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● (1550)

[Translation]
The Chair (Ben Carr (Winnipeg South Centre, Lib.)): Good

afternoon, everyone.

I hope you had a good two weeks in your ridings.
[English]

We are here for two hours this afternoon. The first hour will be
with Minister Joly.
[Translation]

She will talk to us about a number of things about the Depart‐
ment of Industry.
[English]

We have officials who are going to stick around for the second
hour.
[Translation]

I can confirm that all the audiovisual tests have been done.
[English]

Colleagues, this is pursuant to Standing Order 81(4) and the mo‐
tion adopted by this committee on Thursday, March 12, 2026, for
us to commence a study on the main estimates. Pursuant to Stand‐
ing Order 108(2), a motion was adopted by us on that same day to
study the subject matter of the supplementary estimates 2025-26.
[Translation]

With that, Minister, I'll give you the floor.
Hon. Mélanie Joly (Minister of Industry): Thank you,

Mr. Chair.

It's a pleasure to be here.
[English]

We're going through a moment right now of profound global
transformation, as we know. We're living through a period of signif‐
icant economic change. Around the world, governments are moving
quickly to secure supply chains and protect strategic industries, and
trade patterns are shifting. We all know that. Uncertainty is no
longer the exception; it's the environment in which we operate.

We have seen this first-hand in recent months, from decision-tak‐
ing in Washington to growing protectionism and direct impacts on
sectors such as aerospace, steel and auto.

Mr. Chair, let's put it bluntly. We are in a trade war. Canada has
been required to respond in real time. We know these pressures will
continue, but we also know this. While there are many things in the
world that we cannot control, and we certainly cannot control
what's going on in Washington, there are many things we can con‐
trol here at home.

In 2025, we were much more in reaction mode. In 2026, we have
a plan, and we're putting it into place. The results are already there.

[Translation]

Last year, Canada created 189,000 jobs, more than the United
States, despite having an economy 10 times smaller.

Our approach is simple and focused. It can be summed up in
three verbs: protect, create and attract.

First, it's about protecting jobs.

In sectors like steel, aluminum, forestry, critical minerals and
manufacturing, Canadian workers are facing very real pressures, so
we took action.

We have strengthened the enforcement of our trade rules to en‐
sure a level playing field.

We have also increased support for affected industries through
targeted liquidity and investment tools. That includes the recent an‐
nouncement of a new $1‑billion program at the Business Develop‐
ment Bank of Canada, or BDC, to strengthen Canada's economic
resilience, including in key sectors such as steel, aluminum and
copper.

On top of that, we have set up a new envelope of $500 million as
part of the regional tariff response initiative to give real support to
the various businesses affected by the tariffs in all sectors com‐
bined.

We are also working directly with businesses to maintain produc‐
tion and protect jobs across the country. That is certainly the case in
the automotive sector.
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[English]

As we all know, over 90% of Canada's auto production is export‐
ed to a single market, which is now facing tariffs. We acted quickly.
Through our auto strategy, we're protecting over 500,000 jobs while
positioning Canada for the future. Within the next five years, we
know that 40% of vehicles sold globally are expected to be electric.
Canada will not fall behind; we will lead.

We're supporting companies as they invest and adapt and reward‐
ing those who choose Canada and invest in Canadian workers.
Through the strategic response fund, we have committed $3 billion
to help firms diversify, modernize and compete globally. We're also
prioritizing Canadian sourcing through procurement and strength‐
ening domestic supply chains to reduce vulnerability.

At the same time, we're leveraging our 52 trade agreements to
expand into new markets. We know that resilience requires diversi‐
fication and strength. This is why I also announced last Friday 200
new jobs and a $76-million federal investment in Tenaris's project
in Sault Ste. Marie. This will modernize and diversify Canadian
steel production and strengthen our domestic industrial base. Basi‐
cally, our plan is working.

Second, as we're creating jobs, we want to make sure that we're
building industries for the future. We're advancing major national
projects. Of course, we're thinking of nuclear reactors in Darlington
and the high-speed rail between Toronto and Quebec City. We're al‐
so accelerating approvals for major projects. We're investing in arti‐
ficial intelligence, quantum computing and advanced manufactur‐
ing.

We're supporting the scaling up of Canadian firms through ac‐
cess to capital and helping companies grow into global leaders. We
recently announced $55.7 million to MDS Coating. That's a very
important company in P.E.I. that is maintaining and creating up to
230 well-paying careers on the island. That's in the aerospace sec‐
tor.
● (1555)

[Translation]

Third, our goal is to attract talent and investment.

At a time when many countries are turning inward, we want to
move forward and open up even more. We have launched an ambi‐
tious talent attraction strategy with a budget of $1 billion. The goal
is to both attract the best researchers to our universities and create a
space where we can create more support between our universities
and the industry to really position Canada as a global innovation
hub.

Finally, we're currently working to attract new capital. The best
example I could give you is that, as many of you already know,
AirAsia chose Canada by buying 150 new Airbus A220 aircraft
manufactured right here at home, that is, in Mirabel, Quebec. This
is the largest order of its kind in our history. It's truly a vote of con‐
fidence in our industry and our workers.

I could also talk to you about the defence industrial strategy,
which aims to create 125,000 jobs, as well as rebuild an industrial
base in defence, but I know that speaking time is limited.

[English]

I will just say to end that in a world of increasing geopolitical
competition, Canada must act from a position of strength. We must
strengthen our domestic capacity and reduce vulnerability.

Mr. Chair, Canada is not standing still. We're protecting what we
have built, we're creating what comes next and we're attracting the
people and the capital that will define our future.

Thank you. I'm ready to answer all your questions.

The Chair: Thank you very much, Minister.

In my excitement to get us going, I forgot to introduce your col‐
leagues. I'm going to take a moment to do that.

Hon. Mélanie Joly: I'm all yours.

The Chair: Joining us is Valerie Huot, acting chief financial of‐
ficer and assistant deputy minister. With her is Mark Schaan, asso‐
ciate deputy minister.

Thank you very much to my colleagues on this side for allowing
me the grace to make that introduction.

With that, we will go into our first line of questioning.

Madam Dancho, the floor will be yours for six minutes.

Raquel Dancho (Kildonan—St. Paul, CPC): Thank you very
much, Mr. Chair.

I thank you and your colleagues, Minister, for being with us to‐
day.

Minister, you outlined in part the crisis facing our auto sector.
Can you clearly outline the top-line argument you have for import‐
ing 49,000 Chinese EVs into Canada and how that will benefit—or
not—our domestic auto manufacturing sector?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: I think the plan was clear, and the Prime
Minister mentioned it at the time. Our goal was to make sure that,
first, we would be able to support our canola farmers, who are so
important in the Prairies, as you know. Second was being able to
protect our fishers, who also have been targeted by tariffs. That was
good for people in Atlantic Canada, in the north and on the west
coast. Third, in 2023, Canada was already importing 43,000 cars
from China. This is a small increase from where we were in 2023.

Raquel Dancho: Thank you very much.
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I appreciate your bringing up the agricultural exports. As you
know, that's not really an equal exchange, the way that your gov‐
ernment negotiated. It was only a temporary reprieve of some of the
agricultural export controls that China put on, as pork still remains,
canola oil still remains and the reprieve that you did get is expiring
by the end of this year.

When these Chinese EVs come into Canada, as you well know,
they're here to stay. You didn't negotiate a long-term agreement for
our canola farmers, and they don't think that exchange is quite how
you're selling it, but I am glad that you brought up 2023, because it
was in the following year, about a year and a half ago, I suppose,
that you yourself, as you know, put in quite strong restrictions for
Chinese electric vehicles.

In fact, you said the reason was that they would put unwarranted
downward pressure on pricing, challenging the profitability of
Canadian producers, and they would reduce choice by crowding out
other imports. You were really correct in that instance, Minister. Of
course, in Mexico, Indonesia, Brazil, Australia and most places that
have allowed Chinese EVs, they have crowded out that market and
jeopardized that domestic supply chain. Again, I'm not clear why
you're bringing these in when we're facing such a crisis in the auto
sector in Canada.
● (1600)

Hon. Mélanie Joly: First, when it comes to negotiations with
China, I think that many premiers were actually very positive re‐
garding the importance of this deal and the consequences for Cana‐
dians, particularly those in the Prairies, including Premier Moe, the
Conservative premier. I think it was important to be able to settle
key issues, particularly when it comes to agriculture.

At the same time, I think it was important—
Raquel Dancho: They're not settled. Those issues are not set‐

tled, Minister.
Hon. Mélanie Joly: I think it is also important to understand that

although 49,000 vehicles will be imported, that is less than 3% of
the entire production in Canada—

Raquel Dancho: But 40% of our electric vehicle—
Hon. Mélanie Joly: I'm sorry. My colleague is talking over me,

but I just want to finish my answer.
The Chair: Madam Dancho, I'm going to give the minister an‐

other 20 seconds or so to wrap up her response, at which point we'll
go back to you.

Hon. Mélanie Joly: My point is that it's less than 3% of produc‐
tion, and in that sense we are working already with many compa‐
nies that will be importing to Canada. At the same time, we're try‐
ing to support not only ongoing production in Canada but also an
increase in production, and that increase is exactly what has hap‐
pened in the last year in the auto sector.

Raquel Dancho: The agriculture issue is not by any means set‐
tled. Again, it's a temporary reprieve on part of the agricultural ex‐
ports. In fact, in the last 10 years that you have been a minister and
that the Liberal government has been in power, the Chinese govern‐
ment has used our agriculture and our farmers as a baton to beat
Canada with, to coerce us, over four or five times, I believe. Con‐

sistently this is an issue that you have failed to resolve in the long
term.

