come
here thinking that we are the most important people in this place,
and after just a very short amount of time here, we all realize that it
is, in fact, all of those who do not stand in the House of Commons,
all of those who do the work behind us, who make this place run so
very well.
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We are all so grateful for the work that they do, to everyone at

the table, to the clerks and to our incredible pages. We are going to
have to get our own water all summer. It is a hardship that we are
going to have to bear.

To the Journals and the Hansard staff, I do not understand how
they keep their decorum and make us sound much smarter than we
sometimes deserve. To the security personnel, to the Sergeant-at-
Arms, I thank them so much for keeping us safe in this moment,
when times become much more dangerous as we go.

To the food services staff and the cafeteria staff who keep us fed,
we are so grateful for that. I thank them. I thank the maintenance
and client service personnel, the legal staff who keep us out of trou‐
ble, and the Library of Parliament staff, who make us sound
smarter than I know we all are. I thank the tech staff, the IT staff
who keep our phones running and keep our technology going for
us. I thank the Speaker and the Speaker's office, and of course our
incredible interpreters, who ask us so gently and kindly to send our
notes, and we only sometimes do. I want to thank them very much
as well.

On my end, I also want to make sure that I thank the New
Democrats' staff. It has been a difficult year for many of us. I am so
very grateful for Blake, Christine, Jen, Peter and every one of the
staff, who have been with us and who have done the important
work.

I would like to echo the thanks we have heard from other parties.
Our families endure an awful lot while we come to do our work in
this place. I also want to thank our families.

I want to take this moment to encourage every one of us to go
back to our ridings and to reflect on the great privilege that we have
in serving in this place, and to come back in September perhaps
kinder, perhaps more forgiving and perhaps more interested in
rolling up our sleeves and getting to work for Canadians.
● (1345)

[Translation]
Elizabeth May: Mr. Speaker, I think that my colleagues have

thanked everyone already. I hope that no one was left out. I would
like to send everyone my best wishes for the summer. May they all
take good care of themselves and stay united for Canada.
[English]

We will be back in September. Let us stand united across party
lines. This country is a country that has more in common than in
difference. What makes this country the best place in the world to
live in is that we take care of each other and love our neighbours.
No matter what may be going on around us, know that we are
blessed.

The Speaker: Dear colleagues, as we prepare to focus on our
families and our constituents, I too wish to take a moment to thank
all those who have made it possible for us to do our work here in
the House of Commons.
[Translation]

On behalf of all members, I want to sincerely thank the adminis‐
tration employees who make our work possible: the interpreters, the

IT team, the maintenance staff, clerks and pages, the broadcasting
team and the Parliamentary Protective Service staff who are there
day in and day out to keep us safe.

I also want to thank Library of Parliament staff and food services
employees. Their service is an inspiration to us, and we are forever
grateful to them.

[English]

To all, I wish a wonderful summer and, especially, a safe sum‐
mer. I wish for everyone to be safe.

[Translation]

Take care everyone.

[English]

Before we say our goodbyes after question period, it is my duty
pursuant to Standing Order 38 to inform the House that the ques‐
tions to be raised this afternoon at the time of adjournment are as
follows: the hon. member for Sherwood Park—Fort Saskatchewan,
Employment; the hon. member for York—Durham, Taxation.

SITTING SUSPENDED

The Speaker: The sitting is suspended to the call of the Chair.

(The sitting of the House was suspended at 1:48 p.m.)

SITTING RESUMED

(The House resumed at 2 p.m.)

STATEMENTS BY MEMBERS

● (1400)

[English]

CLEAN WATER

Leah Gazan (Winnipeg Centre, NDP): Mr. Speaker, this has
been one of the most disappointing years of my nearly seven years
in Parliament, watching the Carney government bulldoze constitu‐
tional rights and human rights. The final blow came this week when
the Liberals tabled new water legislation after years of failing to
end long-term boil advisories. This bill does not recognize safe,
clean water as a human right for first nations. Worse, it limits pro‐
tections to reserve boundaries while ignoring aboriginal title and
the reality that pollution from resource extraction flows beyond re‐
serve lines, contaminating the waters our nations depend on.
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As the session ends, I will return home to Winnipeg Centre,

which I have lovingly nicknamed “the centre of the universe”. It is
a community built on care and solidarity, where we understand the
importance of always placing community at the centre. I will rest,
restore my spirit and return in the fall ready to keep fighting for a
better future for everyone.

* * *

STANLEY CUP
Marcus Powlowski (Thunder Bay—Rainy River, Lib.): Mr.

Speaker, if we as Canadians ask ourselves what things, what events,
define who we are as a people, I think we would be hard-pressed to
find anything more quintessentially Canadian than the triumphant
moment when the captain of the Stanley Cup-winning team hoists
the cup over his head. It is the moment many of us grow up dream‐
ing about. Very few of us actually get to live that dream. However,
one of my constituents did last Sunday, as Jordan Staal accepted the
cup on behalf of the Carolina Hurricanes, hoisted it in the air and,
for a moment, became king of Canada. Not only that, but he won
the Conn Smythe Trophy as the playoff most valuable player. Sin‐
cerely, I think a lot of Canadians would agree with me in saying
that life does not get any better than that.

I offer my congratulations to Jordan, and we look forward to him
bringing home the cup this summer.

* * *

CARDIAC SAFETY
Alex Ruff (Bruce—Grey—Owen Sound, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I

rise today to recognize the family-run Tyson Downs Association
for donating a new AED SaveStation at Harrison Park in Owen
Sound. Tyson Downs was an exceptional 18-year-old athlete and
lacrosse player who passed away suddenly in 2023 as the result of
cardiac arrest. Yesterday, this new SaveStation was officially un‐
veiled just outside the Harrison Park Inn in Owen Sound. It houses
an automated external defibrillator that is now available to the pub‐
lic 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. Harrison Park is one of the busi‐
est public spaces in our community. Families, athletes, visitors and
community groups use it throughout the year. In an emergency,
having an AED close by can make the difference between life and
death.

I want to thank the Tyson Downs Association, SaveStation, the
Owen Sound Attack, the City of Owen Sound and everyone who
helped make this possible. I congratulate them and thank them for
helping to improve cardiac safety in our community.

* * *

FIFA WORLD CUP
Amandeep Sodhi (Brampton Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, olé,

olé, olé. Today I rise with great pride as Canada competes on the
world stage at the FIFA World Cup. This year, team Canada in‐
cludes six players from Brampton: Tajon Buchanan, Promise
David, Cyle Larin, Liam Millar, Jonathan Osorio and Jayden Nel‐
son. Their talent, discipline and dedication are a true reflection of
the hard work that it takes to compete at the highest level. This is a
remarkable achievement.

I would also like to take a moment to recognize the parents,
coaches, volunteers and families who work day and night to sup‐
port our young athletes and push them to believe in our country. To
all of the players, Canada is cheering them on. On behalf of all
members of the House, I would like to wish team Canada the best
of luck as they represent our country on the international stage. To‐
gether, let us make Canada proud.

Go Canada, go!

* * *
[Translation]

HOCKEY NIGHT IN CANADA
Richard Martel (Chicoutimi—Le Fjord, CPC): Mr. Speaker,

after nearly 75 years, a chapter in history is coming to a close. Like
so many Canadians, I remember how my family and I would be
glued to the screen on Saturday evenings, watching the Montreal
Canadiens led by Lecavalier, Garneau and Pagé.

[English]

When I was a coach, I watched Hockey Night in Canada. The
brand remains a national legend, and its iconic theme song became
our second national anthem. Led by memorable icons like Foster
Hewitt, Bob Cole, Danny Gallivan and Ron MacLean, this broad‐
cast perfectly connected our country.
● (1405)

[Translation]

It inspired thousands of young people to take to the ice and join
in our national sport, which brings our francophone and anglophone
communities together.

[English]

Even without Hockey Night in Canada on TV, its mission will
continue to resonate from coast to coast.

* * *

SHAWARMA FEST
Hon. Mona Fortier (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister

of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I am sure you are one who
appreciates a great shawarma. On June 7, the second edition of the
shawarma festival was held in my riding in the Byward Market.
More than 20,000 people attended. It was a massive success and a
very tasty one.

A major highlight was the successful attempt to set a new Guin‐
ness World Record for the longest shawarma wrap in the world,
which reached an impressive length of 373.53 metres. Imagine that.
This remarkable effort resulted in a total of 2,451 sandwiches that
were donated to the Shepherds of Good Hope.

[Translation]

What is more, I had the privilege of serving as a judge to crown
the best shawarma in Ottawa. After tasting nine shawarmas, Bous‐
tan took first prize, with 3 Brothers and Shawarma Palace coming
in second and third, respectively.
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[English]

I want to thank Moe Mosalam and the Giza Entertainment team
for hosting an incredible event. This is proof that when our commu‐
nity comes together, we do not just break records. We build a
stronger, more caring city for everyone.

* * *

ANNIVERSARY OF CANADIAN CONFEDERATION
Michael Barrett (Leeds—Grenville—Thousand Islands—

Rideau Lakes, CPC): Mr. Speaker, as Canada prepares to cele‐
brate its 159th birthday, we have every reason to be proud of the
country we call home. In Leeds—Grenville—Thousand Islands—
Rideau Lakes, that story is written into our landscape. The Rideau
Canal helped build a young nation. The Thousand Islands became
one of Canada's great treasures. Our farmers have fed Canadians
for generations. In every major conflict since Confederation, the
men and women of our communities have answered the call to
serve. Their story is Canada's story. It is a nation built with hard
work by people who served when called and left a stronger country
for the next generation.

As we look ahead to July 1, may we celebrate the courage, ser‐
vice and sacrifice that built the Canada we are all proud to call
home.

