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● (1840)

[English]
The Chair (Mr. Ken Hardie (Fleetwood—Port Kells, Lib.)): I

call the meeting to order.

Welcome to the fourth meeting of the House of Commons Spe‐
cial Committee on the Canada—People's Republic of China Rela‐
tionship.

I've heard skiing described as a series of linked recoveries, and I
think that also describes our process for putting these sessions to‐
gether late on Tuesday evening. We've had to do a bit of playmak‐
ing along the way here, but we'll go through the preliminaries for
the benefit of the people on Zoom. We'll get that done, and then I
think we'll also have a decision to make around the vote that's ex‐
pected a bit later this evening.

Pursuant to the order of reference of May 16, 2022, the commit‐
tee is meeting on its study of Canada-People's Republic of China
relations.

Today's meeting is taking place in a hybrid format, pursuant to
the House order of June 23, 2022. Members are attending in person
in the room and remotely using the Zoom application. For the bene‐
fit of the witnesses and members, please wait until I recognize you
by name before speaking. For those participating by video confer‐
ence, click on the microphone icon to activate your mike, and then
please mute yourself when you're not speaking. For interpretation,
for those on Zoom, you have the choice at the bottom of your
screen of floor, English or French audio. For those in the room, you
can use the earpiece and select the desired channel.

I'll remind meeting participants that all comments should be ad‐
dressed through the chair.

For members in the room, if you wish to speak, please raise your
hand if we're in that kind of a session. For members on Zoom, use
the “raise hand” function. I'll keep an eye on the screen for you. Of
course, we'll try to maintain a speaking order as best we can.

Before we welcome our witnesses, I believe Mr. Chong wishes to
raise a point.

Hon. Michael Chong (Wellington—Halton Hills, CPC): Yes, I
have a point of order, Mr. Chair, thank you very much.

There have been discussions with various members of the com‐
mittee, and I believe that if you seek it, you will find unanimous
consent for the committee to sit until 8:25 p.m. tonight, then sus‐
pend for the vote that is to take place at 8:30, and then come out of

suspension when the vote has been completed and members have
returned to the committee.

I believe that if you seek it, you will find unanimous consent to
do that, which will allow our second and third panels of witnesses
to maximize the availability of their time to provide testimony to
the committee.

The Chair: I'd also add that we'll probably ask for unanimous
consent to continue on for a wee while after the bells start ringing.

Hon. Michael Chong: That was my suggestion. The bells will
start ringing at eight o'clock. The votes are at 8:30. I believe that if
you seek it, you'll find unanimous consent to suspend at 8:25 p.m.

The Chair: Well, let's seek it. Is everybody in agreement? Do
we have unanimous consent for that?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

The Chair: I think we're in good shape. Thank you very much.

I'd like to welcome witnesses for our first hour.

Oh, there's one other thing before I forget. In our second panel,
Dr. Sophie Richardson from Human Rights Watch, who you will
see was scheduled to be here, unfortunately did not receive the
proper headset in time to participate, and for purposes of interpreta‐
tion, we have to make sure that the right equipment is being used.
The clerk is making arrangements to have Dr. Richardson, who's a
very valued witness in this process, appear at our next session—just
to flag that for you.

Welcoming our witnesses for the first hour, as an individual, we
have Dr. David Curtis Wright, associate professor of history at the
University of Calgary, and as an individual, Guy Saint-Jacques,
consultant and director.

Mr. Saint-Jacques, I believe we'll start with you for five minutes
or less.

Mr. Guy Saint-Jacques (Consultant and Director, As an Indi‐
vidual): Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

[Translation]

Good evening, ladies and gentlemen, members of the Special
Committee on the Canada-People's Republic of China Relationship.

Thank you for inviting me to appear before you. My presentation
will be mainly in English, but I will be happy to answer questions
in French.
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[English]

Let me start first with the China of Xi Jinping.

As you know, the 20th National Congress of the Communist Par‐
ty of China is ongoing. While we know that Xi Jinping will get a
third mandate as secretary general of the party, the only suspense is
whether he will have to compromise with other factions in the
makeup of the standing committee of the politburo. Also, will he
get a new title, chairman or leader of the people, which would give
him status similar to that of Mao Zedong?

Based on his speech at the opening of the session, we know he is
not changing course, as his goal remains to make China the greatest
superpower by 2049. He warned CCP members to be ready to
“withstand high winds, choppy waters and even dangerous storms”.
He stressed also the need to tell the China story, to promote China's
narrative, to present a China that is credible and respectable, and to
better show China's culture to the world.
[Translation]

We also have to recognize that China has become much more in‐
fluential in international organizations, where it is trying to control
the debate, change the norms to its advantage and avoid criticism of
its practices and policies. Most recently, this happened at the United
Nations Human Rights Council in Geneva, where China and its
supporters managed to prevent a debate on the report of the United
Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights, Ms. Bachelet, on
the situation in Xinjiang.
[English]

Let me now turn to the bilateral relationship. Despite the release
of Meng Wanzhou and the two Michaels one year ago, our relation‐
ship with China is still very difficult, with almost no political dia‐
logue. China keeps saying that Canada must learn from its mis‐
takes. This illustrates how difficult it has become for all western
countries to engage with Chinese diplomats, as they reject any criti‐
cism and they follow the instruction of Xi Jinping to push back.

The good news is that China has agreed to the nomination of Jen‐
nifer May as Canada's new ambassador to China. Mrs. May is a ca‐
reer diplomat who will do well in Beijing because of her relevant
prior experience and her competencies, including in Mandarin, and
I wish her the best of luck.

Ottawa has been struggling with how to deal with China. We
were first promised, a few years back, a revised engagement strate‐
gy with China by Minister Champagne, but the process got de‐
railed. It then morphed into an Indo-Pacific strategy that Minister
Joly has been working on for a year now. We learned recently that,
after all, it won't be unveiled before the Prime Minister goes to the
APEC summit next month, so that's another delay.... This is puz‐
zling, to say the least.

While Ottawa is faced with the challenge of dealing with a bully
that does not respect international law, it must still find ways to
deal with it and push back when its values and interests are threat‐
ened. This should normally lead to an engagement strategy that is
much more strategic and limited to areas where it is in our interest
to pursue co-operation with China, assuming, of course, that it
wants to entertain a more limited relationship.

For example, on the environment, Canada has already a rep‐
utable record of providing assistance. We could provide China with
clean technologies, liquefied natural gas and green or blue hydro‐
gen to help China reduce its coal addiction. On public health and
pandemics, Canada should continue to collaborate with China, es‐
pecially to ensure it doesn't cut corners. Nuclear proliferation is an‐
other area that requires more discussion.

● (1845)

[Translation]

It's also crucial that Canada work closely with its allies to devel‐
op common strategies to oppose China's abhorrent behaviour. One
way to do this would be to strengthen the multilateral system and
ensure that UN organizations, including the World Health Organi‐
zation and the World Trade Organization, play their part and can be
used to counter China.

In this respect, I was very encouraged by last week's speech by
Minister Freeland before the Brookings Institution in Washington,
where she emphasized the need to reduce our vulnerability to totali‐
tarian regimes, both in trade and politically.

[English]

The Chair: Monsieur Saint-Jacques, I believe we've gone
through your five minutes. I'm sure you'll have more to say. We can
maybe work that in as you respond to questions from the members
here. Thank you very much for your presentation.

Dr. Wright, you're up next, for five minutes or less.

Dr. David Curtis Wright (Associate Professor of History, Uni‐
versity of Calgary, As an Individual): Thank you.

I teach a course in Taiwan history at the University of Calgary.
Every other year, I teach it. I'm now completing a book on the
White Terror in Taiwan, or Chiang Kai-shek's crackdown on sus‐
pected Communist agents between 1947 and 1986 or so.

I've been thinking and worrying about Taiwan for over four
decades now. I first went to Taiwan in 1980 when I was still a
teenager, and I have been criss-crossing the Pacific to and from that
beautiful island ever since. I am still as besotted with it today as I
was in September 1980, but now I worry more than ever about
mainland China's military threat to the island.

In the free and democratic world, we feel an easy and natural
affinity with fellow democratic countries and societies and long
deeply to be in solidarity with them and protect them, if we can,
against threats by non-democratic and anti-democratic dictator‐
ships, but ironically and tragically, some of the steps that democrat‐
ic countries wish to take towards protecting Taiwan's democracy
may in fact achieve just the opposite result.
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As far as Taiwan today is concerned, are high-profile visits by
political bigwigs from democratic countries the best way to support
Taiwan? What if they make us feel good but make hundreds of mil‐
lions of people in mainland China feel very bad indeed?

As I wrote in the Calgary Herald on August 6 this year:
On the mainland, a large majority of Chinese support unification with Taiwan,
even by force if necessary, not out of mindless pugnacity or sheer cussedness,
but because they feel deeply, in their bones, that China's loss of Taiwan in 1895
is a longstanding grave historical injustice to China, one that must not remain
unredressed indefinitely.

My wife of 38 years, who is with me here tonight, was born in
Taiwan to Chinese parents who fled the mainland in 1949 in the
face of the Communist takeover. She both strongly dislikes Chinese
Communism and understands very well that the overwhelming ma‐
jority of people who identify as Chinese, including her, will never
accept Taiwan formalizing and normalizing its current de facto in‐
dependence. For her and the overwhelming majority of people in
mainland China, China's loss of Taiwan to Japan in 1895 remains a
deep humiliation, one that will never be erased until the effects of
the Treaty of Shimonoseki are fully reversed.