One of the three standards for allowing these vehicles into
Canada, which you cited the last time you were here, was labour
standards. I want to go back to the forced labour issue.

You said to my colleague Mr. Falk that your point of view will
always be to follow what the UN is saying. The UN is unequivocal,
and of course, as you know from the Office of the UN High Com‐
missioner on Human Rights, they've said that there were various
coercive methods being used to secure surplus labourers in Xin‐
jiang. Serious human rights violations have been committed in XU‐
AR.

A 2022 UN report says there are indications that labour and em‐
ployment schemes appear to be discriminatory in nature and in‐
volve elements of coercion. In January of this year, a UN report
says, “UN experts...expressed deep concern regarding persistent al‐
legations of forced labour”. The report quoted them as saying, “In
many cases, the coercive elements are so severe that they may
amount to forcible transfer and/or enslavement as a crime against
humanity.”

If you're agreeing with the UN, how are you allowing the import
of vehicles that may have aluminum in them, for example, which
has been traced to forced labour help? How are you justifying this?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: There was an entire testimony on my part
three weeks ago, just before the recess, where I spent an hour ex‐
plaining our position on EVs. I think there's been an entire study on
the part of parliamentarians.

Of course, everything that I said at the time still holds, and ev‐
erything that I said on forced labour still holds.

Raquel Dancho: At the time you kicked the bucket over to CB‐
SA and your Public Safety colleague. You said that he'll deal with
it, but if you agree that there's forced labour going on, you have al‐
lowed this negotiation to allow these 49,000 vehicles to enter, and
you're saying, well, Public Safety will deal with it.

This is a nonsensical position. Either you believe this is happen‐
ing, that they therefore should not come in, or you're kicking it over
to your Public Safety colleague and saying, well, maybe he'll catch
them.

Is the federal government's position, then, that Public Safety and
CBSA will turn them away?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: I think you're making an assumption on the
49,000 EVs that is only linked to different Chinese auto companies.
I would challenge that, and we are—

Raquel Dancho: You don't believe you have forced labour on—

Hon. Mélanie Joly: Can I just finish my answer?

The Chair: Yes.
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We're going to be over time, so I'm going to give the minister the
opportunity to reply.

Hon. Mélanie Joly: My point is that there will be lots of western
auto companies shipping their cars to Canada, and eventually there
will also be—

Raquel Dancho: What about Chinese ones?
Hon. Mélanie Joly: —a Chinese team, but at this point the allo‐

cation of the 49,000 is not over yet.
The Chair: Thank you very much, Madam Dancho.

Madam O'Rourke, the floor is yours for six minutes.
Dominique O'Rourke (Guelph, Lib.): Thank you, Chair Carr.

Welcome, Madam Minister. It's lovely to see you again.

We're speaking about the estimates and about these significant
investments in supporting industries that have been fully attacked
in this trade war, and also about helping other industries to develop,
to take advantage of a number of new opportunities in defence,
aerospace, nuclear, electricity, infrastructure, major projects and the
buy Canadian policy.

We're investing in shoring up and protecting some industries and
then expanding others, and also making sure that we train the peo‐
ple to do the building here in Canada. I'm wondering if you would
like to share with us what you're hearing from Canadian industry in
terms of the steps the government has taken in the past year to sup‐
port them through the trade war, to help them pivot. What's their
feeling about all of the opportunity that is before us in the coming
year?
● (1605)

Hon. Mélanie Joly: Listen, it's been a tough year for many
Canadian businesses, which are dealing with so much uncertainty at
a time when a lot of their business models have been very much fo‐
cused toward exporting to the U.S. That definitely was the business
model of the steel sector, the aluminum sector, the auto sector, the
forestry sector and many of the small and medium-sized businesses
across the country. We still have the best deal on planet earth when
it comes to access to the U.S., but the tariffs have been impacting a
lot of people.

That being said, I think the reaction has been positive. That's be‐
cause, first, we have a plan, and second, as our plan is being put in‐
to place, really it is working.

The best example I can give you is Tenaris, where I was last
week with Premier Ford, who is the Ontario premier, as we all
know. We were in Sault Ste. Marie, and we announced 200 new
jobs and an investment of more than $70 million. That investment
was possible because of the fact that we've approved many of the
energy sector projects out in the west. Now Tenaris, which is a
global company, has decided to invest more in its pipes and tubes
processing, because it believes the demand is increasing in Canada
and therefore there's a business case for it. What does that mean? It
means it's good news for Algoma in Sault Ste. Marie, and it's also
good news for Tenaris.

At the same time, the other example I could give you is definite‐
ly the defence sector. We started from having nearly no defence

sector or a very small defence sector in Canada, and now we have
an opportunity that is actually one of the biggest commercial oppor‐
tunities in decades. We came up with this defence industrial strate‐
gy. Our goal is to create 125,000 jobs, as I said in my introductory
remarks. I say that because, of all the industrial strategies that the
government has ever announced, it is the most funded since the
Second World War, because it's supported by a $500-billion budget.

What are we seeing concretely? We're seeing the aerospace sec‐
tor really investing and trying to create new jobs. That was the ex‐
ample of MDS Coating in P.E.I. It was the biggest private invest‐
ment and federal investment that we've seen in the last decades in
P.E.I., and it's creating and maintaining 230 jobs in the aerospace
sector.

We're seeing that in investments in the aerospace sector in
Mirabel—at L3Harris and also Airbus. We're seeing that across the
country, as we know that the manufacturing sector is affected by
the tariffs.

My last point would be that we know that the auto sector is really
impacted, so we want to make sure that certain plants can work on
the defence front, to save jobs.

Dominique O'Rourke: I'd like to thank you, Minister, for re‐
sponding very quickly to the new interpretation of section 232 tar‐
iffs for steel, aluminum and copper. Thank you for the immediate
response, with the $1.5 billion of support for those industries. It's
meant a lot to southwestern Ontario.

What are you hearing from people on the ground?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: I'm hearing particularly from people in
southwestern Ontario. I know you represent Guelph well. You've
been a strong advocate for the manufacturing sector in the region,
Dominique.

I think the support has been timely. I think we needed to react
quickly. Why? It was because the White House had changed its in‐
terpretation of the steel and aluminum tariffs and expanded it to
derivative products. Companies that were not necessarily impacted
by tariffs are now impacted, because, basically, the interpretation is
now the full value of the product in which steel and/or aluminum
can be included.

Based on that, we needed to come up with some real support,
which is not only support through loans but also support through
subsidies in order to protect companies and not have them go into a
spiral of debt. It was also influenced by what we did last time dur‐
ing the section 232 tariffs under the first Trump administration.
Based on that, we decided to go further. I think the reaction is good.
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Let me be frank: We're not claiming victory, whatsoever. We will
continue to work with the sectors that are impacted, and we'll con‐
tinue to be in listening mode and action mode.
● (1610)

Dominique O'Rourke: Thank you.
[Translation]

The Chair: Thank you, Ms. O'Rourke.

Mr. Ste‑Marie, you have the floor for six minutes.
Gabriel Ste-Marie (Joliette—Manawan, BQ): Thank you,

Mr. Chair.

Minister, Mr. Schaan and Ms. Huot, thank you for being here at
the committee meeting.

I'm going to start with a comment. There was talk of Chinese
electric vehicles and western canola, but, again, there was no open‐
ing for Quebec pork. It's important for our producers to have an
outlet to Asia, particularly to China, which was a major client.
Thank you for taking note of that.

Minister, you were with us three weeks ago. We see each other
often in this committee.

Hon. Mélanie Joly: Yes, I'm so available; it's incredible.
Gabriel Ste-Marie: Thank you for being here.

On the subject of electric vehicles, I had asked you to tell us the
total amounts paid toward the battery industry by province. I don't
think the committee has received that information.

I also asked you for something else related to the matter that
Mr. O'Rourke discussed. I asked you to provide us with an
overview of the number of small and medium-sized businesses and
jobs, by region and by sector, that had been affected by the execu‐
tive order that the U.S. President signed in early April. At that com‐
mittee meeting, Ms. Gould cited, for example, a University of Cal‐
gary study that said that around 60% of the products exported from
Ontario and Quebec could be targeted. Desjardins published a study
indicating that it would actually be a quarter of Quebec's products
that would be affected. In that case, Quebec businesses would be
the most affected.

Could your department give us an overview so that we know
what the situation is?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: First, on the issue of Quebec pork, there's
no problem. We are indeed taking steps, and we're very aware of
the situation. I'm working with the Minister of Agriculture and
Agri-Food and the Prime Minister on this, so it goes without saying
that this is a priority. Of course, the goal is to have zero tariffs im‐
posed by China on any of our agricultural products and any of our
fishery and seafood products.

Second, you had indeed given me two requests, and I'm going to
answer them, because I agreed to them. I would just like to clarify
the requests so that both Mr. Schaan and Ms. Huot can hear them.
You wanted to know the total amounts paid in the battery sector, by
province, as well as the number of SMEs, by region and by sector,
affected by the U.S. tariffs.

Gabriel Ste-Marie: My request concerned the SMEs affected by
the President's latest executive order, but also the number of jobs
affected.

Hon. Mélanie Joly: Yes, we're indeed talking about the latest
executive order on steel, aluminum and copper.

We have an interpretation for this issue, but I don't think we're
going to have a completely set point of view, because there are still
many companies that are gradually realizing that they're affected by
this order or that they aren't. There can also sometimes be issues
with the clarity or interpretation of the order, depending on the offi‐
cials. However, we decided to not wait and to put an approach in
place.