* * *

COLLEGE INNOVATION
Ryan Turnbull (Whitby, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I could not be

more proud that Durham College is helping shape Canada's future
through innovation, talent and technology. Under the leadership at
Durham College's centre for innovation and research, its AI Hub
and Mixed Reality Capture Studio are helping Canadian businesses
adopt emerging technologies, improve productivity and bring new
products to market.

As members of Tech-Access Canada, these centres connect small
and medium-sized businesses, including those in my riding of
Whitby, with specialized expertise, equipment and applied research
support. Through our government's AI for all strategy and renewed
financial support for the college and community innovation pro‐
gram in the spring economic update, which funds the Tech-Access
centres, Durham College will be able to support hundreds of Cana‐
dian companies in adopting artificial intelligence, commercializing
new technologies and competing globally.

I want to say, on behalf of all members on this side of the House,
congratulations to Durham College for all the work it does to en‐
sure that Canadian innovators succeed.

* * *

PHILIP RODERICK MACAULAY
Greg McLean (Calgary Centre, CPC): Mr. Speaker, today we

honour the life and legacy of Philip Roderick MacAulay, a long-
time president of the Royal Canadian Legion Calgary No. 1
Branch, who passed away on June 11. For more than 50 years, Phil
dedicated himself to the Legion, serving veterans, supporting his
community and working tirelessly to ensure that the branch re‐
mained a vibrant place. A proud navy veteran, Phil spent decades in

service, including 20 years as branch president, and earned the Le‐
gion's Meritorious Service Medal.

We remember Phil for his humour, his generosity and his unwa‐
vering commitment to keeping the Legion relevant for all. Phil's
loss will be deeply felt, especially by his wife of 37 years, Susan,
who continues her own service to the Royal Canadian Legion Cal‐
gary No. 1 Branch. I will miss Phil at Remembrance Day cere‐
monies and Legion events, for he was a constant presence.

On behalf of this House, I extend our heartfelt condolences. May
we all strive to carry forward Phil's spirit of service and remem‐
brance.

Lest we forget.

* * *
● (1410)

[Translation]

JÉRÔME DUPRAS

Patrick Bonin (Repentigny, BQ): Mr. Speaker, it is official:
Quebec has its own Leonardo da Vinci. I am talking about Jérôme
Dupras, a researcher, professor, musician, and now, Quebec's chief
scientist.

That is right, the bass player for the Cowboys Fringants, who is
also an economic and ecological specialist and professor at the Uni‐
versité du Québec en Outaouais, was appointed chief scientist of
Quebec. This great man, whose heart is in L'Assomption, will ad‐
vise the government on scientific matters, lead the Fonds de
recherche du Québec and promote science, particularly among
young people.

It is not just the Cowboys' music being showcased on the world
stage. Jérôme Dupras's expertise has earned him two major and
prestigious research chairs, including one with UNESCO. This
renowned scientist and influential artist is also a remarkable envi‐
ronmental entrepreneur and an exceptional communicator.

On behalf of the Bloc Québécois, and from one environmental
activist to another, I wish my friend every success. May Quebec
benefit from his sound advice.

* * *
[English]

GRADUATION CONGRATULATIONS

Hon. Jenna Sudds (Kanata, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, graduation sea‐
son is under way, and right now, students across Kanata, Carp,
Bells Corners and Stittsville are crossing stages, celebrating one of
the biggest milestones in their lives. The class of 2026 has earned
this. Years of hard work, perseverance, late nights and the friend‐
ships they built along the way have all led to this moment.
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Whether they are heading to university or college, learning a

skilled trade or doing something entirely new, the path forward is
theirs to shape. The future is full of possibilities, and I have no
doubt that each one of them will make a meaningful contribution to
their community and their country.

I also want to thank the families, teachers, mentors and school
staff whose support has helped make this achievement possible.

Congratulations, class of 2026. Be proud of all that you have ac‐
complished. The future is bright, and I look forward to all they will
accomplish.

* * *

CANADIAN DEMOCRACY
Shuvaloy Majumdar (Calgary Heritage, CPC): Mr. Speaker,

1867 brought a sacred covenant, with free people governing them‐
selves, rising above region and religion and building a sovereign
nation on ordered liberty, under laws we wrote ourselves. That
promise was betrayed by decades of central control.

The Laurentian consensus treated provinces as problems to man‐
age. Resource wealth was redistributed, development was blocked
and jurisdictions were ignored. It was an ideological project from
Trudeau the father, which was continued by the son.

Canadians reject it. We hunger for restoration. Canada is the
third-oldest democracy on the planet. It is the heir to the Magna
Carta and the Declaration of the Rights of Man and the Citizen.
Any self-respecting nation fights for its existence. Ours is a federa‐
tion of equal partners and a vital contribution to the most successful
civilization in history. It is being dismantled and it must be re‐
stored.

The choice is clear. Either we decline as a grievance-ridden mid‐
dle power under central control or reclaim the strength and ambi‐
tion of a rising major power. We will keep the promise of 1867, the
promise of our founding and the promise for generations to come.

* * *

STITTSVILLE MULTICULTURAL FESTIVAL
Bruce Fanjoy (Carleton, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, today I rise to

share good news. The fifth annual Welcome to Stittsville Multicul‐
tural Festival is taking place this Saturday, June 20, at Village
Square Park in beautiful Stittsville.

The festival brings together residents from all over the region to
celebrate diversity through cultural performances, food, music and
local organizations. It showcases people and cultures that make our
community a wonderful place to live, grow and thrive. I especially
thank all the volunteers whose dedication over the years and hard
work have made the Welcome to Stittsville Multicultural Festival
possible each year.

I encourage everyone to bring family and friends to enjoy all the
festival has to offer. It brings out the best of us, it shows the best of
us and it is something we can all be proud of.

THE ECONOMY

Dan Albas (Okanagan Lake West—South Kelowna, CPC):
Mr. Speaker, for whatever reason, the Prime Minister has told us af‐
fordability is the best it has been in decades. Perhaps if he spent
less time in Europe, he might be aware that we now have full-time
workers living in RVs and trailers. Families who do not have the
benefit of luxury, million-dollar inflight catering are spending over
120% of their income on food and rent alone. Some Canadians,
who are not Liberal friends or insiders and do not receive luxury
Liberal appointments, have even turned to crowdfunding to make
ends meet. In my riding, the Central Okanagan Food Bank is now
serving 12,000 people. That is a 20% increase.

Despite record deficit spending after he promised Canadians he
would spend less, the Prime Minister is the only G7 leader to take
his country into a recession. Make no mistake. The Liberals' infla‐
tionary spending and antidevelopment policies created this reces‐
sion and cost of living crisis. These are Liberal choices. Only the
Conservatives will end wasteful spending, cut bureaucracy, restore
accountability and replace Liberal excess with results.

* * *
● (1415)

[Translation]

50TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE OLYMPIC STADIUM

Marie-Gabrielle Ménard (Hochelaga—Rosemont-Est, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, believe me, there are many reasons to go to Hochela‐
ga—Rosemont‑Est this summer. There are balcony concerts. There
is the one-of-a-kind mobility scooter race—and, no, I am not mak‐
ing that up. There is also “Hochlag”, an outdoor wrestling event,
where wrestling is a tradition that endures.

Today, I especially want to invite everyone to join in the celebra‐
tions of an iconic structure, not only for eastern Montreal, but also
for Canada. I am referring to our magnificent Olympic Stadium,
which is celebrating its 50th anniversary this summer. In 1976,
Montrealers, Canadians and the world discovered this engineering
feat, designed by Roger Taillibert, during the Montreal Olympic
Games. Over the summer, visitors will enjoy tours, exhibits and a
large commemorative show.

The cherry on top is that, yes, the queen of the Montreal Games
herself has confirmed she will be attending. I look forward to see‐
ing our beloved Nadia soon. I will be holding a perfect score card
of 10 when I get to greet her.
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[English]

PUBLIC SAFETY
Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Battle River—Crowfoot, CPC): Mr.

Speaker, for over a century and a half, Canadians took for granted
that when people came here from around the world, they left their
problems behind. Foreign wars stayed on the other side of the pond,
but after a decade of Liberal immigration, Liberal borders, Liberal
catch-and-release crime and Liberal terror laws, those problems are
coming here. Harassment, intimidation, guns for hire, shootings at
homes, businesses and schools and foreign regimes paying for at‐
tacks on Canadian soil have become a regular story.

Canada's Persian community is one of the prime victims. The
media reports that there are 700 IRGC-linked officials on the
ground, and many more who are part of that regime, who continue
to terrorize people and use the plunder they stole from the Iranian
people.

It is time for real action. Finally set up the foreign agent registry,
kick out all of the IRGC and other regime officials and prevent new
ones from coming in. Then, and only then, will we make Canada
safe at home and restore the promise here at home.

* * *

ALS AWARENESS MONTH
Hon. Robert Oliphant (Don Valley West, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,

June is ALS Awareness Month. As a progressive and fatal neurode‐
generative disease, ALS, or Lou Gehrig’s disease, gradually re‐
duces a person's ability to move, speak, eat and, eventually, breathe.
Daily life changes within months of diagnosis, and life expectancy
is dramatically reduced.

However, there is hope. Researchers are making impressive ad‐
vances in ALS treatment. Last year, scientists at Sunnybrook hospi‐
tal's Hurvitz brain sciences program in Don Valley West achieved a
world first by non-invasively delivering immunotherapy directly to
the brain of an ALS patient. Home to Canada's largest ALS clinic,
Sunnybrook is steadily improving care for patients with ALS.

The ALS Society is central to this. To them, I say congratulations
for nearly 50 years of advocacy representing Canadians with ALS.

Lastly, to patients with ALS, like the late Mauril Bélanger and
my friend Chris May, and to their families, their courage inspires us
every day.