Today, she greatly fears that the failure of or refusal by many
Taiwanese today to take this threat seriously will end in unspeak‐
able tragedy for Taiwan.

I am sure that the situation in Ukraine right now does indeed give
the CCP and the People's Liberation Army significant pause and
great cause for concern, but this does not mean that the CCP will
abandon the option of military force against Taiwan. China may de‐
fer its plans to invade Taiwan, but it will never abandon them.

Make no mistake: China will attack Taiwan if it becomes con‐
vinced that Taiwan will always decline any and all overtures for
peaceful annexation. China's sabre-rattling and gruff pronounce‐
ments about Taiwan may look bellicose and buffoonish, and they
may well be, but this does not mean China is bluffing. It is not.

I do not presume to advise this committee on all aspects of
Canada-China relations, but your difficult—and prickly right
now—management of these relations will require careful, prudent
and multivalent formulations. I ask only that this committee take
Beijing's firm and recently reiterated commitments regarding Tai‐
wan into account as it navigates the troubled waters of Canada's re‐
lations with China.

A line in the ancient Chinese text Tao Te Ching says this: “No
other folly or calamity is greater than underestimating one's oppo‐
nent.”

I implore this committee and this Parliament not to underesti‐
mate or downplay or discount Beijing's resolve in this regard.

Thank you.
● (1850)

The Chair: Thank you very much, Dr. Wright.

It's time now for our first round of questioning.

With that, I'd like to welcome Mr. Seeback and Mr. Kmiec as our
new Conservative members on this committee.

Thank you. It's good to have you here.

Madame Normandin is representing the Bloc in place of Mr.
Bergeron tonight, and Ms. Kwan is here in place of Ms. McPher‐
son. On the screen, I recognize Mr. Iacono, who doesn't look a bit
like Jean Yip but will be replacing her tonight.

With that, we'll go to our first questions, with six minutes for Mr.
Chong.

Hon. Michael Chong: Thank you, Mr. Chair.

I appreciate our witnesses giving their opening remarks.

I know my father was deeply humiliated when he fled mainland
China ahead of the Communist advance southward, never to return
to that land, immigrating to Canada in 1952, and severing his entire
life, as millions of others have done over the last number of
decades, because of the authoritarianism and human rights viola‐
tions of that state. I want to make sure, Mr. Chair, that goes on the
record.

I have a question for Mr. Saint-Jacques. As he mentioned in his
opening statement, the government is working on an Indo-Pacific
strategy that has been talked about for some time. Does Mr. Saint-
Jacques believe this document should identify the People's Repub‐
lic of China as a strategic rival, as has been done by some of
Canada's closest allies, such as Germany, the United States and oth‐
er very close formal allies?

● (1855)

Mr. Guy Saint-Jacques: Thank you, Mr. Chong.

I think we have learned a lot about China in the last three or four
years. Of course, the detention of the two Michaels was a very dif‐
ficult period, but we also learned that China is adept at using trade
as a weapon. We suffered a loss of $4.5 billion in exports after the
arrest of Meng Wanzhou. More recently, Australia was at the re‐
ceiving end after former prime minister Scott Morrison asked for a
full investigation into the origin of the COVID-19 pandemic.

We also know how much repression has increased in China un‐
der Xi Jinping. In listening to Xi Jinping's speech last Sunday, it
was clear he feels he is on a mission and wants to change the norms
and standards at international organizations. From my perspective,
it should be easy for Ottawa to conclude that China has become a
strategic rival and competitor, and that we have to align very close‐
ly with our friends and allies.

Hon. Michael Chong: Thank you, Mr. Saint-Jacques. I have an‐
other question.
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You mentioned the big meeting taking place, currently, in Bei‐
jing, which will crown President Xi for his unprecedented third
term and possibly provide him with the title Mao once had. Howev‐
er, there are signs that China is faltering. In fact, yesterday the Gov‐
ernment of China delayed the release of key economic and GDP
data, and rumours are flying around that it's because the data isn't
very good. China's growth has dropped precipitously, as has a key
element of their economy: their housing market. There have been
many companies going bankrupt and runs on banks. That has been
evident in China.

I'm wondering if you could comment on Xi's goal of creating
China as the world's greatest superpower in the context of an econ‐
omy that is faltering and a demography that is about to peak and
decline.

Perhaps Dr. Wright could also comment on that.
Mr. Guy Saint-Jacques: I think you describe very well the situ‐

ation General Secretary Xi is facing. In fact, housing represents
25% of the Chinese GDP. Housing construction is down 40% this
year. The unemployment rate among young people 18 to 24 is 20%,
and there's a lot of dissatisfaction among young people. Add to this
the fact that this year we will probably see the start of the decline of
the Chinese population, because last year there were 10.6 million
births, but the number of deaths was over nine million. This year,
probably, the number of deaths will be over the number of births.

If you add to this the deaths at the municipal level and the impact
of bad management of COVID-19 on the Chinese economy, ac‐
cording to institutions like the World Bank, growth will be reduced
by 2%, which means China will be lucky to have a growth rate of
2.8% to maybe three point something—

Hon. Michael Chong: Thank you, Mr. Saint-Jacques.

I'd like to hear from Dr. Wright on the challenges President Xi
will have in light of declining economic growth relative to that over
the last 20 years and also relative to their demographic challenges.

The Chair: Please give us a short answer if you can, Dr. Wright.
Thank you.

Dr. David Curtis Wright: The economic decline is going to be
very difficult for China, I think. China is still an overwhelmingly
export-oriented economy, and as world economic conditions wors‐
en, they will worsen in China as well. There will be a lot of politi‐
cal implications to this, and I think Xi Jinping is gearing up for
them. As for demography, by 2035 there will be only three point
something working individuals for every elderly person in China.
No public pension system in the world could withstand that kind of
strain. That is why Xi Jinping is trying to download the responsibil‐
ity back onto children, as it traditionally was. There are people—
● (1900)

The Chair: Thank you, Dr. Wright. I appreciate your input, but
we've run out of time for Mr. Chong.

It is time now to turn to Mr. Oliphant for six minutes or less.
Hon. Robert Oliphant (Don Valley West, Lib.): Thank you,

Chair, and thank you again to both the witnesses for being here.

I'm probably going to focus a bit more on Mr. Saint-Jacques
tonight.

Just to give Dr. Wright notice, we may want you to come back
when we get more into Taiwan, which will be a study in the very
near future. That's just to give you a little heads-up that I think your
expertise could be helpful.

Thank you, Mr. Saint-Jacques, for your comments. As always
they were thoughtful and strong, and you avoided jargon or
rhetoric, which you do very well, so thank you for that.

I want to give you a chance to finish your remarks, because I al‐
ways think your finishes are strong. I was getting a little sense,
without your using the jargon that the government has been using,
around the areas of co-operation, competition, challenge and co-ex‐
isting—the four Cs that Minister Garneau used.... You didn't use
them, but they seemed to be in line with your approach as we come
out of, perhaps, what was formerly a naive approach to China and
into a more “eyes wide open” approach.

Do you have any comments on that?

Mr. Guy Saint-Jacques: Thank you, Mr. Oliphant. In fact, I was
getting to the part of my speech where I was congratulating the
government on the adoption of the declaration against arbitrary de‐
tention in state-to-state relations in February of last year, and I was
going to add that in fact now is the time to maybe put some teeth
into that declaration by talking with allies to agree on common re‐
sponses, including sanctions, if China uses such tactics again.

I agree, as I said in my remarks, that we have to engage with
China. That being said, I'm not sure that China will want to engage
with us. Messages coming, for instance, from the Chinese ambas‐
sador to Canada, Cong Peiwu, are discouraging. He keeps saying
that we have to learn from our mistakes, but, assuming they want to
play games and that Ambassador May is able to make progress, we
have to define areas in which it's in our interest and also in the in‐
terest of China to work with us.

I mentioned environment and climate change. Canada has had
long-standing co-operation with China. We helped to create the
Chinese ministry of the environment through the development as‐
sistance provided by CIDA. We helped to create the dairy industry.
We helped in many areas, and we were financing the functioning of
the China Council until a few years ago.

On health, I don't know the situation now, but we used to have
very good collaborations between Canadian scientists and Canadian
doctors and their Chinese counterparts. Unfortunately the arrest of
Meng Wanzhou derailed such co-operation.
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This being said, I was quite encouraged to hear Minister Free‐
land in her speech last week in Washington, because in my view
she understands very clearly the challenges we face with China,
which is a country that has become more and more aggressive and
assertive on the international scene and one that does not listen very
well to criticism. China has also started to decouple its economy
from the rest of the world, which means Canada has to work a lot
more closely with allies in all kinds of political and commercial
subjects to try to develop common approaches and positions with
regard to China.
● (1905)

Hon. Robert Oliphant: Because my time is very limited, I want
you to comment a little.... In that search for allies, we have a diffi‐
cult situation following the UN Human Rights Council report that
High Commissioner Michelle Bachelet did, that China was success‐
ful in gathering its allies together, perhaps more successful than we
were. Have you any comments on that?