We'll be able to read the situation better once the Business De‐
velopment Bank of Canada and the regional economic development
agencies can give us their accounts of the demand.

Gabriel Ste-Marie: Thank you very much for all that.

Has your government discussed the consequences of this execu‐
tive order with the U.S. administration? Could the United States re‐
view this order or is it like everything else?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: I have raised it a number of times with the
Prime Minister and with Hon. Dominic LeBlanc. Minister LeBlanc
is very aware of the situation. He has had a number of conversa‐
tions. Just this morning, he spoke with Mr. Greer, the U.S. trade
representative. I think you should ask him directly.

For my part, know that since I'm responsible for the impact of
the tariffs, I'm working work with Minister LeBlanc, with Janice
Charette, who is the Prime Minister's representative in the
Canada—United States—Mexico Agreement negotiations, with
Mark Wiseman, who is Canada's ambassador in Washington, and,
of course, with the Prime Minister.

Gabriel Ste-Marie: I would now like to talk about the $1.5‑bil‐
lion assistance plan that you quickly rolled out. In fact, we wel‐
come this initiative and sincerely thank you for it. However, I'm
hearing a concern from SMEs. The government is invest‐
ing $500 million in the program to encourage the purchase of ma‐
chinery and to increase productivity. It's an excellent program, but
it may not be very well suited to SMEs, which are currently facing
fewer orders and therefore less revenue, so they don't have the ca‐
pacity to buy new machinery.

As for the loan program, there are many concerns that the target‐
ed businesses may be too large compared with the reality of SMEs.
Entrepreneurs told me that, in times of hardship, they could access
a loan of $100,000 or $200,000. A two‑million dollar loan is much
bigger.

Could the criteria be changed, if necessary?

● (1615)

Hon. Mélanie Joly: I'm completely open to changing the crite‐
ria. We have always been able to adjust.
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Let me explain my concern. There's a lot of work with the major
contractors, the big companies. However, it's really important to
understand what's happening in the supply chain and in small and
medium-sized businesses. I have actually had a number of conver‐
sations about this with the Prime Minister.

I'm very open to feedback, of course. We're also in contact with a
number of SMEs that give us their feedback. It would be my plea‐
sure to work with you, Mr. Ste‑Marie.

Gabriel Ste-Marie: Once again, thank you for all that, Ms. Joly.

Regarding the forestry crisis, there was the Business Develop‐
ment Bank of Canada program to support struggling forestry com‐
panies, but some of them were ineligible. I recently heard that there
could be an opening and that the programs could be reassessed to
expand the assistance. I would like you to give us some details on
that.

The industry and the unions are also suggesting that the govern‐
ment assume half of the illegal countervailing duties imposed by
the U.S. government so that companies can export their products.
It's held in a trust fund. Our companies have always come out
ahead after years of fighting the U.S. government. The government
could repay itself at that point.

Is that a strategy you're studying?
The Chair: Mr. Ste‑Marie is the best member at taking advan‐

tage of the clock: He knows he asked a question when he had no
time left. That said, Minister, I'll allow you to quickly answer the
question.

Hon. Mélanie Joly: Thank you, Mr. Chair.

My colleague Tim Hodgson is currently working with the indus‐
try and the unions. He has set up a round table, and the recommen‐
dations will be submitted shortly. I will have the opportunity to
work on the forestry industry with him and the Prime Minister this
week.

I'm involved in this file because the Business Development Bank
of Canada has been there from the start, and the BDC is my respon‐
sibility. However, it goes without saying that the BDC program
doesn't go far enough. That's why, while we have made some ad‐
justments for steel, aluminum and copper, we want to do the same
for the forestry industry. My colleague Mr. Hodgson will soon have
an opportunity to share some good news with a sector that's heavily
affected by this.

Gabriel Ste-Marie: Thank you, Minister.
The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Ste‑Marie.

[English]

Ms. Dancho, the floor is yours.
Raquel Dancho: Thank you, Mr. Chair.

I want to talk a little more about the security implications of the
Chinese EVs.

As you know, your government banned TikTok from government
devices. You prohibited Huawei and had all the technology and cell
phones removed from Canada. Today, in fact, the RCMP in Ontario
restricted the use of Chinese EV drones, all for very similar security

issues. As you're well aware, CSIS has said that the People's Re‐
public of China is Canada's greatest espionage and foreign interfer‐
ence threat, and that its activities threaten Canada's national securi‐
ty and long-term economic prosperity. Your former colleague
Chrystia Freeland said that your government was “absolutely” con‐
sidering banning “Chinese-made software” in electric vehicles to
counter “the security threat from China”. You cited a similar ratio‐
nale in your ban a year and a half ago.

Really, nothing has changed in terms of the security threat from
the software. The last time you were here, you said that you're
“working on a...framework”, but the import of these is now al‐
lowed. Is this framework considering banning the software from
those vehicles? Are they going to come in as empty shells in that
regard?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: These are really good questions that should
be asked of the Minister of Public Safety and the Minister of Trans‐
port, as they are working on a new software approach when it
comes to EVs.

Raquel Dancho: You are working on that with them. You said
that the last time you were here.

Are you not being consulted on this?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: I am, but I am not in charge of CSIS.

Raquel Dancho: That's right, but you are being consulted on the
framework. That is what you said the last time you were here.

Hon. Mélanie Joly: Yes, when it comes to our industrial capaci‐
ty, of course.

Raquel Dancho: You're not concerned about the security impli‐
cations. It's not your job to worry about that. You're just bringing
them in and—

Hon. Mélanie Joly: You have specific demands linked to CSIS
and their analysis. You know very well, being a very seasoned MP,
that this is not under my purview.

Of course I'll work with them, but I don't have specific intelli‐
gence to prove any form of—

Raquel Dancho: That was your analysis, as well, a year and a
half ago, when you banned them.

● (1620)

Hon. Mélanie Joly: Can I finish my answer?

I would like to finish my answer.

The Chair: Go ahead, Minister.

Hon. Mélanie Joly: As I was saying, if there's specific intel
linked to Chinese EV software per se, of course we will take that
into account. Of course we will be working as a team.

Right now, you're asking me questions that are linked to the Min‐
ister of Public Safety. They are extremely important—

Raquel Dancho: You made the agreement.
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Hon. Mélanie Joly: —and I don't want them to go unanswered.
That's why I think he should be the one to answer them.

Raquel Dancho: Did you not make the agreement? Were you
not in charge of the agreement to bring in 49,000 Chinese EVs?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: I was working with the Prime Minister, and
I stand by it. I think it is a very good agreement and Canadians
widely support it.

Raquel Dancho: It's interesting that you won't answer the secu‐
rity questions.

I will put one more question to you.

Michael Kovrig was here. I know you know who he is. He said a
very interesting thing, and I want your perspective on it.

He said:
The PRC weaponizes technology, supply chains and market access to coerce ac‐
quiescence to its geopolitical agenda. China's ambassador just demonstrated this
when he pressed Canada to weaken the long-standing policy on Taiwan. Import‐
ing Chinese EVs means importing predatory monopolistic behaviour that our
companies can't survive, labour conditions that our workers won't tolerate and
infringements of sovereignty that our nation shouldn't accept.

Do you agree with Mr. Kovrig?
Hon. Mélanie Joly: I have a lot of time and respect for Mr.

Kovrig. I've talked and worked with him on many occasions.

I also think it is important for us to have a relationship with Chi‐
na, including on the industrial front, where we are able to do busi‐
ness together, because we do business together. We do business to‐
gether because a lot of our great farmers and fishers send a lot of
great Canadian products there. Also, a lot of our financial sector is
in China. We also have many service-providing companies there.
Meanwhile, we import from China many goods that Canadians en‐
joy every single day.

In the circumstances—
Raquel Dancho: You don't seem to be concerned with the cost

this may have for Canada. We'll move on.

Mr. Chair, with my remaining time, I'd like to give the last
minute to Mr. Guglielmin.

The Chair: There's a lot of crosstalk.

Minister, I'm going to give you 15 seconds to finish that thought.

I've paused the clock. Mr. Guglielmin, when you take over, you'll
have 60 seconds, which means you'll have time, probably, for one
question.

Minister, answer really quickly, please.
Hon. Mélanie Joly: At a time when we're the victim of a trade

war waged by the U.S., Canada needs to have a relationship with
China that is stable and that is based also on the agreement that we
were able to ratify back in January. Meanwhile, we're protecting
our sectors that are victims of U.S. protectionism.

The Chair: Mr. Guglielmin, I'm going to start the clock again.
You'll have a minute, sir.

Michael Guglielmin (Vaughan—Woodbridge, CPC): Minister,
thank you for being here today.

Earlier this month, you appeared at this committee, and my col‐
league, Ted Falk, asked you when the EV mandate would be re‐
pealed. Your exact words were, “There is no EV mandate.” The
very next hour, we had Brian Kingston from the Canadian Vehicle
Manufacturers' Association here. You know him. I reiterated your
response to him, and he told the committee, “The mandate is still in
force today, and it continues to create financial and legal compli‐
ance burdens for companies.”

Given the fact that we're in this trade war and that businesses in
this country, especially the auto sector, need certainty, which is it?
Is the EV mandate repealed, as you suggested last time you were at
committee, or is it still on the books, as the industry suggests?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: At the federal level, there's no EV mandate.
Of course, don't take it from me. You can take it from the depart‐
ment. My assistant deputy minister will be able to answer that.

I think what Mr. Kingston was referring to is the fact that there
are EV mandates in Quebec and B.C., under provincial jurisdiction.

Michael Guglielmin: No, Minister, that's not what he was refer‐
ring to.