ORAL QUESTIONS
[Translation]

THE ECONOMY
Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.

Speaker, as this Prime Minister wraps up his third session, I am
asking people a question. Are groceries, gas, and mortgage pay‐
ments any cheaper? Are the streets any safer? Canada is the only
G20 country in a recession. The Prime Minister has doubled the
deficit. The cost of gas, groceries, and mortgage payments are near‐
ing an all-time high.

Instead of more illusions, promises and excuses, will the Prime
Minister stand up now to defend his disastrous record?

● (1420)

Hon. Steven MacKinnon (Minister of Transport and Leader
of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, since we are wrapping up a very productive session, I would like
to wish the Leader of the Opposition and his entire family a won‐
derful summer. May he enjoy it just as we will all enjoy the time
we spend with our families.

We introduced 21 bills during this 15-week parliamentary ses‐
sion. We carried out the most extensive criminal justice reform in
Canadian history. We have helped lower the cost of living for mil‐
lions of Canadians, and we will continue to work hard to keep mak‐
ing progress.

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, my question was for the Prime Minister, who missed his
100th question period to avoid defending his record on the cost of
living, the Liberal recession, the doubling of the deficit—

The Speaker: It seems to me that some rules are being broken.

The hon. Leader of the Opposition may continue, but I would ask
him to be careful.

Hon. Pierre Poilievre: Mr. Speaker, I will be careful about the
fact that the Prime Minister cannot defend the cost of living, which
is skyrocketing, or the Liberal recession, which is the only one in
the entire G20. Instead of offering illusions and making excuses, he
should take accountability.

Will he stand up in the House of Commons and tell everyone
when life will become more affordable and when the Liberal reces‐
sion will end?

Hon. François-Philippe Champagne (Minister of Finance and
National Revenue, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, during this final question
period before the summer recess, I would have expected the Leader
of the Opposition to thank the Prime Minister of Canada for the
work he did at the G7 summit. We brought back 13 deals that will
generate $5 billion. Of course, the Prime Minister of Canada is rep‐
resenting Canada at an international event today.

The 174 Liberal members on this side of the House are a team, a
strong team that is always there to build Canada strong. We are go‐
ing to build the strongest economy in the G7, and I hope the Leader
of the Opposition will applaud this government's success.
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Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, as the Prime Minister ends his third session, I ask this
question: Are our groceries, gas and mortgage payments more af‐
fordable than they were a year ago, and are our streets safer or more
riddled with crime?

Aside from his endless announcements, excuses and promises,
the Prime Minister has doubled the deficit and increased housing
costs. Homebuilding is actually down. Gas, groceries and mortgage
payments are nearing record highs.

Will the Prime Minister put aside the illusions and stand up in
this House of Commons now and defend his disastrous results?

Hon. Steven MacKinnon (Minister of Transport and Leader
of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, we are at the end of a session, and I wish the Leader of the Op‐
position, his colleagues and obviously his family a restful summer,
as I wish for all my colleagues on this side of the House.

I want to point out that we are finishing one of the most produc‐
tive legislative sessions in recent history. Twenty-one bills have be‐
come law through this chamber. We have passed the largest crimi‐
nal justice reform in the history of Canada. Liberals are the law and
order party now. We have put in place a series of measures to make
life easier and more affordable for Canadians.

We are not stopping there. We are going to continue the work.
We are going to build Canada strong, and we are going to make this
country proud.

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, no, we do not plan for a restful summer. We plan to fight
all summer long against the Liberal recession, Liberal inflation, the
rising Liberal cost of living and the rising Liberal crime crisis in
our streets.

Let us take, for example, investment. The Liberal Prime Minister
promised he would increase it. He has delivered five consecutive
quarters of declining investment. This is the only G7 country to
have done that. It is one of the reasons that our country is in a re‐
cession, which means paycheques are down and the cost of living is
up.

The Canadian people deserve accountability and results. Will the
Prime Minister stand and deliver both now?
● (1425)

Hon. François-Philippe Champagne (Minister of Finance and
National Revenue, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as we come to the end of
the session, we would expect the Leader of the Opposition to be a
bit more cheerful because, in fact, there is good news.

If he wants to look at results, Canada is the second-fastest grow‐
ing economy in the G7. We have seen that investment in machinery
and equipment is up. We have seen that business investment in in‐
tellectual property is up. Instead of complaining, he should cele‐
brate our workers, our industries and Canada.

Let us build Canada strong together.
Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.

Speaker, that is not just an illusion; that is a hallucination. The gov‐

ernment's own statistical agency says the economy is shrinking. It
shrunk this quarter, and it shrunk the quarter before that. In fact, it
shrunk three out of the last four quarters. We cannot be the second-
fastest growing when we are shrinking, as the Minister of Finance
might appreciate and relate to.

My question is for the Prime Minister, who has delivered the on‐
ly recession in the G7 with the consequence of higher costs for
Canadians. Will he stand and defend the results instead of—

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Jobs and Families.

Hon. Patty Hajdu (Minister of Jobs and Families and Minis‐
ter responsible for the Federal Economic Development Agency
for Northern Ontario, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, what an insult to the
hard-working tradespeople and building unions across this country
who have been standing with this government, fighting to build
Canada strong, fighting to train their members and make sure more
young people have great skilled jobs that pay fabulous wages,
something I thought those guys were for but vote against every sin‐
gle time.

What an insult to the hard-working entrepreneurs across this
country who have banded together to build up this country. Maybe
they should stop talking down Canada.

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, the Liberal Prime Minister cannot defend his disastrous
record.

It is the same path and journey with him every single time. He
takes on a big, fancy job, then he causes disastrous costs for people
and then he moves on before he can be held accountable. He caused
the worst inflation in the G7 as the governor of the Bank of Eng‐
land, along with a housing crisis. He was Justin Trudeau's econom‐
ic adviser, doubling housing costs, debt and food bank line-ups.
Now he has delivered the only G7 recession, and he is unable to de‐
fend his results.

Will the Prime Minister stand today and give accountability and
results to hard-working Canadians?

Hon. Tim Hodgson (Minister of Energy and Natural Re‐
sources, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, while I know the Leader of the Oppo‐
sition is not interested in working with the Prime Minister, here is
who is: the Premier of Alberta, the Premier of Saskatchewan, the
Premier of Ontario and the Premier of Nova Scotia. They are all
conservatives, and they all want to work with us. Maybe the Con‐
servatives could take a page from the provincial premiers.
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[Translation]

GOVERNMENT PRIORITIES
Christine Normandin (Saint-Jean, BQ): Mr. Speaker, as we

take stock of this parliamentary session, there are two things that
Quebeckers will remember.

The first is how the Prime Minister betrayed the environment by
putting an end to Canada's fight against climate change and by
pushing the member for Laurier—Sainte-Marie to resign. The sec‐
ond is how the Prime Minister betrayed our culture by sacrificing
the creation of French-language content for the sake of the web gi‐
ants just to please Donald Trump. These two steps backward are
jeopardizing our future and will basically just serve to line the
pockets of American tycoons.

How can the Liberals undo an entire generation's struggle and
progress like that?

Hon. Steven MacKinnon (Minister of Transport and Leader
of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, let us talk about generations and generational investments. We
have invested hundreds of millions of dollars in Quebec's and
Canada's French-speaking culture. That is something that the Bloc
Québécois did not even ask for in its budget requests. We, in the
Liberal Party of Canada, are investing hundreds of millions of dol‐
lars in francophone culture and in the survival of the French lan‐
guage.

When it comes to the environment, why is the Bloc Québécois
turning its back on the high-speed train, the greenest transportation
project in Canadian history? The Bloc Québécois is now opposed to
that project. This is an environmental revolution.

* * *

PRIME MINISTER OF CANADA
Christine Normandin (Saint-Jean, BQ): Mr. Speaker, let us

look at the Prime Minister's record so far. He betrayed the climate.
He betrayed our culture by leaving billions of dollars on the table.
He made multiple concessions to Donald Trump with nothing to
show for it. Also, Quebec's economy was hit the hardest by the tar‐
iffs, yet it received the least support, especially for the lumber in‐
dustry and for steel and aluminum processing. He used closure to
pass an authoritarian agenda to concentrate power and suspend
laws. He disrespected Parliament. That is his record. Those are his
true colours.

Does he realize he will eventually pay the price if he keeps doing
the opposite of what he promised he would do?
● (1430)

Hon. Marc Miller (Minister of Canadian Identity and Cul‐
ture and Minister responsible for Official Languages, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, our government allocated $1.3 billion to culture, yet the
Bloc Québécois treats that with contempt.

The real betrayal is a party that shows up in Ottawa every day to
destroy my country. It is ridiculous.

Since they are already in vacation mode, I wish them a happy
Saint‑Jean‑Baptiste Day and a happy Canada Day.

GOVERNMENT PRIORITIES
Mario Simard (Jonquière, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the Prime Minis‐

ter has a bad habit of saying one thing and doing another.

For example, in his campaign platform, the phrase “climate
change” appeared 28 times, while the word “pipeline” did not ap‐
pear even once, yet it is his pipeline that takes priority.

Another example is that he said he would deal with the tariffs
imposed by Donald Trump last July. In the meantime, he keeps
making concessions to Donald Trump, who was still insisting as re‐
cently as yesterday that he wants nothing to do with free trade.

Does the Prime Minister think he can keep saying one thing and
doing another for much longer?

Hon. Joël Lightbound (Minister of Government Transforma‐
tion, Public Works and Procurement and Quebec Lieutenant,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, they want to talk about our record, then let us
talk about it.

This government's record includes $10 billion in infrastructure
for hospitals, public transit and schools in Quebec.

Our record includes three million Quebeckers who will receive
the Canada groceries and essentials benefit.