Mr. Guy Saint-Jacques: Clearly, we have to try to reinforce
multilateral institutions. Canada is a small country when we look at
it from an international perspective, and we need well-functioning
international organizations, be they the World Health Organization
or the World Trade Organization.

It's true that China has been using its assistance through the belt
and road initiative and its development assistance to rally support,
mostly from developing countries, to good effect. As you said, the
latest example came when the UN Human Rights Council in Gene‐
va decided not to study the report of Ms. Bachelet, which was a big
disappointment.

For that, I think it's possible to work with allies, to work with de‐
veloping countries, to try to convince them that their interests are
better served by well-functioning, multilateral organizations.

The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Oliphant. That's your time.

Ms. Normandin, you have six minutes or less.
[Translation]

Ms. Christine Normandin (Saint-Jean, BQ): I'd like to thank
the witnesses for taking part in this meeting. I'm very happy to par‐
ticipate in this committee's work because I always learn so much.

Mr. Saint‑Jacques, I'd like to come back to what Mr. Oliphant
just mentioned about the allies Canada can call upon on the interna‐
tional scene, particularly in terms of security.

As we know, Canada is not part of the AUKUS alliance. Some
say that it's a missed opportunity. Others say that Canada was sim‐
ply not invited, perhaps because of a lack of seriousness in some re‐
spects. Very recently, a French ambassador to Canada was some‐
what critical of Canada's approach to continental defence. He was
talking about Canada's aging fleet of submarines.

Could you tell me what you think Canada could do to become a
more credible partner for potential allies, particularly in terms of
national security?

Mr. Guy Saint-Jacques: Unfortunately, I think you're right:
Canada's importance internationally has indeed diminished. I think
it started when the Harper government was in power and has con‐
tinued under Mr. Trudeau's government, unfortunately.

It's important to understand that in the current context, interna‐
tional issues are closely linked to domestic issues. If we don't invest
enough internationally, it can come back to haunt us.

In the past, Canada's diplomacy was very active, which was an
added value, particularly appreciated by Washington. We were able
to interpret the views of developing countries through our develop‐
ment assistance program, and we had a lot of influence in some
African and Asian countries as well.

The fact that we haven't been invited to join the AUKUS alliance
or other recently created forums may indicate that we're paying the
price after years of neglect.

From a defence perspective, Canada clearly needs to invest
more, particularly in the Canadian Arctic. Again, this has to be
linked to China, which is very interested in the Arctic because of
the fishery and mineral resources there. I would say that we are un‐
der‑equipped. Increasing our investments would be a way to
demonstrate to NATO that we are serious about defending not only
the North American continent, but that organization as well.

Ms. Christine Normandin: At the Standing Committee on Na‐
tional Defence, on which I also sit, we are discussing Arctic securi‐
ty. The territory to be protected is huge, and its effective occupation
is quite difficult.

However, I would point out that, politically, the United States
doesn't even consider the Northwest Passage to be part of Canadian
territorial waters.

Is there any work to be done with our allies to politically protect
this passage, which may be used even more in the future, especially
by science-based vessels, but also by Chinese military vessels?

● (1910)

Mr. Guy Saint-Jacques: There has already been a Chinese ship
in the Northwest Passage.

Having said that, I don't think this passage is as interesting as the
one through the north. China understands that it's more difficult to
navigate the Northwest Passage. Anyway, going through the north
is more direct. It takes less time to get to Europe, provided you can
count on the contribution of Russian icebreakers, which are very
active.

A global approach to the Arctic is required. We talk about occu‐
pying the territory, but if we aren't there, it's difficult to proclaim
our sovereignty and protect territorial integrity. There has to be a
physical presence. We have to have planes that fly over the Arctic
regularly. We must remember that global warming will make cer‐
tain resources, such as fish, increasingly available and moving
north. We need to be concerned about that, and we need to work
with our friends and allies in the Arctic Council.
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Ms. Christine Normandin: We are currently debating a private
member’s bill in the House, Bill C‑281, which deals with media
that could be banned or denied a licence to operate in Canada if
they are owned by governments of countries that commit genocide.
In this regard, by the way, Canada has yet to recognize the genocide
against Uighurs.

You talk about the influence of countries around the world. Is
media influence something that should be given more attention?

Mr. Guy Saint-Jacques: Yes, absolutely.

If I'd had the opportunity to finish my speech, I would have told
you that we must fight Chinese interference at all costs, not only
within the Chinese community in Canada, but also in our institu‐
tions, including our political institutions.

The Chinese use all sorts of ways to create interference. They
take advantage of the fact that we are an open society. There are
Chinese dailies that run full-page ads. They're given access to our
media. But, of course, there is no reciprocity. I think that we have
to be much more vigilant in this regard.

Ms. Christine Normandin: Thank you.
[English]

The Chair: Thank you, Madame Normandin.

Now we move to Ms. Kwan, for six minutes or less.
Ms. Jenny Kwan (Vancouver East, NDP): Thank you very

much, Mr. Chair, and thank you to the witnesses for their presenta‐
tions.

I'd like to build on that response from Mr. Saint-Jacques.

You mentioned needing to counter the issue of influence, which
is proliferating in many spheres in our communities across the
country. Can you give me some specific examples of measures
Canada should take?

Mr. Guy Saint-Jacques: We have to start by paying a lot more
attention to what is said on Chinese social media. I was struck at
the start of the Meng Wanzhou crisis. I gave many interviews to
Canadian media that publish in Mandarin. The questions they were
asking me were straight from Beijing. They didn't know what the
position of the Canadian government was. They didn't understand
it. They were just reflecting the views expressed in Beijing. For
that, we have to make a lot more effort.

We also have to look at the experience of other countries, like
Australia. It has adopted four laws to try to counter foreign influ‐
ence in its society and political system. That would be a good point
from which to start.

Ms. Jenny Kwan: Thank you very much.

Bringing the issue closer to home, in Canada, veteran journalist
Victor Ho was put on the wanted list by China. The application of
its national security law is spreading. We have always known it, be‐
cause that's what the Chinese said they would do. They would ap‐
ply that law not just in Hong Kong or China, but globally. Mr. Ho is
the first Canadian who has been targeted in that way.

What do you think the Canadian government should do to
counter this? It's for the protection of all Canadians as well.

I would ask this question to both of the witnesses. Maybe I can
have Mr. Saint-Jacques answer that question, and then we'll go to
Dr. Wright.

● (1915)

Mr. Guy Saint-Jacques: I agree entirely with you. I think the
Canadian government should speak very forcefully on this subject
to say that it will oppose any effort by China to use this national
security law to try to get people. What we have to understand is, in
fact, that if Canadians fall under...it's easy to be found guilty. I
would be found guilty. I have been very critical of China.

What I fear is that China may want to use its extradition treaties
with other countries. If I ever go to visit one of those countries,
they could request that I be arrested and extradited to China be‐
cause I've been critical of China. I think the government has to
speak out on this. This is another example of where we have to
work with our allies to develop a common position to push back on
China.

Dr. David Curtis Wright: My instinct on looking at questions
like this is to take a longer-term view, like historians do over
decades.

As far as Chinese media is concerned, I read some of those
newspapers, and sometimes it's disturbing. These are strangers in
our land. Do they not really understand the way Canada works?
However, those people are first generation. Their kids and their
grandkids are going to wind up thinking very differently. A lot of
the influence that we are so concerned about with Beijing pertains
to one generation. Their kids and their grandkids are going to come
around a lot more, and that's really how it's always been over the
course of Chinese immigration to Canada.

As far as national security is concerned, I've read that law, and it
does say that anywhere in the world, people who damage China's
interest are subject to arrest. We often assume that will apply to
Chinese citizens, but Mr. Ho is not a Chinese citizen; he's a Chinese
Canadian. Will this eventually apply to non-Chinese people as
well? I think maybe so. I don't see any impediment to that, and it's
troubling.

Ms. Jenny Kwan: Thank you.

They are applying it to Victor Ho, and I am cognizant of the fact
that not just I but a number of parliamentarians, in fact, would be in
violation of the national security law, given our comments and our
vote in the House on designating the treatment of the Uighurs as a
genocide. We could all be subject to arrest and put on the wanted
list, no less.

I'll set that aside for a minute, because I have much to say about
that, but I want to get to the Taiwan question.
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Given the threatening posture that's escalating with China to‐
wards Taiwan, from this perspective, what action do you think
Canada should take to prepare itself with regard to this escalating
tension, and what should we be doing with allied countries, Dr.
Wright?

The Chair: I will ask for a fairly short answer. We're just about
out of time.

Dr. David Curtis Wright: We should prepare ourselves for the
possibility of a big, ugly and surprisingly strong conflict. That may
be the price of standing up to Beijing on this. It's a price that we, as
a democracy.... I don't see how we can not pay it, if it comes to it.

As far as what Canada should do, Canada should work closely
with its allies. Canada punches above its weight in international re‐
lations, and I think some quiet backstage discussions with Chinese
diplomats would work better than humiliating them publicly.

The Chair: Thank you, Dr. Wright, and thank you, Ms. Kwan.

We'll now go to our second round.

Mr. Seeback, you have five minutes or less.
Mr. Kyle Seeback (Dufferin—Caledon, CPC): Thanks very

much.