Hon. Mélanie Joly: In the auto strategy, it is clear. Our goal is to
make sure that there's no EV mandate.

Michael Guglielmin: It's been repealed in rhetoric but not in
law. According to the industry experts, that EV mandate is still very
much in place. We're looking for a date when it's actually going to
be repealed.

Hon. Mélanie Joly: It's going to be my priority that it is repealed
very quickly, because we have said clearly that we're getting rid of
it.

Michael Guglielmin: It hasn't been done yet.

Hon. Mélanie Joly: That is not the information I have.

Potentially, Mr. Kingston and I need to talk to each other. That's
not a problem. We'll do that. Clearly, the goal of the government
and my order to my department, working with the Minister of Envi‐
ronment and, of course, under the Prime Minister's leadership, is to
repeal the EV mandate.

Michael Guglielmin: Can you report the date back to this com‐
mittee?

The Chair: Mr. Guglielmin, I gave you three extra questions and
50 extra seconds, which I think was more than fair.
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I'm going now to Mr. Fanjoy.

The floor is yours for five minutes. I understand you may be
splitting your time with Monsieur Ntumba as well.
● (1625)

[Translation]
Bruce Fanjoy (Carleton, Lib.): That's correct, Mr. Chair.

[English]

Minister, the Government of Canada recently launched a national
electricity strategy, a plan to double our electric grid with clean, re‐
liable and affordable energy by 2050. How will a strengthened elec‐
tric grid support the growth of our domestic EV market and tie into
the government's auto strategy? Specifically, how will it attract in‐
vestments to Canada and boost EV demand?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: Thank you, Bruce. There are a couple of
things. First and foremost, the electricity strategy is important to
make sure that we protect Canadians. As electricity demand in‐
creases, we want to make sure that electricity prices stay at a rea‐
sonable rate. It's a big affordability issue. That's been our priority.

Second, we've been wanting to address the manufacturing part of
the electricity front. What I mean by this is that I was at Tenaris in
Sault Ste. Marie, and it's because of energy sector projects—linked,
obviously, to the grid also—that we will be able to increase the de‐
mand for steel in Canada, in pipes and in tubes. The other thing is
that we just announced in Quebec that Hitachi, also a very impor‐
tant Japanese company, is investing in Canada in order to do more
transformers. I've been in conversation with other Japanese compa‐
nies wanting to invest in Ontario to be able to continue that supply
chain that is so important. I've also been in conversation with many
major steel companies that are affected by the tariffs and are now
looking to have a strong demand in Canada for their steel products
in the context of the electricity strategy. Really, when you think
about building Canada strong, that's what we mean.

To your question regarding EVs, I think by 2030, nearly half, or
40%, of all cars in the world will be EVs. That will have, of course,
an impact here at home. We know that EV adoption is actually up.
We know that Canada and North America need to be able to devel‐
op the latest and the best technology when it comes to the auto sec‐
tor. We have always done that. We cannot be leapfrogged by other
countries in the world. We need to be able to adopt these technolo‐
gies. That's what Canadians are looking for. Because it will have an
impact on the grid, we also need to increase our electricity capacity.
That's why the electricity strategy is so important to attract invest‐
ments. We're also working with the provinces and territories to be
able to have a full sovereign grid across the country, from east to
west.

Thank you.
Bruce Fanjoy: Thank you.

[Translation]
The Chair: Mr. Ntumba, you have the floor for the remaining

two minutes.
Bienvenu-Olivier Ntumba (Mont-Saint-Bruno—L'Acadie,

Lib.): Thank you, Mr. Chair.

Good afternoon, Minister. You were here three weeks ago, and
we're happy to have you back.

The last time you appeared, in April, you announced a tariff re‐
sponse following new measures imposed by the United States.
Since then, there have been a number of announcements across the
country, from east to west.

After that tour following the announcement, have you seen any
real effects on the ground? How has the announcement been re‐
ceived across the country?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: Are you talking about steel and aluminum?

Bienvenu-Olivier Ntumba: Yes.

Hon. Mélanie Joly: I have seen a very positive reaction, certain‐
ly from the various chambers of commerce—whether in Quebec,
Ontario or elsewhere—as well as the Conseil du patronat du
Québec, among others. I have also had a number of conversations
with businesses that have been directly affected by the tariffs, such
as Bombardier Recreational Products and Manac, a semi-trailer
company.

At the end of the day, these are illegal and unjustified tariffs. It's
difficult. We're offering assistance to these businesses and are glad
to be able to support them, but, fundamentally, we're trying to nego‐
tiate with the Americans and fight these tariffs. We're trying to do
both at the same time: counteract the tariffs' impact by supporting
our businesses while seeking a lasting solution with the Americans.
Of course, we know that there's a lot of unpredictability when it
comes to dealing with the White House.

● (1630)

Bienvenu-Olivier Ntumba: I'm going to continue along the
same lines. It's true that there is a plan in place. The Americans
keep tripping us up, so to speak.

What is your medium-term and long-term vision for the support
you're going to provide for innovation in Canada?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: Despite all the insecurity and uncertainty
created by the tariffs, and despite the significant global and geopo‐
litical insecurity that particularly stems from the impacts of the war
in Iran, Canada remains the G7 country that attracts the most for‐
eign investment. It was able to do so in 2025, and that's still the
case now, in 2026. That's no small feat. We know that we're depen‐
dent on the United States for exports. Despite everything, we have
been able to attract those investments. We have worked very hard
to do so, including through major projects in energy, critical miner‐
als and transportation, such as ports. It helps.
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At the same time, our objective is also to protect the manufactur‐
ing sector, which is really the target of the tariffs, and that's what
I'm working on. Despite everything, we were able to announce in‐
vestments in the battery sector, particularly from LG and Volkswa‐
gen. We have also announced new investments from Siemens and
investments in the aerospace sector. Even more good news will be
announced this week.

The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Ntumba.

Mr. Ste‑Marie, you have the floor for two and a half minutes.
Gabriel Ste-Marie: Thank you, Mr. Chair.

All of the departmental plans provide for the development and
implementation of a series of industrial and other strategies. I
counted nine, including defence, automotive, quantum science and
tourism. However, there are still none for Quebec's technological
driver and number one exporter, aerospace.

I am very pleased by the announcement of the AirAsia Airbus
mega contract in Mirabel. I understand that the defence strategy
will include a significant share for aerospace, but Canada is the on‐
ly country with such a significant aerospace industry that still
doesn't have an industrial strategy. Are you planning to put one in
place?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: At the moment, the aerospace sector is
mainly focused on gradually securing its investments not only from
a commercial standpoint, as we see in the case of Airbus at
Mirabel, and in innovation, as we did in the case of MDS Coating,
but also fundamentally from a defence standpoint.

What I'm being asked in terms of aerospace is really what our in‐
dustrial and technological benefits policy will be. We're being
asked how we're going to implement defence procurement for
aerospace. That's really the kind of request I'm getting.

Certainly, I always want to do a lot for the aerospace industry.
That goes without saying, because I'm a Quebecker and I'm very
proud of it. As you know, my roots are in Mirabel. My grandmother
and grandfather were from Saint‑Canut and Sainte‑Scholastique.

In short, I'm currently trying to focus on the sectors affected by
the tariffs—steel, aluminum, automotive and defence—because this
affects the entire manufacturing sector targeted by the tariffs. I'm
also working on a new strategy for life sciences, which are very
much affected by Mr. Trump's policies too.

What affects the aerospace sector certainly affects Bombardier as
well. I am having conversations with its CEO, Éric Martel. In fact, I
spoke to him again this morning. There is a lot of good news on the
horizon for the aerospace sector in the coming weeks. In my opin‐
ion and that of the industry, things are going well right now.

Gabriel Ste-Marie: Thank you, Minister.

Mr. Chair, I think my time is up, so I'll stop here.

Thank you.
The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Ste‑Marie.

[English]

Mr. Chambers, welcome to the committee, sir. The floor is yours
for five minutes.

Adam Chambers (Simcoe North, CPC): Minister, thank you
for being here. It's nice to see you again. I wish some of your cabi‐
net colleagues would also attend committee meetings when they're
invited, so thank you.

● (1635)

Hon. Mélanie Joly: I'll pass the word along, just for you.

Adam Chambers: Do you recall using this line? You've used it a
few times. In mid- to late February, you used the line in a CTV in‐
terview and also in a speech. You said Canadians would make “the
best cars in the world, for the world”. Do you remember that line?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: Yes, of course, and I stand by it.

Adam Chambers: Is it your position that Canadian automakers
will export vehicles from Canada around the world to markets other
than in the United States?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: I think that Canadian automakers are reck‐
oning with the fact that there is an over-dependence on the U.S.,
with 90% and more of the entire production being exported to the
U.S. We will anchor them, protect them and support them.

Seventy-five per cent of all the auto production in Canada is by
Honda and Toyota. I was on the phone this weekend with Dave
Jamieson, the CEO of Honda Canada, to make sure that that's the
case for Honda, and we'll do that for Toyota.

Ford, for example, is undergoing a major investment of $4 bil‐
lion, the biggest investment in its history in Canada. It is also look‐
ing at exporting elsewhere, and that's part of its business model.

I'm not stating this because it's something that I wish; it's
based—

Adam Chambers: I'm sorry. I'm going to jump in here.

Hon. Mélanie Joly: No, I just want to finish my sentence.

The Chair: Yes, I'm going to let you, I'm just going to explain—

Hon. Mélanie Joly: My point is that I'm getting that from au‐
tomakers themselves.

The Chair: Adam, don't worry. I paused it.