Our record includes reducing child poverty by 40% through the
Canada child benefit, which helps thousands of families in Quebec.

Our record includes Contrecœur, Nouveau Monde Graphite, and
the Quebec City tramway project, which we are funding 40% of.
Our record includes high-speed rail from Quebec City to Toronto,
which is essential.

Good luck finding the Bloc Québécois' record for the past 30
years.

* * *
[English]

HOUSING
Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.

Speaker, instead of being accountable for Liberal inflation and the
Liberal recession, the Prime Minister is now making his 12th an‐
nouncement on housing. This comes after he led us to a 6% reduc‐
tion in homebuilding, and his own housing agency expects that it
will fall another 18%. Finally, the Prime Minister has given us the
biggest increases in costs in housing anywhere in the G7.

Instead of another illusion or another announcement, will the
Prime Minister stand and take accountability for the costly failures
that have denied Canadians home ownership?

Hon. Steven MacKinnon (Minister of Transport and Leader
of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, the member mentions housing, and what I want to say is con‐
gratulations to the Minister of Housing and Infrastructure, who will
be announcing today in British Columbia, with the Prime Minister,
a historic agreement with the Government of British Columbia.
That follows agreements with provinces across this country.
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We are going to keep building homes. Rents are coming down.

Housing has become more affordable. We have taken the GST off
homes for first-time homebuyers, for homes under $1 million. We
are just getting started. We are going to have a revolution in hous‐
ing.

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, the Liberals already had a revolution. The Liberal govern‐
ment doubled housing costs. To solve the problem, the Liberal
Prime Minister picked the former mayor of Vancouver, who made
that city the most expensive housing market in the world. Since
promising to double homebuilding, the Prime Minister has deliv‐
ered a 6% reduction in construction, and his own housing agency
expects it will drop another 18%.

Instead of another promise or illusion, will the Prime Minister do
his job, stand in this House and be accountable for his failures?

Jennifer McKelvie (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Housing and Infrastructure, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I want to start
by thanking all our partners in housing, the municipalities,
provinces, indigenous communities, planners, builders and every‐
body else who is working together, because the trends are indeed
moving in the right direction. Housing starts are up, housing sales
are up, and rents are down.

Things are moving in the right direction, thanks to everybody
who is working hard together for Canada.

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, the government is at war with its own statistical agencies.
It is incredible.

The CMHC, the Liberals' housing agency, says construction is
down by 6%. Their housing agency says it will drop another 18%.

Instead of another photo op, another announcement or another
dazzling speech, will the Prime Minister go over to the CMHC and
find out how he is pulling back on homebuilding by another 18%?
● (1435)

Hon. Steven MacKinnon (Minister of Transport and Leader
of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, it is interesting that the number six just came up, because when
that member was the minister responsible for the CMHC, do mem‐
bers know how many units of affordable housing he built during his
entire tenure? One, two, three, four, five, six units of housing were
built under this person's tenure.

We are going to build hundreds of thousands of homes for young
Canadians. We are going to give them a reduction in GST. We are
going to put builders to work. We are going to put housing in every
place in this country.

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, I forgive the member for getting his numbers wrong. He
cannot count numbers bigger than the number of fingers on his
hands. The reality is that politicians do not build homes. When I
was housing minister—

Some hon. members: Oh, oh!

Hon. Pierre Poilievre: Mr. Speaker, no, they do not. Politicians
do not build homes. Carpenters—

Some hon. members: Oh, oh!

The Speaker: The hon. Leader of the Opposition, from the top.

Hon. Pierre Poilievre: Mr. Speaker, politicians do not build
homes. Carpenters, electricians and plumbers build homes. What
one does is have the policies that get out of the way so they can do
that.

If the member wants some stats, when I was minister, there were
200,000 homes built in one year. The average cost was $450,000.
The average rent was $950. Today, it is nearly double that on both
counts.

The Prime Minister has claimed that he would increase home‐
building by 100%, but it is down 6%, so enough with the illusions.
Canadians cannot afford their rent or their mortgage.

Will the Prime Minister defend his disastrous results?

Hon. John Zerucelli (Secretary of State (Labour), Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I have a news flash for the hon. member. Who builds
houses? The building trades build houses. Who is supporting the
building trades? It is the current government, with $6 billion in
skilled trades to build right across this country. We are building
bridges, roads and hospitals right across this country. We are going
to stand up for our workers every single day. When will the Conser‐
vatives get on board?

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, at least the Liberals listened for once. I explained to them
that houses are built by plumbers, electricians and carpenters, and
the members stood up and said that the building trades build homes.

We know who builds homes, but do we know who blocks
homes? The Liberals block homes. They have been blocking homes
so badly for so long that now we have the most expensive real es‐
tate in the G7, and under the Prime Minister, homebuilding has ac‐
tually dropped while he has increased the spending on bureaucracy.

Will the Prime Minister get out of the way of home builders,
stand in the House and take accountability for his homebuilding
failures?
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Jennifer McKelvie (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister

of Housing and Infrastructure, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, there is some
good news. I would like to point out that housing starts are 3%
higher than in the same period last year. Completions have in‐
creased by 10%, meaning more homes are being finished. We are
seeing growth in places like B.C., Ontario and Montreal. New con‐
struction is up by about 18%.

We also know that sales are up as well and that the measures we
put in place, such as the first-time homebuyers GST reductions and
the HST reductions that are happening in Ontario, are working.

* * *

THE ECONOMY
Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.

Speaker, do people know why the Prime Minister cannot stand to
answer a question in the House of Commons? It is because he has
been wrong about every single economic issue of the last decade.
He was wrong to push bigger and broader carbon taxes. He was
wrong to say that we should keep half our oil in the ground. He was
wrong to say that COVID would lead to deflation or dropping
prices. He was wrong to say that governments should print hun‐
dreds of billions of dollars, the reason we have the inflation. Now
he is wrong again, as the only G20 leader out of 20 countries to
lead his country in a recession.

Does the Prime Minister realize that when he gets it wrong,
Canadians pay the price?

Hon. Steven MacKinnon (Minister of Transport and Leader
of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, we have been having an interesting conversation this week in
this very forum. The Conservatives pretend to stand up for and care
for vulnerable people in this country, yet every time we propose a
program, a tax reduction or a hand-up to people, they vote against
it. When we talk about the unjustified trade war being perpetrated
on this country, what do they do? They say that we are having a
hissy fit. When we try to build this country up, build housing, build
major projects like high-speed rail, build critical minerals, what do
they do? They criticize that. What, for the love of all that is good, is
the leader for?
● (1440)

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, I will tell the member what we are for. We are for an af‐
fordable Canada, a Canada with growing paycheques and safer
streets, which is the exact opposite of what the Prime Minister has
delivered. This is his record: Count them; there have been five con‐
secutive quarters of declining investment. In three of the last four
quarters, the economy has declined. In fact, the GDP of Canada to‐
day is smaller than when he became Prime Minister. In fact, the
GDP was bigger on the last day of Justin Trudeau in office. We
now have the most expensive real estate, the highest household
debt and the second-highest unemployment in the G7.

Is that why the Prime Minister is afraid to stand in the House and
answer a question?

Hon. François-Philippe Champagne (Minister of Finance and
National Revenue, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, let me remind the leader

that we will take no lessons from the Conservatives. He needs to be
reminded.

We have the second-fastest growing economy in the G7. We
have made record investments in infrastructure, generational invest‐
ments in housing, generational investments in productivity and in‐
novation and generational investments in our defences. We are go‐
ing to build Canada strong. We are going to support our workers
and our industries. We are going to build Canada like never before.

Get on board, man.

The Speaker: Is the minister inviting the Chair to take the train?

The hon. member for Repentigny.

* * *
[Translation]

THE ENVIRONMENT

Patrick Bonin (Repentigny, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the event of the
year is the Liberals' climate betrayal. Their record includes the
pipeline agreement with Alberta. It includes ending environmental
impact assessments. It includes pipelines and offshore drilling with
no regard for protected areas or endangered species. It includes the
member for Laurier—Sainte-Marie's resignation. It includes three
young Canadians and two groups of ecologists suing the federal
government for giving up any hope of achieving net zero. That is
their record.

How can the Liberals keep defending the Prime Minister?

Hon. Julie Dabrusin (Minister of the Environment, Climate
Change and Nature, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, our record includes a na‐
ture strategy that is going to protect lands and waters across the
country. It also includes an electricity strategy that fulfills Hy‐
dro‑Québec's requests and that will support electrical grid develop‐
ment, which is so critical for implementing measures to fight cli‐
mate change. It includes a tax credit and rebates to help Canadians
buy electric cars.

Our record attests to the work we are doing to fight climate
change.

* * *

OFFICIAL LANGUAGES

Patrick Bonin (Repentigny, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the minister's
answer is embarrassing.

The Liberals continue to veer off course. The consultation docu‐
ments for Quebeckers on the decommissioning of the Gentilly-1
nuclear reactor are in English only. If Quebeckers want to get infor‐
mation from the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission, they have
to read 600 pages in English only. That is so disrespectful. In fact, I
filed a complaint today with Canada's Commissioner of Official
Languages.
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Will the government ask the CNSC to extend the consultation

deadline until the consultation process is complete and conducted
in French?

Claude Guay (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Energy and Natural Resources, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I thank my
colleague for raising that point. It is unacceptable that these docu‐
ments were not provided in French. We agree that Quebeckers must
be able to understand and participate in discussions on projects that
could affect their communities. We have made it clear to Canadian
Nuclear Laboratories that it must support engagement, discussion
and consultation in both official languages.