Mr. Saint-Jacques, you said that the ambassador has said that
Canada must learn from its mistakes. What do you think the ambas‐
sador means by that, specifically?

Mr. Guy Saint-Jacques: Well, you know, when I was in Beijing,
very often I had discussions in which I was told that we were the
lapdog of the United States. From the start of this sad episode with
Ms. Meng Wanzhou and the two Michaels, they said that we should
not have acceded to the extradition request. They showed total dis‐
regard for how extradition requests work, and they just assumed
that things could work in Canada as they do in China, where the
prime minister picks up the phone and speaks with the judge and
says to throw this case away and just return the person.

To be frank with you, I don't think the Chinese have a very high
opinion of Canadian politicians right now, and this is unfortunate,
taking into account all the efforts that were made by various Cana‐
dian governments over the last 40 years to help China become a
modern country. We helped them to prepare to join the World Trade
Organization. We helped them to develop their dairy industry. We
helped them to develop their hydroelectricity. All this has disap‐
peared since the arrest of Ms. Meng Wanzhou.
● (1920)

Mr. Kyle Seeback: I've read a report from the Australian Strate‐
gic Policy Institute on coercive diplomacy. Incidents of coercive
diplomacy really seem to have skyrocketed—at least according to
this report—from around 15 in 2016 to close to 60 by 2019. Coer‐
cive diplomacy can include all kinds of things: arbitrary detention,
restrictions on official travel, pressure on specific companies. This
seems to be an increasingly worrying problem.

This is for both our witnesses today. Would you have any advice
on how Canada should be dealing with coercive diplomacy with re‐
spect to China?

Mr. Guy Saint-Jacques: It's very important to make the trade
regime more reliable and predictable.

I was surprised, at the start of our latest problems with China,
when they put a ban on our exports of canola. Why didn't we go
immediately to the World Trade Organization to lodge a complaint?
We have to use those mechanisms to push back on China.

I think we are also at the stage where.... As I said, a good first
step was the adoption of this declaration to try to prevent hostage-
taking in state-to-state relations.

On the trade side, we are at a point where we have to work with
allies to try to develop common positions. To give you an example,
there are very few countries that export barley, canola, soy or wheat
to China. The next time China wants to impose punitive sanctions
on Australia, through its barley, Canada and the U.S. should agree
they will not increase their exports above their historical share of
the Chinese market. That would immediately send a message to
China that it no longer has the ability to divide us.

In fact, the EU is in the process of adopting a new anti-coercion
instrument. The bipartisan Countering China Economic Coercion
Act has been introduced in the U.S. Congress. I think we have to
look at concrete examples like this to push back on China.

Mr. Kyle Seeback: We have a bit of time left, Mr. Wright.

Dr. David Curtis Wright: China craves positive public rela‐
tions, internationally, so creative embarrassment with other allies
will work, to some extent, even if China denies that it will.

Diplomatic démarches can work. Quick reprisals for trade coer‐
cion should be engaged. China says that politics should not have
anything to do with trade, but the canola decision in Alberta is very
much politics interfering with trade.

The Chair: Thank you, Dr. Wright, and thank you, Mr. Seeback.

We now go to Madame Normandin for two and a half minutes or
less.

[Translation]

Ms. Christine Normandin: Thank you very much.

A University of Ottawa task force recommended that Canada es‐
tablish a national counter foreign interference coordinator. As I un‐
derstand it, that exists in Australia now. However, this could be
problematic since, for example, Canada doesn't have a central point
for coordinating the interference initiatives of the various depart‐
ments.
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Mr. Saint‑Jacques, I'd like to hear from you on the relevance of
having this kind of position in Canada. Would it be useful or even
necessary?

Dr. Wright, you'd be welcome to jump in if there's any time left.
● (1925)

Mr. Guy Saint-Jacques: That's an extremely important issue. I
see a lot of areas where China is intervening illegally. As I said ear‐
lier, this country is taking advantage of the openness of our sys‐
tems, but it's also figured out how to use our social media, like
Twitter, Facebook and Linkedln, to spread misinformation and try
to interfere in our political systems.

This is an issue that should involve many departments, and we
need to start by being much more vigilant and agreeing that there's
a problem. Then we need to look at how we can counter it. Can
technology be used? I don't know if a national coordinator position
would be helpful. Of course, it would send a message that this is an
important issue for the government.

That said, if you look at China's cyber-activities, it's engaged in
intellectual property theft, interference in our political systems, and
attacks on Canada's freedom of speech and democratic system. So
we need to look at this situation carefully. I hope that the task force
established at the University of Ottawa to look at these issues will
provide recommendations that will be of interest to the government.
[English]

The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Saint-Jacques.

I committed a rookie mistake, and I missed Mr. Fragiskatos.

You have five minutes, sir. Are you ready?
Mr. Peter Fragiskatos (London North Centre, Lib.): Yes, Mr.

Chair. I'm happy to go ahead.

Can I ask Dr. Curtis Wright...? There are a few things, as a mat‐
ter of fact.

Regarding deterrence, as far as the potential invasion of Taiwan
is concerned, is there anything to deter China from that? For exam‐
ple, there's the U.S. policy on coming to Taiwan's defence. Is this
something that President Xi rules out automatically?

Dr. David Curtis Wright: The question of Taiwan will, I think,
boil down to a matter of regime survival.

If—and this will never happen—Xi Jinping were just to an‐
nounce “Okay, we're giving up on Taiwan. We're not going to use
coercion at all. We're just going to woo Taiwan into coming over
and joining with us,” there would be widespread public disagree‐
ment and anger. I think that even a division or more of the PLA
could get involved.

The second red generation that is Xi Jinping's main pillar of sup‐
port largely runs the PLA today. The PLA doesn't interfere with
politics, but if it came to something like this, I think that the PLA
might get involved. Xi Jinping knows this. Giving up on Taiwan
would be tantamount to recognizing the possibility of regime over‐
throw, and when that is a possibility, the regime is capable of doing
anything.

That's the message of 1989 with the Tiananmen massacre. Deng
Xiaoping said in a key meeting with the core group of the politburo
that they would pay any price and endure any hardship to keep their
political power.

Taiwan is a core interest, and it's a core matter for the survivabil‐
ity of the regime. I think, quite frankly, there is not a whole lot that
we could do militarily. We can make it very clear that there will be
an enormous cost, that China will be outcast internationally and
that it will face massive world boycotts, but in the end, the CCP
won't care.

Mr. Peter Fragiskatos: Just a few days ago, the Asia correspon‐
dent for The Globe and Mail, James Griffiths, said that the decision
as to whether or not China invades Taiwan lies with one person:
President Xi.

Would you agree with that? Does it really come down to what he
wants to do?

● (1930)

Dr. David Curtis Wright: Very much so.

The way politics are configured in China right now, the entire
state architecture is an instrument for the will of one man. He has
more political power gathered into his hands than anybody since
Mao.

Just yesterday, the American Secretary of Defense said that it ap‐
pears to the U.S. defence establishment that he is now ratcheting up
the timetable. In other words, the invasion of Taiwan could come
sooner rather than later. It's terrifying.

Mr. Peter Fragiskatos: It is indeed.

The final question is what Canada can do in a situation like this.
We heard earlier from Mr. Saint-Jacques that we ought to reach out
more to multilateral organizations and seek to strengthen them as a
middle power.

Do you have any advice? I consult you, instead of Mr. Saint-
Jacques on this—no disrespect to him—because you offer a histori‐
an's perspective. With that perspective, looking back to the Canadi‐
an tradition of being a middle power, are there things we can do
within multilateral organizations, to continue to engage allies?

This is something that has been a central goal of our foreign poli‐
cy, but it's difficult.

Dr. David Curtis Wright: Canada should continue the course
that it is on right now with multilateralism. Canada should use its
special relationship with the United States to encourage the Ameri‐
cans to continue to become more multilateral.

Maybe doing the right thing is more a matter of not doing the
wrong thing. Are there things Canada might do that would provoke
or hasten the attack on Taiwan? Sometimes it's better to do nothing
at all than it is to do something stupid.

The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Fragiskatos.
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We'll now go to Ms. Kwan for two and a half minutes.
Ms. Jenny Kwan: At the beginning, Mr. Saint-Jacques, you

raised the issue of the UN Human Rights Council vote. There are,
of course, implications with respect to that. The outcome clearly
demonstrates, to a degree, China's ability to rally its allies.

In the face of that and in the face of potential threats to our
friends in Taiwan and in other situations—the Uighurs, and I could
go on—what specific action do you think Canada can and should
take in terms of building up the allyship in the international com‐
munity to address this ongoing and, I think, heightening situation
with China?

Mr. Guy Saint-Jacques: Starting with the Taiwan issue, Canada
can do a lot. If we say we support human rights and democracy, we
have to translate that into our foreign policy. In that regard, it's im‐
portant to continue with visits by parliamentarians. We have to sup‐
port Taiwan's joining multilateral organizations. We should start to
negotiate a free trade agreement with the Taiwanese. We should
welcome them into joining the CPTPP, and we should work with al‐
lies to jointly deliver a message to China that says, “If you dare in‐
vade Taiwan”—and I think this could become more likely three to
five years from now—“here is the list of sanctions we will apply.”
They will then know the price they would have to pay. I already see
Canadian businesses starting to adjust their supply chains in order
to be less vulnerable and dependent on China.