Adam Chambers: Okay, so you believe that there is a business
case that supports Canadian automakers' exporting vehicles global‐
ly to markets outside the U.S. Is that correct?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: Based on my conversations with them, that's
what they're proposing to us.
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Adam Chambers: Has your department done economic analysis
on this business case? Is there economic analysis that the govern‐
ment has done that shows it's viable for Canadian automakers to
produce vehicles here to export them to Asia or Europe, as an ex‐
ample?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: Or the Middle East.... That's exactly why
the Prime Minister has been going around the world and signing
52—

Adam Chambers: The question is this. Are you aware of any
economic analysis that your department or any department in the
government has done that supports the notion that Canadian au‐
tomakers will export or can export vehicles elsewhere?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: I get your point, but it is not up to the gov‐
ernment to make that assumption. If the companies want to do that,
and they're proposing that, we will support them. I think they're al‐
so looking at passenger vehicles and defence production. You're go‐
ing to see that more and more as we put into place our defence in‐
dustrial strategy.

Adam Chambers: Is your testimony that Canadian automakers
have approached the government to say that they believe there's a
global market?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: Absolutely.
Adam Chambers: Okay, so Honda and Toyota have told you,

for example, that they believe they can build cars in Canada and ex‐
port them to the Middle East, Asia or elsewhere.

Hon. Mélanie Joly: I'll say two things on that point. First, we've
been approached by companies, and I can't say which ones, because
obviously that is confidential business information—commercial,
private information.

Adam Chambers: Well, no company has come to any of the
committees on Parliament Hill or gone to the media to suggest that
this is a viable business plan.

Hon. Mélanie Joly: Listen, I'm telling you that's what we're get‐
ting as information.

We also have free trade agreements with many different markets
and countries around the world. That's also why it's important.
What I would say also is, of course we know that the auto sector is
affected by the tariffs. We know we need to protect the auto sector,
and that is why we'll fight for it in the context of the revision of the
USMCA.

Adam Chambers: Do you believe that the Canadian auto sector
can survive without access to the U.S. market?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: I think that we need to be able to work on
many scenarios. Right now, as the conversation with the U.S. gov‐
ernment is continuing, we're also finding solutions to reopen Inger‐
soll and Brampton.

Adam Chambers: My understanding is that there's supposed to
be a remissions process set up for the auto sector. It's been a year.
My understanding is that the remissions process is still not set up.
Are you aware of that?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: No, I think you're wrong. I think that the re‐
missions system was put in place a year ago because we had coun‐
tertariffs. I want you to understand the remissions system.

Adam Chambers: In my remaining time, if I'm wrong, do you
think that you'd be able to provide to the committee the amount of
money that's been remitted to Canadian automakers under the re‐
missions process?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: We can definitely work on finding you the
right information.

What I can tell you is that the remissions framework is a year
old, because it's based on countertariffs. What I think you're allud‐
ing to is the fact that, in the auto strategy, we would be reviewing
this remissions framework, which we want to review because we
want to be able to say to Honda and Toyota, which have increased
their production, that they would be able to increase the market ac‐
cess of cars made in the U.S. without tariffs. That is why—

● (1640)

Adam Chambers: Well, I look forward to the information that
you'll share with the committee that shows the dollar value that
Canadian automakers have received from—

The Chair: At this point, Mr. Chambers, I'm going to direct the
discussion to our final line of questioning.

Mr. Ma, the floor is yours for five minutes, sir.

Michael Ma (Markham—Unionville, Lib.): Thank you, Chair.

Hello, Minister.

The government has produced a series of domain-specific strate‐
gies covering domains like defence, auto and electricity, which you
talked about earlier. Can you walk us through how these strategies
intersect to help build Canada strong for our economy and particu‐
larly for our workers?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: Thank you for that.

We have worked to protect jobs and create jobs and also attract
talent and investment. They have been the three pillars, the three
priorities, we're working on. On the protect front, what we want to
do is, obviously, auto...a fundamental 500,000 jobs impacted poten‐
tially. We're working night and day on protecting our auto sector.

I was with Premier Ford on Friday. We spent an hour going
through all the different investments, and I must say that our auto
strategy is working. We have now a third shift in Windsor, at Stel‐
lantis, where Kathy is coming from. We also have new investments
that were announced a month and a half ago by GM in St.
Catharines, with $690 million for their engine facility.

We have the two new battery plants, one in Windsor, which has
been opened and launched and has started production, and the one
that is being built in St. Thomas right now. That's for auto. Also,
there were investments that I announced in Hanover, for Siemens in
Oakville. That's for battery production as well. That's one thing.
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When it comes to steel and aluminum, I've talked about it a lot,
because of course we need to adapt every time the Americans are
changing their interpretation of tariffs. We're seeing that the plan is
working, but what I really think is different from past years is that
the defence industrial strategy is our way to be able to empower the
manufacturing sector and potentially help in the auto, steel and alu‐
minum sectors by really being able to repurpose some of the plants
or transition some of the workers towards the defence industry.

We know that the support we're giving to the Canadian Armed
Forces can also be used as an important economic stimulus to pro‐
tect the businesses that are affected by the tariffs, and we certainly
intend to do that.

Michael Ma: Thank you, Minister.

Colleges, polytechnics and similar industry training institutions
have recently received $165 million in investments from the gov‐
ernment. These institutions work directly with industry to deliver
and train the next generation of Canadians. Can you help us under‐
stand why colleges and institutions are so important in developing
Canadian talent?

Hon. Mélanie Joly: They are, because they do a lot of applied
research. Since they do so, they're able to train a lot of the students
who will eventually work in the different sectors of the manufactur‐
ing sector. I was with Doly, your friend, in Scarborough, and we an‐
nounced an important initiative whereby—across the country, basi‐
cally—we would be reinvesting in applied research. I think it was
well received.

Doly and I were hearing so many testimonies, so many stories, of
students who may be working in AI right now or working in order
to eventually get the right education to be able to work in the trans‐
portation industry or the aerospace industry or the auto sector.
These are just examples of what we're able to support through our
science funding.

Michael Ma: Thank you.

I think you mentioned this earlier. Given the current fracturing
world order, the government has worked to diversify Canada's trad‐
ing relationships. What actions has the government taken to devel‐
op, maintain and deepen our relationships with old and new inter‐
national partners?
● (1645)

Hon. Mélanie Joly: What is really important right now is that
we have to work on two fronts. We have to work to create new
trade agreements. That's definitely what the Prime Minister is
working on—52 trade agreements. It's really important.

At the same time, all countries are reacting to protectionism. All
of them, including, for example, the European Union, are closing
their borders to, for example, steel and aluminum, because they're
reacting to U.S. protectionism and section 232 tariffs on steel and
aluminum.

What we need to do, and I've been working with the EU on this,
is make sure that Canada is not a collateral victim of that protec‐
tionism and that we basically have a common market on steel and
aluminum with the EU. We need to do that with Japan. We need to
do that with other countries around the world. That's just an exam‐

ple of actually being able to align industrial policies, which is more
than free trade. It's being able to have the same approach when it
comes to our market economies, and also the same type of support.

That will have an impact because Algoma Steel, for example—I
was at Algoma in the Soo on Friday—plans to export steel to Eu‐
rope. It has a new electric arc furnace, which would obviously com‐
ply with the European requirements.

It's the same for aluminum. Aluminum is an important product
that NATO will need. A lot of aluminum products are made either
in northern Europe or in Canada. We need to have access to the Eu‐
ropean market.

I must say, my colleague Stéphane Séjourné—the industry minis‐
ter of the European Union—and I have had very constructive con‐
versations. He's coming to Montreal in two weeks, and I intend to
continue the EU-Canada dialogue on this. I really think we can do
more together.

Michael Ma: Thank you, Minister.

The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Ma.

Colleagues, that brings us to the end of our first hour. We're go‐
ing to suspend momentarily in order to—

Hon. Mélanie Joly: I was ready to continue for another hour, but
Mark is happy to be here for me.

The Chair: I believe some ears perked up there, Minister. I sus‐
pect there will be plenty of side conversations.

With that, I'm going to suspend briefly. We'll come back, and
Madame Huot and Mr. Schaan will stay with us, although we may
have a reduced second hour.

● (1645)
_____________________(Pause)_____________________

● (1655)

The Chair: Colleagues, let's start. We're going to cut the time
down a bit here. We're already about 35 minutes behind as a result
of the votes, and I have a couple of pieces of committee business
that we have to deal with at the end. It won't take us too long, but
we might call a bit of an audible midway through here.

Nonetheless, we have four officials from the ministry joining us
here today: Valerie Huot, acting chief financial officer and assistant
deputy minister; Mark Schaan, associate deputy minister; Stephanie
Tanton, assistant deputy minister, Innovation Canada; and Samir
Chhabra, director general, marketplace framework policy branch.

We'll go right into the first line of questioning. That will go to
our Conservative colleagues.

I'll turn the floor over to you, Mr. Falk. Go ahead, sir.

Ted Falk (Provencher, CPC): Thanks, Mr. Chair.
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Thank you to the department officials for coming to committee
today to answer some of our questions and certainly satisfy our cu‐
riosity about things.

I want to start with a few questions about Spaceport and Mar‐
itime Launch Services. We've heard some very interesting numbers
out there, and we've read some of these numbers. They've entered
into a 10-year, $200-million lease on a property that Maritime
Launch Services has secured for roughly $13,500 a year. Was it
your department that did the due diligence on that $200-million
lease?

Mark Schaan (Associate Deputy Minister, Department of In‐
dustry): No. It was not our department.

Ted Falk: Which department would that have been?
Mark Schaan: The Department of National Defence would have

done that.
Ted Falk: It's not at all under your purview.
Mark Schaan: That's correct.
Ted Falk: Okay. Good. Then we will move on.