* * *
[English]

HOUSING
Scott Aitchison (Parry Sound—Muskoka, CPC): Mr. Speaker,

where are the results? The Prime Minister promised to double the
pace of housing construction to almost 500,000 new homes a year,
but his own budget watchdog said his new $13-billion housing
agency will build only about 5,000 homes. The CMHC's chief
economist pointed this week to “weaker momentum for future sup‐
ply”. Meanwhile, Canada's home prices are up 28% since 2015.

Canada has the worst housing affordability in all of the G7. My
question is simple. Will the Prime Minister stand and defend his
record?
● (1445)

Jennifer McKelvie (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Housing and Infrastructure, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I would like
to share the good news that the build Canada homes act, Bill C-20,
has just passed the Senate. This is another great initiative we have
under way to bring down the cost of housing and, in particular, rent.

I would like to share that rents have fallen for 20 consecutive
month and are down nearly 8% from their peak last year. We are
seeing them decline in a number of provinces, including decreases
of 1.8% in Quebec, 3.9% in Alberta, 5.7% in British Columbia and
6% in Ontario, where the member is from.

Scott Aitchison (Parry Sound—Muskoka, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
the member just described what happens in a recession.

The fact is that Canadians need results. This Prime Minister
promised results. In fact, he promised to build at a speed not seen in
a generation, but all he has delivered in his first year is a third fed‐
eral housing bureaucracy with no targets, no timelines and no re‐
sults. He has given Canadians higher costs, higher debt and fewer
homes. His regular news conferences in front of that housing con‐
struction project in the south end of Ottawa every Monday are not
going to fool Canadians much longer.

Home construction is slowing. The crisis is getting worse. Where
are the results?

Hon. Wayne Long (Secretary of State (Canada Revenue
Agency and Financial Institutions), Lib.): Mr. Speaker, that is
from a party whose leader actually called middle-class housing
shacks and co-op housing Soviet-style. He has members who
mocked modular housing, and that leader actually had the audacity

to tell his members not to advocate for housing accelerator funds
that would have helped housing construction in their ridings.

That leader and that party have no credibility when it comes to
housing. On this side, we are going to build, baby, build.

* * *
[Translation]

THE ECONOMY

Gérard Deltell (Louis-Saint-Laurent—Akiawenhrahk, CPC):
Mr. Speaker, the Liberal Prime Minister has been running the coun‐
try for over a year now. My question is very simple: Where are the
actual results for Canadians?

Canada is the only G7 country that is in a recession. The GDP
has contracted in three of the last four quarters. Business capital in‐
vestment has fallen for five consecutive quarters, and Canada has
the second-highest unemployment rate in the G7.

With a track record like that, it is no wonder the Prime Minister
is having a hard time explaining himself, but I would like him to
stand up and defend his miserable record to Canadians.

Caroline Desrochers (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minis‐
ter of Housing and Infrastructure, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I do not
know where my colleague is getting his information, but I would
encourage him to refresh his search skills, because then he would
see that we added 88,000 new jobs to the economy, that the cost of
rent is starting to drop and that wages are on the rise.

However, we know that too many Canadians are still unable to
cope with the high cost of living. We cut taxes for 22 million Cana‐
dians. We implemented a national school food program. We have
the Canada groceries and essentials benefit for 12 million Canadi‐
ans.

I really hope that, while the Conservatives are in their ridings this
summer, they will take some time to think about all of the times
that they voted against Canadians during this parliamentary session.

Gérard Deltell (Louis-Saint-Laurent—Akiawenhrahk, CPC):
Mr. Speaker, I hope this government will take the data from Statis‐
tics Canada and the budget into account. This past year, the deficit
was twice as high as expected. The cost of living went up. Housing
starts have declined since May. Unfortunately, and this may be the
worst part of this government's record, 2.2 million Canadians, one-
third of them children, have to rely on food banks for food. That is
the Liberal record.

Can the Prime Minister stand up and defend his record?
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Carlos Leitão (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of In‐

dustry, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, this government's record is that it has
created a very resilient economy. Despite headwinds from the
south, our economy continues to grow.

In fact, last week I encouraged my opposition colleagues to
check out the C.D. Howe Institute's Business Cycle Council. I
would again encourage them to do so. They should read its report.
They might find it very enlightening, and it might change the Con‐
servatives' message, which is out of sync with reality.

Jacques Gourde (Lévis—Lotbinière, CPC): Mr. Speaker, real‐
ly, this Prime Minister is nothing but an illusion. A banker is sup‐
posed to be good with numbers, yet here is the Prime Minister's
track record: every family will be spending an extra $1,000 on gro‐
ceries in 2026, business capital investment has fallen for five con‐
secutive quarters, and Canada has the second-highest unemploy‐
ment rate in the G7. This record makes us the only G20 country in
recession.

The Prime Minister is not being accountable to Canadians. Will
he take responsibility for his recession?
● (1450)

Claude Guay (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Energy and Natural Resources, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, our col‐
leagues have short memories, and I am not convinced they read the
news. They seem to have forgotten that we announced the Contre‐
coeur expansion of the port of Montreal, which will create 8,000 di‐
rect and indirect jobs and attract $1.2 billion in investment. The
Nouveau Monde Graphite mine in Matawinie will create 1,000 new
jobs and attract $1.2 billion in investment.

Did they also miss the news about the new Indonesian aircraft
that are to be built at Bombardier in Quebec, creating thousands of
additional jobs in the aerospace sector? We are going to—
[English]

The Speaker: The hon. member for Hamilton Centre.

* * *

JUSTICE
Aslam Rana (Hamilton Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, con‐

stituents in my riding of Hamilton Centre elected this government
to act quickly to strengthen Canada's justice system, which is why
we brought forward several pieces of criminal justice legislation in
the first four months of this newly elected government.

Can the Minister of Justice tell the House what reforms the gov‐
ernment is introducing to help the justice system work efficiently in
our communities?

Hon. Sean Fraser (Minister of Justice and Attorney General
of Canada and Minister responsible for the Atlantic Canada
Opportunities Agency, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my
hon. colleague not only for his hard work, but also for his relentless
pursuit of a stronger Canada and a safer Hamilton. As a result of his
advocacy, this House has adopted laws to completely renovate the
bail system and to lead to stiffer sentences for violent repeat offend‐
ers. He has also lent his support to new laws to combat hate crimes
and to attack the scourge of intimate partner violence in this coun‐
try.

We are the party that is going to work with law enforcement to
advance a law and order agenda, and most importantly, to keep
Canadians safe.

* * *

PUBLIC SAFETY

Melissa Lantsman (Thornhill, CPC): Mr. Speaker, yesterday,
the secretary of state confirmed what many Canadians already
feared. A foreign government is funding and directing attacks on
synagogues, businesses and the U.S. Consulate, and now the mur‐
der of a Toronto police officer.

This government has known for years; they did nothing. The
Liberals imported terror, they weakened criminal justice laws, they
slashed penalties and they offered zero accountability to foreign ac‐
tors operating on our soil. Eleven years of this Liberal government
and foreign regimes are paying hitmen to shoot up our cities.

Canadians deserve an answer. Who knew, when did they know
and why did they not do anything about it?

Hon. Ruby Sahota (Secretary of State (Combatting Crime),
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, on the day of his funeral, I ask all members to
join me in honouring OPP Constable Tarun Bali, who made the ul‐
timate sacrifice in the line of duty, and in extending our heartfelt
condolences to his loved ones and fellow officers.

We are seeing media reporting in Canada and elsewhere that
these shooters were paid for hire, and reports also suggesting that
they were paid for by foreign actors. I want to make it clear that my
comments were aimed to echo what is being reported on by media
and what Toronto Police Chief Demkiw has said and believes is the
case.

Melissa Lantsman (Thornhill, CPC): Mr. Speaker, one thing is
clear, which is that the families of those police officers deserve bet‐
ter answers than that.

The Liberals are in government. They have been there for 11
years. They are not bystanders in any of this. They let terrorists
flood our country. They built a catch-and-release bail system. They
allowed judges to ignore almost every mandatory minimum, in‐
cluding for drive-by shootings.

One of these shooters was out on bail, the other one was out on
probation, and now the minister told everybody that a foreign
regime did it. Is that really her answer?

Hon. Gary Anandasangaree (Minister of Public Safety, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, our government has always been committed to the
safety and security of all Canadians. Any form of violence, intimi‐
dation or transnational repression targeting individuals and commu‐
nities in Canada is unacceptable and punishable under Canadian
law.
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We are taking action to protect Canadians. We are passing the

most comprehensive criminal justice reform in a generation. Just
this afternoon, after many days of obstruction, we passed Bill C-22
on lawful access—

The Speaker: Emotions are running high here. We will take a
short break.

The minister can continue with his answer.
Hon. Gary Anandasangaree: Mr. Speaker, finally, this House

passed Bill C-22, which is on lawful access, despite days of ob‐
struction from the opposition. It is a critical tool that law enforce‐
ment has been asking for in order to ensure the safety and security
of all Canadians.

* * *
● (1455)

THE ECONOMY
Richard Bragdon (Tobique—Mactaquac, CPC): Mr. Speaker,

where are the results?

New Brunswick families are feeling the effects of this Liberal re‐
cession every day. Canada is the only G20 country in a recession.
GDP has shrunk for three of the last four quarters, and unemploy‐
ment is the second highest in the G7.

If things are going to well, why will the Prime Minister not stand
up and defend his record?

Hon. Wayne Long (Secretary of State (Canada Revenue
Agency and Financial Institutions), Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I have
breaking news. The Parliamentary Budget Officer just confirmed
that low-income Canadians will get over $2,200 through automatic
tax filing. That is for 5.5 million Canadians. It will mean $350 mil‐
lion for Canadians in benefits over the next five years.

Hopefully that member over there will support New Brunswick
families and support our programs.