Turning to the Uighurs, it's a matter of applying sanctions to
counter the use of forced labour in China. That will also send a very
powerful message. We have had some challenges in identifying
shipments of goods that could have been produced with forced
labour. I think we have to do more. Again, it's a question of work‐
ing with allies and developing common strategies and approaches.
When you have tough messages to deliver, go as a group.

● (1935)

The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Saint-Jacques. That brings us to the
end of our first panel.

Dr. Wright and Mr. Saint-Jacques, thank you very much for your
attendance tonight.

We'll now pause briefly while we get our second hour teed up.

● (1935)
_____________________(Pause)_____________________

● (1935)

The Chair: We're back in session for our second hour. Welcome
back.

We're resuming the meeting with our second panel—a small pan‐
el, this time. Dr. Martel is our witness for the next 40 minutes, I
would say, because we have a vote coming up in the House of
Commons fairly soon.

I would like to introduce Dr. Stéphanie Martel, assistant profes‐
sor, department of political studies, Queen's University.

Dr. Martel, you have an opening statement of five minutes or
less.

[Translation]

Dr. Stéphanie Martel (Assistant Professor, Department of Po‐
litical Studies, Queen’s University, As an Individual): Good
evening.

I'd like to thank the Special Committee on the Canada-People's
Republic of China Relationship for inviting me to testify this
evening and participate in these very important discussions.

My contribution to the ongoing discussions will be rooted in my
expertise in international relations in the Indo-Pacific region and
the Association of Southeast Asian Nations, in particular.

My opening remarks will focus on China's ambiguous relation‐
ship with the liberal international order, commonly known as the
international rules-based order. In doing so, I will draw on consid‐
erations that are relatively consensual and fairly well established in
foreign policy and defence analysis, but which I think are worth re‐
calling because they offer useful insights about the future of our re‐
lations with China.

● (1940)

[English]

People, including policy-makers, tend to learn from past experi‐
ence, and this typically informs how they are going to interpret in‐
formation and events. People basically perceive what they expect,
and their expectations—it is important to draw from what we know
about the way policy-makers engage in foreign and defence poli‐
cy—are not necessarily always accurate, especially if they're rooted
in misleading analogies. This lesson we can draw from foreign pol‐
icy analysis has important implications for how we approach our
relationship with China.

For example, Chinese policy-makers will tend to expect China to
be stigmatized or treated unfairly by the west in international fora,
and they will behave accordingly. This means that sometimes we'll
see behaviour on the part of Chinese actors in exploiting loopholes
or advancing particular interpretations of the rules in a way that is
self-interested. This is not particularly surprising behaviour, howev‐
er, on the part of a great power.

We also see a tendency among western policy-makers to expect
China to behave like other states, and particularly Russia, among
other revisionist powers with values that have clashed with our own
throughout history. Policy-makers in the west also typically expect
that what China is doing in areas that it would consider to be its
core interests means that it will seek to do the same in other regions
of the world—for example, the Arctic—but we should be wary
about a number of these analogies and whether they actually hold
up.
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Another lesson we can draw from foreign policy analysis is that
people, including policy-makers, tend to see the actions of others as
much more planned, centralized and coordinated than they actually
are. That's even more so when reliable information is scarce and in
the case of authoritarian states.

There is a tendency to assume that everything China does is part
of a coherent long-term plan or grand strategy, when in fact it is as
likely to be the result of a disaggregate set of ad hoc uncoordinated
decisions from individuals and groups with competing interests,
preferences and world views.

While it is obvious that we should be concerned about the grow‐
ing centralization of power in China, this doesn't mean other inter‐
est groups within the domestic politics ecosystem do not have vari‐
ous interests and preferences when it comes to China's pushing for
a more assertive position in the international sphere.

People, including policy-makers, also fear what they do not
know. Those are typically the unknown unknowns, so the fact that
we don't know China's true intentions or China's true motives will
typically lead to speculation, to assuming the worst in virtually ev‐
ery domain of China where we observe China's behaviour that can
be a source of concern. This can lead, however, to confirmation
bias being built into policy and potentially also to implications in
terms of self-fulfilling prophecy that we should be mindful of.

I'm not sure we can ever know, to be honest, what China's true
intentions are, and this is for a number of reasons. Again, China, is
not a black box.

I don't think, either, that the intentions of policy-makers are as
clear or coherent as we think they are, and finally, motives and in‐
tentions typically change over time according to evolving circum‐
stances.

This underlines the importance of supporting sound country ex‐
pertise on China and Canada with knowledge of developments in
domestic politics.

The Chair: Thank you, Dr. Martel. If you have further things to
say, you can hopefully work them into the answers you'll be giving
our committee.

Dr. Stéphanie Martel: Absolutely.
The Chair: In fact, we'll start questions now, with Ms. Dancho

for six minutes or less.
Ms. Raquel Dancho (Kildonan—St. Paul, CPC): Thank you,

Mr. Chair, and thank you to the witness for being here.

I appreciate your opening testimony. I found it quite interesting.
I've been on the China committee before, and certainly it was an is‐
sue that we studied at the immigration committee when I was on
that panel in reference to Taiwan. We also have studied, at the pub‐
lic safety committee, Canada's security posture in response to Rus‐
sian aggression, and China came into that discussion as well.

I was a bit surprised, actually, at some of your opening remarks.
It seemed like perhaps.... Perhaps “downplaying” is not the word,
but it seemed like you were saying that perhaps Canada is...that
some folks on the international communications are overplaying the
dangers that China has and that they aren't really as coordinated as

some of us feel. Can you just clarify or further comment? I may be
misinterpreting what you were saying.

● (1945)

Dr. Stéphanie Martel: Yes. Thank you for the opportunity to
clarify.

I think that, when assessing and trying to unpack behaviour and
interpret the implications of that behaviour from a particular state,
there is a risk of threat inflation that we need to take into account.
There is a risk in terms of assuming that speculation about what is
going on is evidence that this particular behaviour that we expect is
in fact going on. We should be mindful of a tendency to think that
there is an analogy, that what Russia is doing in the international
stage means that China will necessarily embark on similar courses
of action. It is important to consider that China's relationship with
the existing international order is much more ambiguous, and it is
much less clear that China is aiming to act as much as a spoiler and
a destabilizing force when it comes to the international order as
Russia is at the moment.

It's about being wary about drawing analogies.

Ms. Raquel Dancho: Thank you for that.

What do you feel China's goals are on the international stage?

Dr. Stéphanie Martel: I'm not convinced that China seeks to
overthrow the existing international order or to replace the United
States as the main driver behind the existing rules. It is important,
when it comes to assessing China's behaviour, to compartmentalize
the discussion a bit, focus on breaking down certain domains of the
international order, and then try to assess whether China's be‐
haviour is merely pushing for a particular interpretation of the rules
that doesn't align with our interests or our preferences or, alterna‐
tively, seeking to overthrow the rules. I think there is a nuance, and
there is a difference. Here, China's behaviour, insofar as I can tell....
It is not as clear that China is pushing for alternate conceptions of
the rules the way Russia is doing it.

Ms. Raquel Dancho: Thank you very much.

It's my understanding that in the last 30 to 40 years we've really
provided a lot of our manufacturing jobs over to China, that the
western world has really led its foreign policy concerning China
with the idea that the more we build trade and relationships, the
more China will become like us. I'm sure you've heard this. That
certainly has not been the case. We have a lot of vulnerabilities with
China, as we saw during the Meng Wanzhou situation and with the
canola ban and pork and many others, so we are very vulnerable in
some ways with our trade. Of course, China needs to feed over a
billion people, so it does need food, and Canada is a large supplier
of that, but we certainly saw China take advantage of that.

I'm just concerned that it seems very much that their intentions
are not necessarily for our interest and are certainly serving their
own.
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You may have heard recently that our chief of the defence staff,
General Eyre, has said that his position is that China wants to re‐
make the world to suit its needs. It's very much the position of our
military, obviously. Can you comment on that? Are they seeing this
wrong in your opinion, or do our defence capabilities need to step
up to meet this challenge that he sees?

Dr. Stéphanie Martel: You're absolutely right to point out that
our expectations of China's becoming more like us have not materi‐
alized, and we need to adjust to that reality. Absolutely.

I don't think, though, that we can derive from that the conclusion
that China will behave in particular areas all the time in ways that
conflict directly with our interests and preferences. It's important to
be able to identify the areas where, indeed, a difference of interests,
values and preferences needs to be reacted to or addressed, and ar‐
eas where our interests and preferences might align in ways that we
don't necessarily suspect. It's important to remember that.

The fact that our expectations of China's transitioning into a lib‐
eral democracy through its embeddedness in the global economy
have not materialized doesn't mean we shouldn't continue to engage
China and be able to find ways to convince them to engage in
forms of behaviour that align more closely with how we see the
rules underpinning the international order in ways that can sustain
our interest and preferences in this regard.

I don't think it's a mutually exclusive thing, but I think we need
to move past these expectations that we're going to be able to see a
transformation of China in a way that China becomes one of the
like-minded in virtually all domains. Getting rid of these expecta‐
tions and reacting to that is important.
● (1950)

The Chair: Thank you, Dr. Martel.

Ms. Dancho is out of time, but Mr. Cormier now has the opportu‐
nity to ask questions for six minutes or less.
[Translation]

Mr. Serge Cormier (Acadie—Bathurst, Lib.): Thank you,
Mr. Chair.