In 2025, 30.4% of performance indicators were met, while a
large share were unmet or not measurable. That comes from the re‐
sults performance management program for executives for
2024-25.

Can you explain to Parliament why this level of performance
would be acceptable?

Mark Schaan: Thanks so much for the question.

The performance management framework as a whole looks to try
to establish both credible and ambitious targets for executives to
ensure that their performance is well understood within the context
of the public service. I think what we need to understand when we
look at overall executive performance is that many of those metrics
are individualized and are dynamic to a very changing and often
agile kind of environment. Insofar as those measures either could
not be recorded or were not met, it may be very much an indication
of the fact that they evolved over the course of the year or the fact
that there were changes to the nature of the work.

Ted Falk: According to the Treasury Board Secretariat's 2025
results for the executive performance management program, al‐
most $6 million was spent on performance pay within ISED. If so
few performance indicators are met, why are executives continuing
to be rewarded? Who makes those decisions on performance pay?

Mark Schaan: The overall performance pay framework is under
the jurisdiction of a mixture of our senior personnel and the Privy
Council Office, and then by the Office of the Chief Human Re‐
sources Officer at the Treasury Board Secretariat. Individual alloca‐
tion decisions for executives are made by the deputy head of the or‐
ganization, who is the departmental accounting officer.

Performance pay is a mixture. It's worth noting that a good
chunk of it is withheld pay for the purposes of basic performance.
In very, very exceptional cases, additional performance pay is allo‐
cated on an individual executive basis.

Ted Falk: As well, 316 out of 318 executives from ISED, or
99.4%, received bonuses in 2025, while only 30.4% of performance

indicators were met. What is the reason for such a great disparity
between success and reward within the department?

● (1700)

Mark Schaan: As noted, there are two aspects of performance
pay for executives within the overall rubric of the public service.
It's probably worth having a conversation with the office of the
chief human resources officer and the folks at the Treasury Board
who set the overall framework.

However, as I noted, the vast majority of performance pay for
executives is actually withheld pay for basic performance, and that
is allocated on the basis of meeting your overall basic assumptions
of work. Then there are a very select number of individuals who re‐
ceive bonuses on the basis of very exceptional performance indica‐
tors and an exceptional performance in a given year.

Ted Falk: It would appear that 99% of executives receive bonus‐
es, while only 30%—

Mark Schaan: I would have to double-check your numbers.
However, Mr. Chair, my understanding is that the 99% is reflective
of the folks who would have received the basic amount of perfor‐
mance pay, which is the withheld pay for any given executive on
the basis of base performance.

Ted Falk: With the EVs, we know that there are several EV in‐
vestments that the Government of Canada has made, and we know
that some of these plants are not moving in the direction that was
anticipated. I'm just wondering, could some factories leave or
shrink once they're offered a better deal from another country?
Have you done that analysis?

Mark Schaan: Over the recent years, the federal and provincial
governments have collaborated with industry and attracted signifi‐
cant investments to support the transition to electric vehicle produc‐
tion and establish a Canadian battery supply chain. We recognize
that any industrial transformation takes time, and that responsible
risk-taking is part of supporting innovation in a competitive global
economy.

While the time frame for specific projects may vary with market
conditions, our automotive industry remains well positioned for
long-term success. Each individual project, obviously, will go on its
own trajectory. The government seeks to support those investments
as they materialize, and, obviously, it continues to work with indus‐
try as it responds dynamically.

Ted Falk: I'd like to get one more question in quickly. We know
the EV market has shrunk down to 8% of overall Canadian vehicle
sales. There's roughly $34 billion of investment the Canadian gov‐
ernment has committed to. How much of that is at risk?
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Mark Schaan: I think that, of the overall envelope of funding
we provided for the auto industry, we've tried to dynamically re‐
spond to the realities of the industry. It would be difficult for me to
talk about a percentage of risk, because I think we continue to work
with industry to ensure that we can be there for what they need.

Ted Falk: Is the money all out the door?

Oh, was that it?
The Chair: Yes, Mr. Falk, that was it. I permitted an extra ques‐

tion for you there.

We're going to you, Mr. Bardeesy, for six minutes, sir.
Karim Bardeesy (Taiaiako'n—Parkdale—High Park, Lib.):

Thank you very much. I have a couple of questions about auto and
then a couple of questions about other policy files.

In the earlier round, there were some questions about the auto‐
motive remissions framework. I'm wondering, can you just explain
the government's thinking for the creation of the remission frame‐
works and then, maybe, provide an explanation of how it works?

Mark Schaan: Thank you for the question.

As it relates to the remissions framework, we want to make sure
that the framework aligns Canada's trade policy with the industrial
and workforce objectives, including exploring the introduction of a
tradable credit system. The initial remissions framework, as the
minister noted, was essentially to try to respond to the tariffs that
were in place and to ensure that, as we were collecting countertar‐
iffs, there would be the opportunity to disburse those funds.

I think the opportunity that now presents itself in the revised auto
strategy is to look at a tradable system. A public consultation has
been launched, and it is focused on leveraging that framework to
reinforce domestic production and attract investment. How can we
ensure that there's reward for folks who are making significant in‐
vestments here and allow that remissions framework to essentially,
potentially, allow for their overall production to continue to be ex‐
ported and imported at reasonable tariffs?

Karim Bardeesy: The framework also rewards companies that
are doing the manufacturing here in Canada, at levels that are con‐
sonant with or in excess of what is being sold here in Canada.

Mark Schaan: That's right. As noted, the public consultation
imagines a credit system that provides significant incentives to al‐
low for enhancements to production here, including for the purpos‐
es of export.
● (1705)

Karim Bardeesy: There were a few questions as well about the
future export footprint of Canadian autos outside of the United
States. I'm just wondering, can you speak more generally to not just
the vehicle itself but some of the inputs into vehicles, including
software and critical minerals, which then result in battery supply
chains? Can you speak to the growth of that part of the assembly
and auto sector as being different from what we've seen, perhaps, in
past generations of auto assembly in Canada?

Mark Schaan: The traditional logic has been that the auto value
chain is one of heavy inputs that potentially restrict the overall mo‐
bility. However, the reality is that, increasingly, cars become more
agile and dynamic. The overall automotive sector becomes one that

is a pairing of inputs on the critical minerals side at the very begin‐
ning of the value chain through to the actual dynamic parts process
and then through to software and continued electronics, so that you
actually have a greater amount of potential to influence the overall
supply chain with areas of comparative advantage.

Take a firm like BlackBerry, for instance. In its automotive divi‐
sion, it is producing significant amounts of software to try to ensure
the continued mobility and protection of the vehicle. You can also
look at some of the areas where you may have specialized vehicle
capacity that is more exportable or potentially of a comparative ad‐
vantage because it's a niche market.

The auto strategy seeks to make sure that where Canada has op‐
portunities within that full chain—whether it be all the way at the
input side through to the output side of whether or not its actual ap‐
plication is living on top of the vehicle itself—we're pursuing
where Canada can play to its strengths.

Karim Bardeesy: Presumably, that also includes the kinds of in‐
vestments that the government might be making in research and IP
protection, the kinds of things that can result not only in more ex‐
portability but also in more value capture in Canada. That would be
part of the overall thinking around the policy.

Mark Schaan: Absolutely. You need to take it as a basket of ap‐
proaches, including for those that are in either the software or some
of our ICT sectors, where they may not be seen as traditional auto
parts providers but are actually now part of a connected approach.

Our overall strategy is trying to rest as much intellectual property
here in Canada, maximize the comparative advantage of our overall
IP generation and then find the places where it can slot into appro‐
priate sectors. That's part of the broad vision.

Karim Bardeesy: The estimates also reflect some increased in‐
vestments in research more broadly through the three main granting
councils and also through defence research.

I'm wondering if you could share the intended impact of those in‐
vestments, not just for the researchers themselves but for the poten‐
tial downstream beneficiaries in the economy.
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Mark Schaan: It's worth understanding the research as, in many
ways, an industrial strategy. You can take everything from the $1.7
billion of the impact+ program, attracting talent to the country, to
the significant increases to the granting councils and then the work
that those councils and some of our applied research programs are
doing, playing in things like the defence industrial strategy, where
you can really see the connection between base intellectual capacity
and actual industrial output. It's even things like the recent addi‐
tions to the college and community innovation program and work
through the National Research Council's IRAP. A bunch of these
are pairing industrial capacity with academic capacity in order to fit
into these sectors that are hot and emerging at the moment, where
Canada has a real opportunity.

Karim Bardeesy: Thank you.
[Translation]

The Chair: Thank you.

Mr. Ste‑Marie, you have the floor for six minutes.
Gabriel Ste-Marie: Thank you, Mr. Chair.

Good afternoon to the deputy ministers and other department
managers.

For my first question, I would take us back to the time before the
last election, when Mr. Champagne was the minister of Innovation,
Science and Industry. He held round tables with the aerospace in‐
dustries to identify their needs for the development of a national
aerospace strategy that was promised for budget 2024.

Does the department intend to make the results of these consulta‐
tions public?

Mark Schaan: I don't know if the results of the consultations
have been published, but the results, in principle, are really reflect‐
ed in the defence industrial strategy. As the minister said, it's really
a strategy that includes all the capabilities and skills of the
aerospace sector and that really aims to protect and promote the
sector, including the business that is really the focus of the govern‐
ment's plan.
● (1710)

Gabriel Ste-Marie: Okay. Thank you for that.

I have a question on a completely different topic, clean technolo‐
gy.