Richard Bragdon (Tobique—Mactaquac, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
according to that member on that side of the House, everyone
should just be happy. That member is getting an announcement.
Another member is getting an announcement. Another member is
getting a commission. Members are getting rhetoric.

Guess what? There are still no results. Canadians want results.
Show us the results.

Hon. Steven MacKinnon (Minister of Transport and Leader
of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, I know Theatre New Brunswick is probably auditioning for
some key roles. I think the member should sign up. He has missed
his calling.

Let me give him some results. We have put forward 21 pieces of
legislation, every single one of them to help Canada move ahead,
which helps us become the number one growing country in the G7,
makes our communities safer and gets rid of violence on our
streets. What else? Every single one of them, the member voted
against.

There are results over here and over there is dead air.

Leslyn Lewis (Haldimand—Norfolk, CPC): Mr. Speaker, we
ask again: Where are the results? More families are facing financial
hardship, business investments are declining and job opportunities
are harder and harder to find in this country. Under the Liberal
Prime Minister, Canada has become the only G20 nation that is in a
recession and now Canada has the second-highest unemployment
rate in the G7.

Will the Prime Minister stop hiding from accountability and ad‐
mit that this Liberal recession has left millions of Canadians facing
a fearful future?

Hon. Rechie Valdez (Minister of Women and Gender Equali‐
ty and Secretary of State (Small Business and Tourism), Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, our government is focused on ensuring that everyday
essentials are more affordable for Canadians. That is why our gov‐
ernment introduced the first-ever national food security strategy.
This is our $3-billion plan to make sure that we are increasing com‐
petition and making more food here at home. This is going to help
Canadian producers, farmers and independent grocers, while bring‐
ing the prices in the grocery stores down.

We are going to be focused on helping support Canadians while
creating jobs and a strong economy.

Leslyn Lewis (Haldimand—Norfolk, CPC): Mr. Speaker, that
is all rhetoric and no results.

The Liberal Prime Minister has doubled Justin Trudeau's deficit.
The Prime Minister has outspent every previous government in the
history of Canada combined. While he is breaking spending
records, Canadians are breaking their bank accounts just to survive.
Food bank visits are up 99% since 2019 and we are hearing from
people who are literally in distress over the cost of living.

Will the Prime Minister continue to defend these bad policies
that are driving Canadian seniors—

The Speaker: The hon. parliamentary secretary.

Leslie Church (Parliamentary Secretary to the Secretaries of
State for Labour, for Seniors, and for Children and Youth, and
to the Minister of Jobs and Families (Persons with Disabilities),
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, what did 13 provincial premiers and territorial
premiers agree to this week? They agreed to a permanent doubling
of the national school food program that will be brought into
10,000 schools across the country. Thirteen provinces and territo‐
ries agreed, but this opposition cannot get on board to feed kids in
our schools.

If they are going to stand up and talk about affordability for
Canadians, they should do something about it. They should get on
board with the school food program that we need for our kids.
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INDIGENOUS AFFAIRS
Tako Van Popta (Langley Township—Fraser Heights, CPC):

Mr. Speaker, in Cowichan Tribes v. the Attorney General of
Canada, the B.C. Supreme Court declared aboriginal title over pri‐
vate lands, and the private landowners, 150 of them, are worried. It
has been well documented that the Liberals directed their federal
lawyers to drop arguments protecting private property rights, to pull
their punches and allow aboriginal title to take precedence.

Where are the results for private landowners?

Hon. Rebecca Alty (Minister of Crown-Indigenous Relations,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it is an important question and one that is cur‐
rently before the courts.

In the recent Wolastoqey decision, the Court of Appeal in New
Brunswick, which is the highest court in the province, has refused
leave to appeal. It found that aboriginal title cannot be declared
over private property. On the other side of the country, in the
Cowichan case, the B.C. judge found that they could coexist. We
disagree with B.C.'s decision and are appealing it to maintain the
clarity and certainty of private properties. However, as we are see‐
ing differing views in the courts, we continue to be there to get the
certainty.

Tako Van Popta (Langley Township—Fraser Heights, CPC):
Mr. Speaker, the reality is that the appeal process in British
Columbia is going to take years. In the meantime, homeowners in
Richmond, British Columbia, and throughout the province are feel‐
ing insecure. Here is the reality in the subject territory in Rich‐
mond. Realtors are not taking listings, appraisers are devaluing
property values and bankers are not lending money on title that
they see as insecure.

My question again is this: Where was the federal government to
stand up for private property rights?

Hon. Rebecca Alty (Minister of Crown-Indigenous Relations,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I find it disingenuous that the members oppo‐
site continue to suggest that we are not protecting the private prop‐
erty rights of Canada. Here is what we have been doing: We dis‐
agreed with the B.C. Supreme Court's ruling and appealed it; we
supported Montrose, a private property owner in the area, to present
evidence that was not before the court during the trial. Section 92
of the Constitution sets out that private property is provincial juris‐
diction. It is excluded from all discussions of aboriginal title at the
federal level. For Cowichan, B.C. is acting within its jurisdiction to
put measures in to support any implicated property owner—

The Speaker: The hon. member for Nanaimo—Ladysmith.

Tamara Kronis (Nanaimo—Ladysmith, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
here is the thing: The Cowichan Tribe decision introduced uncer‐
tainty around how aboriginal title interacts with private property in
B.C. While the Supreme Court declined an appeal in Wolastoqey, a
refusal of leave is not a decision on the merits and does not create
binding national precedent. This leaves Canadians with competing
legal approaches on a critical legal question, all while Liberal direc‐
tive 14, which discourages private property defences, remains in
force and a Cowichan appeal is many months away.

B.C. deserves to know now how the Liberals will provide the
certainty we need. Where—

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Justice.

Hon. Sean Fraser (Minister of Justice and Attorney General
of Canada and Minister responsible for the Atlantic Canada
Opportunities Agency, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, in Canada, when the
government disagrees with the decision of a court, the opportunity
we have to do something about it is to appeal that decision. We
made an appeal on this particular case because we disagree with the
superior court's assessment. Since that time, we have seen the New
Brunswick Court of Appeal go through the Wolastoqey case, as the
member indicates, and the Supreme Court has refused leave. In ad‐
dition, throughout this piece of litigation, we have been asking the
court to notify private property owners so they may participate in
litigation and are in fact presently supporting the Montrose applica‐
tion of private property owners in the region. Private property
rights are important in this country, so is reconciliation. We can
pursue both at the same time.

* * *
[Translation]

GENDER-BASED VIOLENCE

Linda Lapointe (Rivière-des-Mille-Îles, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
Quebec has already seen 10 femicides so far this year. Protecting
women and victims is a top priority for Canadians across the coun‐
try.

Can the Minister of Justice tell us what reforms the government
is making to help end gender-based violence?

Hon. Sean Fraser (Minister of Justice and Attorney General
of Canada and Minister responsible for the Atlantic Canada
Opportunities Agency, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I want to acknowledge
all the work done by my colleague, the member for Rivière-des-
Mille-Îles, as chair of the women's caucus.

Our government is working hard to prevent gender-based vio‐
lence before it even happens. Bill C‑16 makes important reforms to
the Criminal Code, particularly by creating new offences for femi‐
cide and coercive or controlling conduct. Together, these reforms
will result in a justice system that responds earlier and faster and
provides greater protection to victims of gender-based violence.



9598 COMMONS DEBATES June 18, 2026

Oral Questions
● (1505)

[English]

IMMIGRATION, REFUGEES AND CITIZENSHIP
Hon. Michelle Rempel Garner (Calgary Nose Hill, CPC): Mr.

Speaker, Conservatives proposed a law that would ensure that non-
citizens who commit serious crimes in Canada do not get sweet‐
heart sentences so they can avoid deportation, but the Minister of
Immigration voted against it. It is her job to maintain order in
Canada's immigration system, but the system is clearly out of con‐
trol.

Can the Minister of Immigration tell the victim of an assault why
the non-citizen who assaulted them and then broke their no-contact
order was given a lenient sentence so they would not be deported?

Hon. Lena Metlege Diab (Minister of Immigration, Refugees
and Citizenship, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, we all know that anyone who
commits a crime in this country, regardless of their immigration
status, be it Canadian or not, is treated according to the law, to the
fullest extent of the law. Judges make decisions. There is absolutely
nothing in the immigration law that allows for sentences to be dis‐
counted.

As I stand here today, let me wish everybody a very happy
Canada Day as we conclude the parliamentary session.

Hon. Michelle Rempel Garner (Calgary Nose Hill, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, after a year, how can she put that falsehood forward in the
House? People are getting sweetheart sentences in order to avoid
deportation. There is a story every week. Section 34 of a law that
she maintains, the Immigration and Refugee Protection Act, re‐
quires them to be deported, yet she voted against a law that would
close a loophole that prevents people who have been convicted of
serious crimes from being deported.

Why will she not stand up for people? Why will she not maintain
an orderly system? She should be closing this loophole now.

Hon. Sean Fraser (Minister of Justice and Attorney General
of Canada and Minister responsible for the Atlantic Canada
Opportunities Agency, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, one thing that I think
all members of the House will agree upon is that when a dangerous
person commits a serious crime, they should face serious penalties.
When that includes someone who has a temporary status, they
could be rendered inadmissible in this country and should face de‐
portation where appropriate.

The Supreme Court of Canada has held that immigration conse‐
quences could be factored into decisions, but at the end of the day,
the courts must maintain discretion to ensure that there is a fit
penalty for the crime. With the legislation we have put on the table,
violent repeat offenders would face stiffer penalties in this country,
and I hope all members can agree that is a good thing.

Hon. Michelle Rempel Garner (Calgary Nose Hill, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, non-citizens' committing serious crimes in Canada and
then getting sweetheart sentences in order to avoid deportation,
which the Liberals are letting happen right now, is undermining
Canadians' desire for immigration. It is what is breaking the con‐
sensus on immigration in Canada, yet the Liberals stand up and say
nothing is wrong. This is the immigration minister's fault.