Thank you, Dr. Martel, for being with us tonight. I have a few
questions about our trade relations, especially with China. I think
you'll be able to answer some of them.

As we know, China is our second- or third-largest trading part‐
ner, if I'm not mistaken. I think humanitarian law should always be
the priority. Beyond all that, if we think about the trade relationship
between Canada and China and everything that Canada imports
from China, should we be afraid? Should we be concerned about
the future of our companies that do business with China? How do
you see the current situation?

Dr. Stéphanie Martel: Thank you for your question.

The economic aspect of Canada's relations with China is some‐
what outside my area of expertise. My focus is more on regional se‐
curity issues.

Mr. Serge Cormier: Okay. I'll ask my question another way.

In this case, in terms of security, we could talk about foreign in‐
vestment from China. To give you a very simple example a lot of

fish processing plants in my area have been acquired, at least in
part, by foreign investment, including investment from China,
probably.

For the security of the country, should we in our regions be con‐
cerned about these takeovers by foreign investment like China?

Dr. Stéphanie Martel: I think any doubts, challenges or vulnera‐
bilities that we're able to identify should be a cause of concern to
some extent. Having said that, I think the presence of foreign in‐
vestment and Chinese business and economic interests in the coun‐
try is simply a reflection of an interdependent global economy.

This makes the arguments for a possible decoupling from China
seem unrealistic to me, or even desirable. I think this interdepen‐
dence between China and global economic dynamics also mitigates
the risks of confrontation and conflict.

The way in which China is involved with the dynamics of eco‐
nomic interdependence therefore opens the door to a certain posi‐
tive reinforcement, which can be used to convince China to adopt
more favourable behaviours, since it benefits greatly from the cur‐
rent international order. China is well aware of this.

Mr. Serge Cormier: You spoke earlier about the centralization
of power in China. You also said that, from the outside, there may
be dissent with the Chinese regime. Can you tell us more about
that?

● (1955)

Dr. Stéphanie Martel: I think an expert on Chinese domestic
policy, which I am not, could tell you more about this.

However, we can see that the Xi Jinping's rise and strengthening
of power in China is quite consensual; there's a real centralization
of power around this figure.

That said, I think there's a tendency to exaggerate this centraliza‐
tion of power by drawing an analogy between Xi Jinping and Mao.
I also think it's important to be aware that these dynamics that we're
seeing in China are also a response to a number of vulnerabilities in
the country.

This underscores the importance of developing, supporting and
fostering expertise in Canada on Chinese domestic affairs, which
must be leveraged to truly understand what's happening in China.
This would have a direct impact on China's position on the interna‐
tional stage.

Mr. Serge Cormier: I think you also talked about Arctic securi‐
ty earlier. Did I understand correctly?

Dr. Stéphanie Martel: Yes, I talked about the Arctic.
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In fact, there is a lot of concern and speculation about a possible
increase in China's presence in the Arctic, and again we tend to
look for hidden motives or agendas. I was talking about the un‐
known unknowns earlier. In this case, there are fears of a growing
Chinese presence in the Arctic. These fears are legitimate, since it's
difficult to see where China wants to go with this in the Arctic.

That said, on paper, China is quite clear about its intentions in
the Arctic. It obviously has a vested interest in developing its ac‐
cess to strategic resources in the Arctic and pushing for a definition
of passages in that region that would allow it freer access to inter‐
national waters.

I think it's healthy and constructive to look at what China is pro‐
moting. It isn't hiding its intentions. It's obvious that China is an ac‐
tor that has interests and is promoting them on the international
stage. However, I think the analogy that China has similar motiva‐
tions in the Arctic to what it's doing in the South China Sea doesn't
hold water. In fact, China isn't going to claim sovereignty over ter‐
ritories in the Arctic any time soon.

It has enough interests that may conflict with our national inter‐
est. If that's the case, then obviously Canada has to respond. None
of this is—
[English]

The Chair: Dr. Martel, I'm sorry. I have to intervene. We've used
up the time for Mr. Cormier.
[Translation]

Mr. Serge Cormier: Thank you, Dr. Martel.
[English]

The Chair: Now Madame Normandin has six minutes, and per‐
haps she'll ask you to continue.
[Translation]

Ms. Christine Normandin: Thank you for your remarks.

Actually, I had intended to follow up on the comments of
Ms. Dancho and Mr. Cormier, and come back to the malicious in‐
tentions that are too often attributed to China. Your comment about
that piqued my curiosity.

Can you give us some examples of times when malicious intent
has been wrongly attributed to China?

Dr. Stéphanie Martel: I'll answer your question indirectly by
using the example of the conflict in the South China Sea. Much has
been made of the fact that China responded to a decision by an ar‐
bitration tribunal in the South China Sea by saying that it wasn't go‐
ing to comply with international law, or at least with the view of in‐
ternational law held by a tribunal it considered illegitimate.

Between this extremely strong rhetorical response by Chinese
government officials and what happened on the ground, it was ob‐
served that China gradually abandoned the idea of presenting its
claims in a manner considered to violate international law.

In fact, through the “nine‑dash line” concept, China stopped pre‐
senting its claims in a manner that the arbitration tribunal consid‐
ered to be outside the bounds prescribed by international law. In‐
stead, it has since attempted to align its official international posi‐

tion increasingly with that of international maritime law, at least
within the limits of its interpretation of the rules of that law.

So there is one example where China's position on compliance
with international maritime law has been much more ambiguous or
nuanced than we expected.

● (2000)

Ms. Christine Normandin: Thank you for your response.

This committee stopped meeting before the release of
Michael Kovrig and Michael Spavor. I'd like to know if you've seen
any change—positive or negative—in relations between the two
countries since that bomb was defused. Could you also explain that
a little bit?

Dr. Stéphanie Martel: I haven't seen a fundamental change, no.
I just see that we've come out of a period of crisis. Perhaps this is
an opportunity to reopen channels of communication that were
closed during the crisis and to re-establish a bit more of a construc‐
tive and productive basis on which to find interests that are perhaps
more compatible than originally thought in some areas of global
governance.

That said, there hasn't been much change in the public debate
across the country, or in the way China engages in a kind of
rhetoric war with countries that it associates with a liberal western
view of the international order. If opinion polls are any indication,
Canadians' perceptions of China haven't changed either.

So I don't see a fundamental change other than an exit from the
crisis. Perhaps we can hope that relations between the two countries
will be restored on a slightly less toxic basis than they were before.

Ms. Christine Normandin: Thank you very much.

Global Affairs Canada has announced that the China issue will
be somewhat integrated into its Indo-Pacific strategy. Is that a good
idea, or should there be a completely separate strategy for China?

Dr. Stéphanie Martel: There is a case for looking at our rela‐
tionship with China separately.

That said, it's essential that our strategy toward China be aligned
with a more comprehensive and coherent approach to the Indo-Pa‐
cific region, as the two must go hand in hand to avoid any risk of
contradiction in our engagement in the region. China's position is
also central to the negotiations on a rules-based order in the Indo-
Pacific region. So these two must absolutely go together, be coher‐
ent, and be aligned with each other.

[English]

The Chair: Thank you, Dr. Martel.

We'll now go to Ms. Kwan for six minutes or less.

Ms. Jenny Kwan: Thank you very much, Mr. Chair, and thank
you for the comments, Dr. Martel. My question to you kind of
builds on this notion.
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Your opening comments seem to indicate that perhaps China's in‐
tentions are misread in a variety of circumstances. Given what's
happened in Hong Kong and given the situation we can see, the de‐
terioration of what's going on in Hong Kong, the violence, the
abuse and the arrest of civilians in that context and, of course, the
imposition of the national security law and the application of it
even extending here to veteran Canadian journalist Victor Ho, I
wonder if you can share with our committee how we should inter‐
pret those actions.
● (2005)

Dr. Stéphanie Martel: Obviously, when it comes to what China
considers its core interests, clearly our preferences are going to
clash with those of China. Our value system is going to clash with
that of China. I don't think we should shy away from pointing that
out when that is the case.

What I want to stress is that just because China's and Canada's
and western democracy's interests and values clash on a number of
key issues doesn't mean they clash everywhere. That would be the
nuance that I would put to the committee.

We need to disaggregate areas where there are clearly conflicting
preferences and interests that need to be put forward and discussed
and may even warrant some condemnation. This doesn't mean that
in other domains of global governance, such as climate change, we
cannot find areas where we can align in terms of interests with Chi‐
na.

I think it's important for us to be able to have flexibility in our
approach to China in this regard.

Ms. Jenny Kwan: Thank you. That's interesting.

Should we have flexibility in our approach to the principle of
democracy in China's approach to Hong Kong, which they actually
promised, not just to Hong Kongers but to the international com‐
munity, really? They promised a “one country, two systems” rule,
which they really dismantled very quickly.

How should we entertain the principles of human rights and
democracy in this regard? How should we advance that with China
when we conflict in our points of view on that?

Dr. Stéphanie Martel: China has proven over the years that it is
impacted by naming and shaming on the international stage. Where
I see room for flexibility is that, for this naming and shaming to be
effective in terms of the end goal that we want, for human rights to
be respected, for people not be subjected to tactics and behaviours
that we see as condemnable, there needs to also be room for diplo‐
matic channels to push for our preferred courses of action.