The number of projects supported by the department with a
clean-tech component was 136 last year and is expected to drop to
17 this year, a decrease of 87%, according to departmental plans. I
get the feeling that the government is abandoning the environment
or writing it off.

Can you explain why the number of projects is being reduced by
87%?

Mark Schaan: There are funds that are really dedicated to clean
tech. That said, as I said in my answer about the aerospace sector,
it's now included in the other sectors. Projects are not being aban‐
doned. The reality is that there is a clean-tech aspect in many other
sectors and many other projects. Now, companies that are continu‐
ing down the path of clean tech in one sector really have an oppor‐

tunity to access government support in another form that might bet‐
ter meet their needs.

Gabriel Ste-Marie: In the departmental plans, it also says that
the government will make targeted cuts to some entrepreneurship
and innovation programs, as well as the Canada Foundation for In‐
novation, but it doesn't specify which ones.

Can you tell us which ones will face budget cuts? If you don't
have the information here, you can send it to the clerk.

Mark Schaan: Innovation, Science and Economic Development
Canada, or ISED, ensures that departmental spending is cost-effec‐
tive and delivers results for Canada.

As part of the comprehensive spending review, ISED is directing
and reprioritizing programs in its area of expertise, science and in‐
dustry, to avoid duplication and improve alignment with the minis‐
ter's specific mandate while eliminating impacts on stakeholders
and clients. ISED is achieving efficiencies by consolidating its
functions, simplifying its internal structures and processes, and re‐
ducing its operational footprint. We will continue to support eco‐
nomic growth across the country by focusing on an inclusive, equi‐
table and ambitious Canadian economy.

The department is making spending cuts. The next plan will lay
out more clearly what the key aspects are. It must be said that this
is a three-year exercise, requiring the department to run it with
agility while recognizing that the department has received new
funding for the other priorities. That said, it will be clear in the next
departmental plan.

Gabriel Ste-Marie: I'll move on to another topic altogether.

We see that the government is doing a lot to attract foreign in‐
vestment. Today, there is the delegation from India. Later this
week, the Prime Minister is going to New York. That's a good
thing, but there are still concerns about a takeover of companies or
strategic sectors, such as critical minerals.

If I'm not mistaken, your department is the one that studies the
impact of foreign investments, particularly on strategic sectors.
Would it be possible for you to block such investments if they un‐
dermined Canadian sovereignty? How do you plan to analyze these
foreign investments?

Mark Schaan: I'm the associate deputy minister of the depart‐
ment, but I'm also the director of investments for the Investment
Canada Act. I have a dual mandate.

On the one hand, it's really important to increase Canada's ability
to diversify into other markets. We are at the point where our busi‐
nesses really need to get foreign investment and access to markets.
On the other hand, Canada's sovereignty, intellectual property and
corporate-related aspects really need to be protected. In my opin‐
ion, there really needs to be a balance between the two.
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That said, we are very comfortable blocking investments that are
truly harmful to the Canadian economy and, at the same time, hav‐
ing a more open approach to ensure that Canadian businesses have
access to the capital they need to grow in the global market.
● (1715)

Gabriel Ste-Marie: Thank you for all your answers.
The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Ste‑Marie.

[English]

Colleagues, what we're going to do is go to Ms. Borrelli for five
minutes and Ms. Begum for five minutes, and then that will con‐
clude our lines of questioning. We have a bit of committee business
to do once we allow our colleagues to go.

With that, Ms. Borrelli, the floor is yours for five minutes.
Kathy Borrelli (Windsor—Tecumseh—Lakeshore, CPC):

Thank you, Chair.

Ms. Huot, witnesses who previously came to the committee dur‐
ing our study on the advanced manufacturing and metallurgical sec‐
tors said many SMEs are facing excessive pressure due to the new
section 232 tariffs of April 6. They said specifically that loans will
not help them, since they are already operating at a loss with the
burden of these new tariffs.

The minister came out during that study—actually, on the last
day of that study—and made the announcement of the various loans
that would be available to these companies suffering from these tar‐
iff pressures. Why did the industry department decide to provide
debt-driven support versus direct assistance for manufacturers and
SMEs?

Mark Schaan: I'll start, simply because, as the associate deputy,
I have the policy responsibilities, as opposed to the CFO, who
would be responsible for the accounting. I think it's important to
recognize that it's a diversified approach that's been taken by the
government with respect to the changing nature of section 232 tar‐
iffs. While some of those supports are in fact loans, many of them
are actually repayable or nonrepayable contributions, depending on
the mechanism that's in place.

Kathy Borrelli: Excuse me. I fully understand the different of‐
fers that were made and the $1 billion through the BDC and
the $500 million through FedDev. What I'm asking is, why were
loans offered when testimony was already given that loans wouldn't
help them and they needed tariff relief?

Mark Schaan: Again, I'll just note that, including through mech‐
anisms like the regional development agencies, the approach is ac‐
tually often a mixture of both repayable and nonrepayable contribu‐
tions, depending on the public benefits that are created by the
project at play. It's important to look at it as a balanced approach
that uses a distinct variety of instruments, recognizing the needs of
industry.

Kathy Borrelli: Okay. Thank you very much. Some of these
larger companies are able to hire consultants and lawyers to apply
for the loans, because it's very complicated to apply for these loans.
Small and some medium SMEs cannot. They cannot spare the staff
to do that. Really, they're very insistent that the tariff relief is what

they need. They cannot repay the loans. They're not operating at a
profit. Thank you very much.

I'm going to share the rest of my time with MP Dancho.

Raquel Dancho: Thank you, Mr. Chair.

Thank you for being here. I did want to ask about the impact as‐
sessment, the impact analysis, that your department has done or
perhaps has had done regarding the import of the 49,000 Chinese
EVs. Could you provide that analysis?

Mark Schaan: Thank you, Mr. Chair, and thank you also to the
member, who happens to be my parents' MP. I appreciate that. I
would just note, on the question of the analysis, that, as the minister
noted, the amount of 49,000 is a small increase from the 43,000 im‐
ports that were part of the previous process. We did look at the
overall makeup of the imports of vehicles and, obviously, assessed
it alongside those previous numbers.

Raquel Dancho: I see. So you updated your analysis from what
you did before they were banned. Is that correct?

Mark Schaan: I think we took stock of the fact that prior to the
ban there were already 43,000 vehicles coming into the country.

Raquel Dancho: You did an analysis of the impact on North
American manufactured automobiles. I suppose my question is this:
Is that part of the analysis?

Mark Schaan: Our industry sector, which has a dedicated divi‐
sion related to the automotive and transportation industries, has a
constantly evolving analysis of the overall state of the industry. It
has very close connections with the industry and the manufacturers
here. It's not a singular analysis; it's a continued relationship with
the industry to make sure that we know how it's playing out and
what exactly the requirements are.

Raquel Dancho: Could you provide some of that analysis to the
committee?

Mark Schaan: I'd be happy to go back and see what might be
possible to share with respect to our overall assessment of the auto
sector of Canada.

● (1720)

Raquel Dancho: This analysis was done prior to the agreement
with China. Is that correct?

Mark Schaan: As I note, we have a dedicated sector that has a
full unit that works continually with the auto sector. It's not a single
point in time. It's a fundamental part of our job as the industry de‐
partment to make sure that we have a very strong and robust analy‐
sis and understanding of the auto sector.

Raquel Dancho: What is the name of that part of your depart‐
ment?

Mark Schaan: It's the industry sector, and it's the automotive
and transportation industries branch within it.

Raquel Dancho: Thank you very much. I appreciate that.

The Chair: Thank you very much.
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Ms. Begum, the floor is yours for five minutes.
Doly Begum (Scarborough Southwest, Lib.): Thank you very

much, Chair.

I appreciate you all for being here today. I want to continue on
this line of questioning for the auto sector. Recently, in March, EVs
made up about 12.2% of the total auto sales in Canada. We know
what's happening and the struggle that we face, especially in the
face of tariffs. Why is it important to ensure that the auto sector has
a strong and diverse auto export capacity?

Mark Schaan: As someone who has worked in the department
for a long time, I can say that our commitment to the auto sector
and its unique economic benefits is long-standing. One of the rea‐
sons for that support has been the diversified nature of the econom‐
ic benefits it produces.

When you look at the overall supply chain and the continuous
number of small firms that continue to support overall inputs, and
you then add in, as per the question from one of your colleagues,
some of the new inputs that are going into vehicles, it's simply a
very significant force multiplier of economic benefits, jobs and sta‐
ble production that allows for Canadians to have access to both
product but also jobs capacity and overall economic well-being.

Our support for the auto sector is premised on this notion that we
need to make sure that we have the capacity to maximize those jobs
and that production, and then find the markets where it is best suit‐
ed and continue to assess the emerging markets that potentially are
in some of these areas of comparative advantage.

Doly Begum: Thank you very much.

I know I have limited time, so I want to ask about something
that's dear to my heart regarding some of the work I did in my pre‐
vious position as a provincial member. It's something I'm really ex‐
cited our government is working on: all Canadians having access to
broadband Internet by 2030. I know a lot of folks, especially in ru‐
ral and primarily indigenous communities, really struggle with that.
It hinders their ability to do almost everything, and to excel, flour‐
ish and prosper within their communities.

How does Innovation, Science and Economic Development
Canada assess the likelihood of achieving that connectivity goal by
2030, particularly in rural and indigenous communities?

Mark Schaan: Thank you for the question.

The operations of the universal broadband fund, the primary pro‐
gram through which the Department of Innovation, Science and
Economic Development pursues the government's connectivity
goals.... It should be noted at the outset that this is one program.
There are a number of other elements. The CRTC has its own pro‐
gramming related to building out infrastructure capacity, as do our
colleagues at Indigenous Services Canada.