I am going to give the minister one more time to answer, possi‐
bly the last time before a shuffle. Will her legacy in this role be
closing this loophole, bringing these non-citizens to justice and de‐
porting them?

Hon. Lena Metlege Diab (Minister of Immigration, Refugees
and Citizenship, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I do want to wish the col‐
league a very happy July and August, wherever she is with her fam‐
ily. Perhaps in the fall she will come back with a bit of a better spir‐
it.

We have continuously said that no one can commit a crime with
impunity. Serious crimes deserve serious consequences. There is
nothing in the immigration law that does not allow that. In fact,
public safety and law enforcement have deported over 22,000 cas‐
es, and we will continue to work with law enforcement to ensure
that we protect Canadians.

* * *

JUSTICE

Danielle Martin (University—Rosedale, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
coercive control is a pattern of abusive behaviour used to isolate
and intimidate, often before or alongside physical violence. In ev‐
ery one of our communities today, women are being subjected to
humiliation, isolation and financial and verbal abuse, which often
escalate to physical and sexual violence.

Our government is taking action. Can the Minister of Justice tell
the House how Bill C-16 would better protect our constituents from
coercive control?

Hon. Sean Fraser (Minister of Justice and Attorney General
of Canada and Minister responsible for the Atlantic Canada
Opportunities Agency, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, let me take this oppor‐
tunity, for the first time, to formally congratulate my recently elect‐
ed colleague on her presence in the House of Commons. This insti‐
tution is better for her efforts. Through her advocacy, we have
moved forward with reforms that are designed to tackle the scourge
of intimate partner violence that is impacting women across this
country.

We know, when it comes to coercive control, that we have the
opportunity to put rules in place that allow the legal system to inter‐
vene before a relationship becomes violent and before violence be‐
comes fatal. We have worked with people who have dedicated their
life and their career to understanding the predictive factors of what
can lead to violence against women. With this codification of coer‐
cive control, we can make—

● (1510)

The Speaker: The hon. member for Aurora—Oak Ridges—
Richmond Hill.
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Costas Menegakis (Aurora—Oak Ridges—Richmond Hill,

CPC): Mr. Speaker, last year we lost 5,630 Canadians to the opioid
crisis. That is 15 lives lost every day. Emmy Liu, 14 years old, was
one of the increasingly alarming number of young Canadians
whose lives were stolen by the fentanyl traffickers. These criminals
who profit from producing and trafficking opioids should face seri‐
ous consequences. That is why Conservatives introduced Bill
C-289 to strengthen penalties for these criminals. Emmy's legacy
could be more than a tragedy.

After the decade of Liberal rule that ushered in the opioid crisis,
will the Liberals stop grandstanding and deliver results by support‐
ing this bill?

Hon. Sean Fraser (Minister of Justice and Attorney General
of Canada and Minister responsible for the Atlantic Canada
Opportunities Agency, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as we move forward
with a public safety agenda that is designed to ensure that danger‐
ous people are put behind bars, it is not lost on us that we also need
to do everything we can to combat the deadly opioid crisis. I look
forward to working with all members of the House as we promote
policies that would lead to better public health outcomes, and at the
same time pursue policies that would contribute to better public
safety outcomes.

I look forward to working with the member and with all mem‐
bers of the House in order to build safer communities right across
this country.

* * *

INDIGENOUS AFFAIRS
Leah Gazan (Winnipeg Centre, NDP): Mr. Speaker, this week

the Liberals tabled water legislation that would fail to recognize
clean drinking water as a human right. Today I stood with Grassy
Narrows First Nation, where children continue to suffer mercury
poisoning caused by decades of government and corporate neglect.
This is a national disgrace. When challenged to deliver justice, the
Prime Minister's response to a woman living with mercury poison‐
ing was, “I can outlast her.”

Will the Prime Minister apologize, clean up the mercury and
guarantee clean water for all?

Hon. Mandy Gull-Masty (Minister of Indigenous Services,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it was a pleasure and an honour to introduce the
water bill, because we know that the $4.6 billion of resources at‐
tached to that bill are going to help communities do the work that
they need to do in community, supporting their members with clean
drinking water. It was a pleasure to meet with Chief Ackabee and
Chief Fisher to speak about their file.

If this member wants to do meaningful work in helping those
communities, she should support the meaningful collaboration that
we need to do to push communities forward to have access to clean
drinking water.

* * *

FOREIGN AFFAIRS
Heather McPherson (Edmonton Strathcona, NDP): Mr.

Speaker, this week, the Prime Minister claimed that Trump's war in
Iran was “worth it.”

Thousands were killed, including schoolchildren. Schools and
hospitals were destroyed. Families and entire communities were
displaced. Billions of dollars were wasted, and higher energy costs
made life more expensive for Canadians who are already strug‐
gling. The world is no safer today than it was before the war.

The Prime Minister hastily supported the attacks that started this
war. How much more suffering is needed before the Prime Minister
realizes this war was not “worth it”?

Hon. Robert Oliphant (Parliamentary Secretary to the Min‐
ister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, let me acknowledge
in this House that war is always a tragic experience.

We are obviously encouraged by the peace deal that has been ne‐
gotiated by regional partners, including Pakistan, Qatar and others.
We have been following this process closely. There will be more
work that needs to be done.

Canada will play a role to ensure that peace continues to evolve
in the region. We are not taking this naively; we understand this is a
difficult part of the world. We will keep sanctions on, and we will
continue to evaluate the peace process to ensure that there is peace
and stability throughout the Middle East.

* * *

PRESENCE IN GALLERY

The Speaker: I draw the attention of hon. members to the pres‐
ence in the gallery of the Hon. Ric McIver, Speaker of the Legisla‐
tive Assembly of Alberta.

Some hon. members: Hear, hear!

ADJOURNMENT PROCEEDINGS

A motion to adjourn the House under Standing Order 38 deemed
to have been moved.

● (1515)

[English]

EMPLOYMENT

Garnett Genuis (Sherwood Park—Fort Saskatchewan,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, I want to extend my best wishes for the sum‐
mer to all colleagues from all sides. We have fought hard for our
constituents, for our convictions and to advance the common good
of this country. I want to share my best wishes with all colleagues,
as well as the various staff and people in this institution who sup‐
port the important work that we do.
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In addition to thanking and wishing best wishes to all colleagues

and support staff here, I want to note that this will be a very impor‐
tant summer in my province because we will be discussing and de‐
bating the question of Alberta's place within Confederation. I can
tell the House that I firmly believe in the importance of a strong Al‐
berta within a united Canada. I believe that is the position held by
the majority of my constituents. I look forward to talking to people
and listening to them over the summer. I would encourage col‐
leagues from all parts of the country to also listen to, respect and try
to understand the concerns Albertans have. Many Albertans, in‐
cluding those who support a united Canada, have concerns about
the way our federation has operated and want to look for opportuni‐
ties to improve things for the good of the whole country.

Coming back to the question I had originally asked and that I am
following up on, I am deeply concerned, as we go into the summer,
about the challenges facing young Canadians and young Canadian
families when it comes to finding employment, starting out in life
and believing they can have a better future and that they can pass a
better future on to the next generation.

We have a worsening employment crisis. It is getting increasing‐
ly harder for young people to find their first job, and for young
families to afford their first home and be able to afford to take those
critical steps forward in life. In recognition of that problem, and in
an effort to be constructive, we have, as the Conservative Party, put
forward constructive proposals to try to make life better for young
people seeking jobs and for young families.

Last fall, we announced the Conservative youth jobs plan to un‐
leash the economy, fix immigration, fix training and build homes
where the jobs are. This plan, if implemented by the government,
would help young people have hope that they can have jobs and op‐
portunity going forward, afford homes and have the standard of liv‐
ing their parents had. We have also released a work and family life
plan to support young families. This plan includes vital reforms to
parental leave to make it easier for parents who are trying to start a
family, maintain a connection to work and earn an income at the
same time.

I am very proud of the work we have done as a Conservative op‐
position, focusing on what matters to Canadians and on putting for‐
ward constructive proposals to make people's lives better. We have
asked the government, in a spirit of goodwill and co-operation, to
take these ideas forward and adopt our Conservative youth jobs
plan and the parental leave reforms we have put forward. Unfortu‐
nately, in many cases, we have seen the government choose to
move in the opposite direction, for instance, by defunding grants to
students at vocational institutions who are trying to gain the vital
experience they need for jobs.

We have always sought to be productive and constructive by
putting forward these good ideas and asking the government to
adopt them. Therefore, as we face these ongoing challenges, an af‐
fordability crisis and a youth unemployment crisis, will the govern‐
ment take a serious look at what we have put forward, including the
Conservative youth jobs plan, parental leave reforms and the need
to reform training to connect Canadian young people with Canadi‐
an jobs? Will the government look at our ideas, take them seriously
and consider implementing them as part of the budget so we can fi‐

nally reverse the trajectory that we have seen and give young peo‐
ple hope for jobs, homes and opportunity in the future?

● (1520)

Yasir Naqvi (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of In‐
ternational Trade and to the Secretary of State (International
Development), Lib.): Mr. Speaker, let me start by wishing you a
restful summer. I know it has been a very busy sitting.

I want to thank the entire House of Commons staff for their re‐
markable work in supporting us in the important work we do on be‐
half of our constituents. It is a great honour for me to serve Ottawa
Centre.

Some hon. members: Oh, oh!

Yasir Naqvi: Mr. Speaker, there is a lot of cheering. It feels like
the last day of school. That is how my kids felt this morning, by the
way, as we were leaving home. This is a similar feeling.