This is where I see flexibility. Naming and shaming, if the end
goal is for us to feel better about ourselves as Canadians, only gets
us so far. The end game that we want, really, is for China to align
its behaviour in ways that are closer to what we would like to see.

There is room for flexibility in terms of pushing different chan‐
nels, using name and shaming tactics for sure, which China re‐
sponds to even if it says otherwise, but also using back channels as
well.

Ms. Jenny Kwan: When you say “naming and shaming”, there's
of course the element of the inconvenient truth. On the issue around

Uighurs and the genocide that's going on, China vehemently rejects
the notion of human rights abuse of Uighurs. It says very clearly
that it is simply untrue.

In the face of that, how should we approach dealing with that is‐
sue, trying to address it and ensuring that Canada is doing some‐
thing to support Uighurs who are faced with these violent human
rights abuses?

● (2010)

The Chair: Could we have about a 20-second answer, please,
Dr. Martel?

Dr. Stéphanie Martel: It's going to be very difficult for Canada
alone to do anything of consequence, so it's really about building
our relationships with like-minded partners to be able to push Chi‐
na, and to present evidence that China is engaging in behaviours
that are condemnable and need to be condemned.

The Chair: We're now into our second round. The bells are ring‐
ing, but we should get through the second round as long as every‐
body keeps as close to time as possible.

With that, we'll go to Mr. Kmiec for five minutes.

[Translation]

Mr. Tom Kmiec (Calgary Shepard, CPC): Thank you,
Mr. Chair.

Prof. Martel, my NDP colleague asked a good question: how
should we interpret the actions and attitude of the government in
Beijing toward Hong Kong?

We saw that the Sino-British Joint Declaration was flouted by the
Beijing government. Then we saw the violations of human rights
and democratic rights of the people of Hong Kong. This isn't just
theory. Our relationship with Hong Kong has lasted for decades.
More than 300,000 Canadian citizens and their families live in
Hong Kong, so we have very close ties, and it's in our national in‐
terest to make sure that our citizens are treated well when they're in
other countries.

I'll repeat my NDP colleague's question: how should we interpret
the actions of the communist government in Beijing when it vio‐
lates the human, civil and democratic rights of our own citizens and
then does the same thing by sending its intelligence officers to our
country to continue the intimidation of these same people?

Dr. Stéphanie Martel: Once again, this is an area where our in‐
terests, preferences and values fly directly in the face of what's be‐
ing promoted by China. We shouldn't shy away from continuing to
express our disagreement in this regard. I doubt that Canada will be
able to meaningfully change the situation in Hong Kong unless we
go through multilateral channels and create and maintain collabora‐
tive relationships with other actors to put some form of group pres‐
sure on China.
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That said, when it comes to what China considers its own territo‐
ry, jurisdiction and internal affairs, it's extremely difficult to make
our condemnation bring about a positive change of circumstances. I
share your concerns about that.

With respect to the second part of your question, I'm aware of the
allegations of a possible Chinese police presence in Canada result‐
ing in illicit activities on our territory. Again, I feel it's crucial to get
evidence of what's being claimed and to get our facts straight. I'm
confident that our law enforcement agencies will be able to shed
light on these allegations.

[English]
Mr. Tom Kmiec: You referred to “territory”. There's the territory

of Hong Kong, which is in fact a part of the People's Republic of
China, and there are the people of Hong Kong.

I'd like to make a distinction here. Do you believe that we can
save Hong Kong? Alternatively, do you believe that we can save
the people of Hong Kong by offering as many of them as we can an
opportunity to come to Canada to find safe haven here in Canada,
with safe haven then meaning also that we ensure we can protect
their rights as Canadian citizens, as permanent residents and as in‐
dividuals working here from foreign influence and intimidation
campaigns from the People's Republic of China?
● (2015)

Dr. Stéphanie Martel: Obviously we certainly can do something
with what falls within our own jurisdiction in terms of making sure
that the allegations that are made are followed through on and that
we get our facts straight and are able to respond accordingly—ab‐
solutely.

In terms of what Canada can do towards Hong Kong, again, us‐
ing multilateral channels and our networks and connections with
other international partners is crucial. Apart from that, I don't see,
honestly, a lot for Canada in and of itself to do to make sure that the
situation resolves, but working through our partnerships and al‐
liances and using diplomatic channels might yield results.

The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Kmiec.

We'll now go to Mr. Oliphant for five minutes.

[Translation]
Hon. Robert Oliphant: My questions will be along the same

lines as Ms. Normandin's, and they were very wise questions. I'm a
bit sad because this is her first time in committee and here I am ask‐
ing the same questions she did.

[English]

I want to thank the witness for her time with us today. I think
she's doing an important thing as we start this new phase of our
committee work. She is calming us down and being rational and ev‐
idence-based.

I want to follow up a bit on that. I'll speak very personally. When
I began my time as a member of Parliament, I had a very strong and
open understanding of China. I wanted to have stronger relations. I
had two trips to China that were eye-opening. They were my first
two trips.

Michael Kovrig and Michael Spavor were then arbitrarily de‐
tained for over a thousand days. That is still with me as an individu‐
al. It's still collectively with the people of Canada. I think we are
still hurting from that arbitrary detention.

We're now moving into a new phase, looking for an opening to
see if we should, or could, open a different door with China. The
“Should we?” question has to do with better, peaceful relationships
in our world and that kind of stuff. Is it in Canada's interests? Is it
in the world's interests? Is it in Canadians' interests?

If we wanted to that, what is your recommendation on how we
do it? Sometimes, I just don't know. We're passionate people and
we've been hurt. Now we're trying to look for a possible new way.

Do you have any thoughts on that?

Dr. Stéphanie Martel: To your question, I don't think we have
much of a choice, to be honest. China is a great power and it is not
going away. We need to find ways to be able to deal and live with
that reality.

That said, Canada has a good record when it comes to engaging
in informal mechanisms of diplomacy, through expert diplomacy,
for instance, and other channels that might be used to find areas
where our interests might converge. Clearly, we're not going to
agree on a number of different things. In some domains, our inter‐
ests and preferences are clearly going to clash. That's something we
will need to be aware of and make China aware of.

In my opinion, it doesn't mean we cannot also use informal and
formal diplomatic channels to be able to find some convergence of
interests in certain domains.

Hon. Robert Oliphant: If this committee were going to travel to
better understand the situation and our multilateral possibilities and
instincts, are there suggestions for how this committee may get a
better understanding on how we could relate to China?

● (2020)

Dr. Stéphanie Martel: Anything that can support country per‐
spective and country expertise when it comes to China, but is also
able to tap into our networks that are connected with regional per‐
spectives on how to deal with China and with great power rivalry in
general....

This is where the ASEAN angle might come into play. I think
that's something that deserves more attention. There is a tendency
when it comes to discussions about foreign and defence policy in
the Indo-Pacific in general, but also toward China in particular, to
favour a certain kind of expertise, which is absolutely needed in
these discussions. That is the perspective of Canadian expertise on
foreign policy and defence policy.

However, whatever we can do to make room for regional exper‐
tise and perspectives that are anchored in the region is really need‐
ed.

Hon. Robert Oliphant: Can I ask...?



October 18, 2022 CACN-04 15

The Chair: I'm sorry, Mr. Oliphant. You are out of time.

Madame Normandin, you have two and a half minutes.

[Translation]
Ms. Christine Normandin: Thank you very much, Mr. Chair.

My question is somewhat general. When two superpowers who
respect the rules-based international order have a dispute, they will
often take a step back, ponder solutions and come back to the table
to discuss them.

Someone told me that you can't expect that from a country that
doesn't respect the rules-based international order. For example,
Russia might interpret any step back as an opportunity to occupy
the space.

First, could this analysis also apply to China and the way it inter‐
venes when there's a dispute?

Second, what role could smaller powers, including Canada, play
as a diplomatic alternative with China, but also generally in the In‐
do-Pacific region?

Dr. Stéphanie Martel: If you consider how U.S. engagement
has fluctuated in the Indo-Pacific region, that could be an example
of a step back from which China has benefited. Withdrawing from
certain multilateral platforms or cooperative mechanisms that
favour diplomatic channels as a potential mechanism for dispute or
crisis mitigation is not a solution, because it raises the risk of that.

To promote rules that are beneficial to all actors, we must instead
keep as many doors open as possible to foster diplomatic engage‐
ment and reinforce less confrontational and more positive tenden‐
cies. That role is typically entrusted to middle powers or even
smaller powers.

It's especially important that Canada adopt an Indo-Pacific strate‐
gy to renew its multilateral engagement in the region. Given the
growing concerns about the dynamics between the superpowers in
the region, Canada must not only have a formal presence in key in‐
stitutions, but also informal ears to the ground outside of direct and
formal channels.

[English]
The Chair: Thank you, Dr. Martel.

Now we go to Ms. Kwan for two and a half minutes.
Ms. Jenny Kwan: Thank you very much, Mr. Chair.

I'm wondering what comments Ms. Martel can offer about the re‐
ality that a Canadian in Canada—Victor Ho—has now been put on
a wanted list by China for a supposed violation of the national secu‐
rity law. There was also the latest situation in England, where a
protester was demonstrating against President Xi Jinping and was
reported to have been dragged inside the consulate grounds and
beaten. Clearly, these are issues of concern with respect to demo‐
cratic rights for the British in that instance and, in this instance with
Victor Ho, for Canada. Our countries are being challenged.