The UBF is premised on a fairly significant continuous mapping
of the overall connectivity rate in Canada, including the number of
households that have access to what we consider to be high-speed
Internet—or 50/10, as we define it in the standard, in terms of up‐
load and download speeds. We are routinely assessing this. When
we do an intake of new projects with each province, we are able to
assess the overall current baseline rate. As the project moves along,

the degree to which it will allow us to get to households that, right
now, are potentially not within our standard for high-speed Inter‐
net....

Our current assessment continues to be that we are on track and
that our investments are continuing to provide that very meaningful
and important connectivity to a whole host of communities. It will
come through a diversity of approaches. In a number of these
places, we need to be very sensitive to the notion of what's going to
work in terms of connectivity. That's why we take a regional, place-
based approach to ensuring that we have the projects in place so all
Canadian households can have access to high-speed Internet by
2030.

Doly Begum: Thank you for that.

Would you be able to elaborate on how many additional house‐
holds, businesses and communities the department expects to con‐
nect to broadband Internet, in terms of the funding in the estimates?

Mark Schaan: I would be happy to come back to the committee
with our current statistics on the performance of the universal
broadband fund—including projects that have recently come online
and those in the pipeline—in order to ensure that we are meeting
our goal as we live out that program's important contributions.

● (1725)

Doly Begum: That's great.

Thank you so much, Mr. Chair.

The Chair: You can ask a quick one if you like, Madame
O'Rourke.

Dominique O'Rourke: I will, through you, Chair, to Mr.
Schaan.

This committee studied AI. We looked at a number of invest‐
ments in AI.

I'm wondering how quickly those investments are rolling out,
and what the plan is to assess the return on investment for those AI
investments.

Mark Schaan: I recognize that time is tight.

Investments have been made through the pan-Canadian AI strate‐
gy, particularly budget 2024 investments of $2 billion for AI infras‐
tructure and to support commercialization and adoption. The vast
majority of those are starting to crystallize or are already out. I'm
happy to come back to ensure that we outline the benefits being ac‐
crued.

For instance, we've had initial investments through our AI com‐
pute access fund. We've had some deals through our AI compute
challenge program. There are requests for proposals for our AI
sovereign compute infrastructure program and the supercomputer
that will drive AI capacity for research and as a test bed for indus‐
try. That RFP closed on June 1. We are very excited to advance that
process.
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Hopefully, you'll see more announcements forthcoming as we fi‐
nalize the AI strategy for the country.

Dominique O'Rourke: That's fantastic. Thanks.
[Translation]

The Chair: Thank you, Ms. O'Rourke.

Mr. Ste‑Marie, because you sincerely apologized for going over
your time in the last round, I'm going to give you 30 seconds for
one last question.

Gabriel Ste-Marie: Thank you, Mr. Chair. I will be eternally
grateful.

To replace the fleet of CP‑140 Aurora aircraft, the government
chose Boeing over Bombardier. Last week, we learned that Boeing
was going to deliver its aircraft three years later than anticipated.

Is it too late to buy Canadian planes?
Mark Schaan: The decision to purchase an aircraft really falls to

our colleagues at the Department of National Defence. That's a
question that should really be put to the people at the Department of
National Defence.

The Chair: Thank you.
[English]

Thank you very much, Madam Huot, Mr. Schaan, Madam Tan‐
ton and Mr. Chhabra, for being here. We very much appreciate your
testimony and insight. I wish all of you a wonderful rest of your
day. You are permitted to go.

Colleagues, we have a few matters to discuss very briefly.

We have a $500 budget that we need to approve just for this extra
meeting.

Seeing no opposition, I'm going to say that's approved.

We have to pass a motion for an informal meeting that we have
coming up on Thursday.

Unfortunately, I have to return to Winnipeg to attend a funeral
service, so Madam Dancho will be in the chair on Thursday. We
have a delegation that features the state minister, Dr. Florian Her‐
rmann, who's the head of the Bavarian State Chancellery. Members
from the Standing Committee on National Defence will be joining
us. We have a regular meeting that will start at 11 o'clock. We just
need agreement that everybody is okay with this informal meeting.
I suspect it's okay

Some hon. members: Agreed.

The Chair: Excellent.

The most important matter of business is in regard to the com‐
mittee passing various line items of the main estimates, which we
were just engaging with officials on. It's my responsibility as chair
to report back to the House on behalf of the committee in relation
to the estimates. There are quite a few.

I have a suggestion on the easiest way for us to proceed. I did
have conversations with the representatives from each political par‐
ty around the table earlier, so I hope that we can move forward in

this way. It's simply to grant unanimous consent for the passage of
all line items related to the main estimates that flow through this
committee. Should I not receive unanimous consent, I will go
through all of them individually if it is the will of the committee,
but I am going to just look to seek unanimous consent.

[Translation]
Gabriel Ste-Marie: Shall the votes carry on division?
The Chair: Yes, if you wish. Adopting on division is always an

option, even for you, Mr. Ste‑Marie.

[English]
ATLANTIC CANADA OPPORTUNITIES AGENCY

Vote 1—Operating expenditures..........$70,491,619

Vote 5—Grants and contributions..........$308,687,375

(Votes 1 and 5 agreed to on division)
CANADIAN NORTHERN ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AGENCY

Vote 1—Operating expenditures..........$31,547,131

Vote 5—Grants and contributions..........$99,307,483

(Votes 1 and 5 agreed to on division)
CANADIAN SPACE AGENCY

Vote 1—Operating expenditures..........$312,870,750

Vote 5—Capital expenditures..........$520,371,623

Vote 10—Grants and contributions..........$60,981,000

(Votes 1, 5 and 10 agreed to on division)
CANADIAN TOURISM COMMISSION

Vote 1—Payments to the Commission..........$93,365,772

(Vote 1 agreed to on division)
COPYRIGHT BOARD

Vote 1—Program expenditures..........$4,251,677

(Vote 1 agreed to on division)
DEPARTMENT OF INDUSTRY

Vote 1—Operating expenditures..........$666,379,648

Vote 5—Capital expenditures..........$73,437,460

Vote 10—Grants and contributions..........$7,923,243,891

Vote L15—Payments under subsection 14(2) of the Department of Industry
Act..........$300,000

Vote L20—Loans under paragraph 14(1)(a) of the Department of Industry
Act..........$500,000

(Votes 1, 5, 10, L15 and L20 agreed to on division)
DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN ECONOMIC DIVERSIFICATION

Vote 1—Operating expenditures..........$47,589,003

Vote 5—Grants and contributions..........$280,723,712

(Votes 1 and 5 agreed to on division)
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF CANADA FOR THE REGIONS
OF QUEBEC

Vote 1—Operating expenditures..........$48,644,666

Vote 5—Grants and contributions..........$360,094,322
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(Votes 1 and 5 agreed to on division)
FEDERAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AGENCY FOR NORTHERN ON‐
TARIO
Vote 1—Operating expenditures..........$16,213,940
Vote 5—Grants and contributions..........$65,156,604

(Votes 1 and 5 agreed to on division)
FEDERAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AGENCY FOR SOUTHERN ON‐
TARIO
Vote 1—Operating expenditures..........$37,137,445
Vote 5—Grants and contributions..........$347,638,258

(Votes 1 and 5 agreed to on division)
NATIONAL RESEARCH COUNCIL OF CANADA
Vote 1—Operating expenditures..........$595,203,032
Vote 5—Capital expenditures..........$317,578,865
Vote 10—Grants and contributions..........$736,369,902

(Votes 1, 5 and 10 agreed to on division)
NATURAL SCIENCES AND ENGINEERING RESEARCH COUNCIL
Vote 1—Operating expenditures..........$79,182,897
Vote 5—Grants..........$1,527,732,810

(Votes 1 and 5 agreed to on division)
PACIFIC ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF CANADA
Vote 1—Operating expenditures..........$30,007,662
Vote 5—Grants and contributions..........$146,993,207

(Votes 1 and 5 agreed to on division)
SOCIAL SCIENCES AND HUMANITIES RESEARCH COUNCIL
Vote 1—Operating expenditures..........$50,025,991
Vote 5—Grants..........$1,351,984,353

(Votes 1 and 5 agreed to on division)
STANDARDS COUNCIL OF CANADA

Vote 1—Payments to the Council..........$18,912,125

(Vote 1 agreed to on division)
STATISTICS CANADA

Vote 1—Program expenditures..........$945,504,203

(Vote 1 agreed to on division)
● (1730)

The Chair: Colleagues, with that, I will take your direction to
report the main estimates on the committee's behalf back to the
House. I'm just looking for agreement on that.

Some hon. members: Agreed.

An hon. member: On division.

The Chair: Okay.

[Translation]

With that, colleagues, thank you for the great afternoon we've
spent together, as always.

[English]

As I said, Madam Dancho will be in the chair on my behalf on
Thursday so that I can attend a service in my riding, but I'm very
confident that we will continue to have a productive set of conver‐
sations.

With that, the meeting is adjourned.
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comités. Il est entendu que cette permission ne touche pas
l’interdiction de contester ou de mettre en cause les délibéra‐
tions de la Chambre devant les tribunaux ou autrement. La
Chambre conserve le droit et le privilège de déclarer l’utilisa‐
teur coupable d’outrage au Parlement lorsque la reproduc‐
tion ou l’utilisation n’est pas conforme à la présente permis‐
sion.

Also available on the House of Commons website at the
following address: https://www.ourcommons.ca

Aussi disponible sur le site Web de la Chambre des
communes à l’adresse suivante :

https://www.noscommunes.ca