I also want to thank the member for Sherwood Park—Fort
Saskatchewan for his hard work. I know he works extremely hard
on behalf of his constituents. I know he is a very engaged father. I
have often seen him around here with his children. In particular, I
want to thank him for really making clear how much he believes in
this country and how much he believes in a strong Alberta within a
very strong and united Canada. I thank him for that.

The member is absolutely right. I am from Ontario, but it is in‐
cumbent upon all of us to make an effort to understand Alberta bet‐
ter, better understand the concerns of Albertans and how they are
feeling, and make sure that we work together to keep them as part
of this country. I think we are stronger as a country when we all
work together.

In this place, one of the most important things I have learned is
to really pay attention to what others are saying. That allows us the
opportunity to learn about this beautiful, vast country of ours, be‐
cause we come from our different corners. Listening to the debates
that take place in this particular House allows us to to be better
champions of Canada and to better understand, love and respect
this country. I look forward to that opportunity.

I would like to ask the hon. member if there would be an oppor‐
tunity for some of us from provinces like Ontario to go and spend
time with him so that we can speak to Albertans, our fellow Cana‐
dians, as one. I would look forward to that opportunity, if he could
please reach out.
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The member raised a very important issue about youth employ‐

ment. Colleagues know we are living through precarious times right
now. There is a lot of anxiety in the country because of the unjusti‐
fied trade war we are in, the protectionism we are seeing in the
world and the wars that are taking place. They have an impact on
our country, our economy and people's livelihoods. Of course, they
have an impact on young people as well. That is why I think it is
incumbent upon all of us, regardless of which political background
we come from, to share those ideas. I respect the member for
putting forward ideas that will help boost youth employment. That
is not a partisan issue. I think it is an aspiration that we all share,
and it is important that we all work together.

However, on our side, as a government, we are seized with the
issue. We have been working hard to make sure that we create those
opportunities for young people. This year's spring economic update
reaffirms a new investment of $6 billion to recruit, train and hire up
to 100,000 new Red Seal skilled trade workers in the next five
years. This will create opportunities for young people in skilled
trades that are so needed across the country, and it will align with
Canada's housing infrastructure and defence needs, where a tremen‐
dous amount of investment is being made.

We are also making major investments in our workers, with ini‐
tiatives such as the labour market development agreements with the
provinces and territories. These labour market development agree‐
ments are provided by the federal government through funding and
coordination at the national level to ensure consistency and align‐
ment. Provincial and territorial governments will then have the
flexibility to design and deliver the programs and services best suit‐
ed to the needs of their local labour markets. We are investing
about $2.9 billion in those agreements.

I also want to take a moment to talk about Canada's summer
jobs, which are extremely important, including in my riding.

I see my time is up.
● (1525)

Garnett Genuis: Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my colleague for
his kind words. Indeed, I would welcome him, and all members of
this House from all parties, to come to Alberta this summer. Let me
know. I would be happy to host. Members could spend some time
talking to people in our province to understand some of their con‐
cerns.

These are precarious times, but youth unemployment is very high
here compared to in peer countries, and compared to what we have
seen historically. I would draw the attention of the government to
the 10th report of the human resources committee. It is a unani‐
mous report that identifies specific policy problems in this country
that need to be addressed, including high taxes, high red tape, hir‐
ing costs and failures in immigration policy and training policy.
These are things we need to talk about.

When folks on the government side talk about this, they often
highlight the continuing existence of programs that have already
existed for a very long time. What we need are new solutions, like
the Conservatives' youth jobs plan that would make a difference.

I would encourage the member to refer to that report.

Yasir Naqvi: Mr. Speaker, I thank the hon. member again for the
work he is doing.

I briefly want to talk about the Canada summer jobs program, be‐
cause I know it benefits young people across the country in all our
respective constituencies. In my riding of Ottawa Centre alone, al‐
most 600 jobs have been created. I run into young people who have
taken part in the program in the past or are part of the program now,
and it helps them to create networks and opportunities. Now they
are starting to do important things in their lives. We need to make
sure those opportunities exist, whether in the not-for-profit sector or
with private enterprise. That is important work.

I want to highlight that I think investment in skilled trades is so
important. There are so many young people who want to be part of
skilled trades, and the investment we are making through our gov‐
ernment in that regard is going to create a huge benefit.

Once again, I wish a happy summer to everyone. I look forward
to continuing this important work.

TAXATION

Jacob Mantle (York—Durham, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I am ris‐
ing to follow up on a question I asked the Minister of Agriculture
and Agri-Food about the troubling implications for family farms
and the ability to pass family farms on to the next generation.

For generations, family farms have fed Canadians and the world,
and those farms are passed on, with great pride, from one genera‐
tion to the next. Generally, if a farm is passed from a father or
mother to a child, it is passed on a tax-deferred basis. Unfortunate‐
ly, under the current rules, if it is passed to an extended family
member, such as a niece or nephew, it is fully taxed under the capi‐
tal gains rules. The result has been that, over the last 20 years, more
than 57,000 family farms have been lost. That hurts family farmers
in my community, such as Steve Cooper, who brought this issue to
my attention in the local media. He wanted to pass his farm on to a
nephew but could not do so because of the dramatic tax implica‐
tions.

The problem will only compound in the future because right now
the average Canadian farmer is in their mid-fifties, and fewer than
one in 12 has a successor under the age of 40. This is data from
Statistics Canada. That means that farmers are getting older; they
do not have a next generation, potentially, in line; and they are
struggling with the succession of their farm. The result is that we
are losing family farms in my community and across Canada.

I asked the Minister of Agriculture and Agri-Food to consider
looking into the rules around the Income Tax Act to change this so
family farms could be passed on to the next generation in an ex‐
tended family, without tax implications. The response at the time
was an acknowledgement of the problem and a commitment to
speak with the Minister of Finance and to come back to the House
to inform us.
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I see that the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Finance

is here today, so I would like to ask him if those conversations have
been had, what the result of those conversations was, and whether
they have a solution or proposal that they will bring forward to the
House in the fall sitting to address this issue.
● (1530)

Ryan Turnbull (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Finance and National Revenue and to the Secretary of State
(Canada Revenue Agency and Financial Institutions), Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, it is good to be here in the very last moments before the
House rises for the summer.

I know that there are a large number of farms in the member op‐
posite's riding. There are farm succession plans all across this coun‐
try, and farmers do struggle with succession, so I understand the is‐
sue the member is speaking about.

We have done some things recently, in the spring economic up‐
date implementation act, on this front with capital gains exemption.
It applies only to employee ownership trusts and worker co-opera‐
tives, but I think it highlights where the government is open to
looking at options for succession to make it easier to hand down
businesses. In this case, the one I am referencing is employee own‐
ership trusts, which is a model I have advocated for.

Worker-owned co-operatives will get the same tax treatment. It is
a measure I have supported from day one because it offers owners
of businesses that are small- to medium-sized, or they could be
larger, the opportunity, when they want to sell the business, to pro‐
tect those businesses and also to hand them down to workers. This
creates wealth-building opportunities for frontline workers in a gro‐
cery chain, for example.

There are many examples in the U.K. For example, Waitrose is a
company run by John Lewis Partnership. It is a good example of
how employee ownership trusts can create a shared equity model
where frontline workers get to participate in the proceeds of the
company. I think it is similar to a model that could be applied to
farms in this country, although I do not know of any workup of the
details on that at this point.

I thank the member for bringing this up. I think it is an important
consideration.

Jacob Mantle: Mr. Speaker, I look forward to hearing what the
government proposes in the fall.

In the last minute I have, I would like to comment on the Speak‐
er's ruling from yesterday. I appreciated the Speaker's ruling but I
was deeply disappointed by it.

First, on a factual basis, the Speaker indicated in the ruling that
there was only supposition that certain members of the government

may have had privileged information about the timing of amend‐
ments. I would suggest to the Speaker that the fact that they submit‐
ted amendments is evidence enough that they had that information.

Second, the Speaker made this point:
“Both the minority and the majority have rights; however, primacy cannot be

given to both.”

That was the quote the Speaker used. That was not the issue. The
issue was the level playing field and primacy being given by the
Speaker's ruling to the majority. I am troubled by the precedent that
the Speaker's ruling may have set for giving the government the
ability to deny members of the House, of any party, their participa‐
tory rights in the submission of amendments.
● (1535)

The Speaker: I would refer the hon. member to Standing Order
10.

The hon. Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Finance has
the floor.

Ryan Turnbull: Mr. Speaker, I would just say that it has become
apparent in the House, through question period and many of the
proceedings, that the Conservatives claim that they are about pro‐
tecting and supporting vulnerable people, but in fact, they just seem
to use those people's hardship for political gain. They see them as a
political opportunity, whether it is young people, seniors or other
vulnerable people.

We have seen them not support measures such as the groceries
and essentials benefit. They mocked the Canada summer jobs pro‐
gram, which offers 100,000 jobs. They just voted, again, against
Bill C-30, which is offering skilled trades apprenticeship supports
of $31,000 in total for each apprentice.

We have cut taxes in a number of areas, including income tax
and the consumer carbon tax. We have suspended the excise tax on
fuel. We have cut the tax on first home purchases. We have offered
enhanced tax deductions for businesses in research and develop‐
ment and for buying new machinery and equipment.

If the hon. member really is for tax cuts, why did he just vote
against seven new tax measures that will help with affordability for
Canadians? It does not make sense to me. That includes Bill C-30,
this afternoon at third reading, which the member voted against.
[Translation]

The Speaker: The motion that the House do now adjourn is
deemed to have been adopted. Accordingly, pursuant to order made
earlier today, the House stands adjourned until Monday, Septem‐
ber 21, at 11 a.m., pursuant to Standing Orders 24(1) and 28(2).

(The House adjourned at 3:37 p.m.)
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