How should we interpret those incidents and how should we re‐
spond to them?

● (2025)

Dr. Stéphanie Martel: We obviously need to be concerned
about these incidents. Clearly, when it comes to the potential of a
Chinese presence and that state-sanctioned, potentially illegal activ‐
ities of surveillance are being carried out, this is a matter of getting
our facts straight and making sure that whatever kinds of behaviour
fall outside the line of legality are addressed and responded to.

When it comes to the other incidents that are mentioned, this is
obviously a key concern and a preoccupation that needs to be ad‐
dressed. It is also rooted, unfortunately, in the kind of vicious cir‐
cle, basically, of animosity that gets created between China and
Canada. There are repercussions for the toxicity of the public de‐
bate as well that we need to factor in, but obviously these are a
cause for concern and we need to react accordingly.

The Chair: Thank you, Dr. Martel.

We're coming to the time for a vote, but we have time for one
quick question and answer from each party.

Mr. Kmiec, do you have another quick question that you'd like to
work in?

Mr. Tom Kmiec: No, not really.

The Chair: Mr. Oliphant, I know you had another question that
you didn't get to, but Mr. Fragiskatos, the floor is yours. Can we
have a quick question and a quick answer, please?

Mr. Peter Fragiskatos: Thank you, Mr. Chair, and thank you to
the witnesses.

On travel, if this committee were to travel in order to enhance its
understanding of Canada-China relations, which countries in partic‐
ular, Professor, should we look at going to?

Dr. Stéphanie Martel: When it comes to having very well-es‐
tablished experience in navigating difficult situations that have to
do with great power rivalry, there are a number of ASEAN coun‐
tries that Canada needs to connect more with in terms of defining
our approach to China, to the major power rivalry in the Indo-Pacif‐
ic, and in terms of the Indo-Pacific in general. Those would be, in
my mind, Singapore, Vietnam and Indonesia in terms of being real‐
ly key players in discussions about the reform of regional order
grounded in the rules.

Mr. Peter Fragiskatos: Would Japan, South Korea and Australia
possibly...?

The Chair: Excuse me, Mr. Fragiskatos, but we'll move on.

Madame Normandin, do you have a quick question that requires
a quick answer?

[Translation]

Ms. Christine Normandin: Thank you. I don't know if this will
elicit a quick response, but I will try.

It was said that China would be a component of the Indo-Pacific
strategy. Given its proximity to China, shouldn't North Korea also
be targeted in this strategy?
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Dr. Stéphanie Martel: Recent developments in North Korea
merit Canada's attention, and we've been paying attention for years.
Like Canada, North Korea is a member state of the Association of
Southeast Asian Nations Regional Forum. The ASEAN Regional
Forum has its flaws, but it's still a great place for Canada to open
lines of communication with North Korea. I feel Canada should
continue to be involved.
[English]

The Chair: Thank you.

Ms. Kwan, do you have one more question?
Ms. Jenny Kwan: Thank you.

Given that China has launched, on multiple occasions now, bal‐
listic missiles over Taiwan, and there are many Taiwanese Canadi‐
ans who are very concerned about the state of play, I wonder if the
professor has any comments on how Canada should be communi‐
cating its concerns on this with China. How can we show our sup‐
port to Taiwan and Taiwanese Canadians who, rightfully, are very
concerned about the situation?
● (2030)

Dr. Stéphanie Martel: I will say that they very much share the
notion shared by a member of the previous panel, that sometimes
doing the same.... Carrying on with what we've been doing is prob‐
ably better than missteps, or finding new ways to act that might
lead to avoiding the vicious-circle scenario that we want to avoid.

I think there is no solution to the Taiwan issue outside of diplo‐
matic channels when it comes to Canada, in particular. We need to
reinforce these kinds of solutions or a best course of action.

The Chair: Dr. Martel, you've done double duty in this last seg‐
ment of the last panel. You've handled a lot of questions extremely
well, and we value your attendance here tonight.

With that, we have a vote coming up in about five minutes. We
will pause and then come back after the vote to continue with panel
three.
● (2030)

_____________________(Pause)_____________________

● (2100)

The Chair: We'll call our meeting back to order for our third
round.

Thank you, all, for doing your democratic parliamentary duties.
Welcome back to our third hour.

I'd like to welcome our witnesses for the third hour today: as an
individual, Dr. Thomas Juneau, associate professor, graduate school
of public and international affairs, University of Ottawa; as an indi‐
vidual, Vincent Rigby, visiting professor, Max Bell school of public
policy, McGill University; and from the Macdonald-Laurier Insti‐
tute, Jonathan Berkshire Miller, senior fellow and director, Indo-Pa‐
cific program.

We'll ask each of our guests to provide us with a five-minute
comment, then we will go into one round of five minutes each, for
each of the parties represented here.

We'll start with you, Dr. Juneau, for five minutes or less.

Dr. Thomas Juneau (Associate Professor, Graduate School of
Public and International Affairs, University of Ottawa, As an
Individual): Thank you for the opportunity to talk to you today.

Vincent and I will talk about the key findings and recommenda‐
tions in a report we published with the University of Ottawa's grad‐
uate school of public and international affairs in May this year. The
report was co-authored by Vincent and me with the support of a
task force of a dozen senior retired officials, including deputy min‐
isters of foreign affairs and defence, four former national security
advisers, two former directors of CSIS, former ambassadors and
others. The report is available online and I'm happy to pass it on to
the committee in electronic form.

The report deals with the deterioration of Canada's threat envi‐
ronment and, overall, makes 65 recommendations on what we can
do. Many of those recommendations are relevant to the committee's
work on China.

The starting point of the report is one that will be familiar to ev‐
erybody here, which is this: Canada faces a growing range of
threats from great power competition, including, of course, the rise
of an increasingly aggressive China, terrorism and extremism—
both domestic and international—and a range of transnational is‐
sues, including climate change, pandemics and so on. The report's
core message is that we are not ready, collectively, to address the
growing range of threats Canada faces today.

Successive governments in Canada, in our view, have tended to
neglect national security issues. To a large extent, we did that be‐
cause we could. We are blessed by geography in this country; we
are sheltered in North America, and we are under American protec‐
tion. However, our main point in the report is that this luxury is
eroding. As these threats intensify, our fear—and this is based on
the collective wisdom, in our task force, of quite literally hundreds
of years of experience at the highest levels of government—is that
we will pay an increasingly high price, because we are not ready to
address them. To be clear, China is not the only threat we discuss in
the report, but it is, of course, a major and central one.

The committee is well aware of this aspect, so I will go on very
quickly. China poses a threat to Canadian interests through cyber-
attacks, economic espionage, foreign interference, growing military
assertiveness in the Indo-Pacific and so on.

The value add of the report is in this next question: What can we
do? Of the 65 recommendations we make in the report, quite a high
number are directly or indirectly relevant to China. I'll mention on‐
ly a couple of broad ones, then Vincent will take over with a few
more specific ones.
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The first I want to mention is a general one, in terms of our re‐
sponse: the need for a whole-of-society response to the range of
threats China poses. The intelligence community cannot respond on
its own to most of the challenges I just mentioned. Of course, it has
a central role to play, but it needs to work with other partners in the
federal government—economic departments and so on—and with
provincial and municipal governments, the private sector—think
about economic espionage—and civil society—think about, in par‐
ticular, foreign interference with the Chinese-Canadian diaspora.
We need to do a much better job in this country, at this level, with
the federal government's ability and willingness to lead, coordinate
and share intelligence on threats and advise on how to deal with
these threats.

Within the federal government, sometimes, obstacles to informa‐
tion-sharing among national security agencies impede our ability to
respond. It's even more of a problem, beyond the national security
community, among the rest of the government—economic depart‐
ments like ISED and so on—and when you look beyond Ottawa at
other levels of government, the private sector and civil society.
However, these other actors all have an important role to play in
dealing with that range of threats.

The second recommendation I want to mention is on transparen‐
cy. Our first line of defence against many of the threats posed by
China—and others, for that matter—is not always CSIS, the RCMP
or CBSA. In many cases, it is. In other cases, it's societal re‐
silience—for example, against economic espionage or foreign inter‐
ference. The target of these threats is not, in most cases, the federal
government itself. A lot of factors go into building societal re‐
silience. We could have an entirely different discussion on that, but
one is trust in government, which is a challenge in democracies to‐
day, including, but not only, in Canada. There's no magic recipe to
build societal resilience, but greater transparency has to be at the
centre of that.
● (2105)

The Chair: Dr. Juneau, you've hit the five-minute mark. You'll
now be eating into Mr. Rigby's five minutes if you continue.

Dr. Thomas Juneau: In 20 seconds, we need to define trans‐
parency more broadly as engagement, sharing information and
sharing insight on threats to Canadian civil society and the private
sector in general.

I'll stop right there.
Mr. Vincent Rigby (Visiting Professor, Max Bell School of

Public Policy, McGill University, As an Individual): So I still
have five minutes—

Voices: Oh, oh!
The Chair: Yes, pretty close.
Mr. Vincent Rigby: Thank you very much, Mr. Chair, and thank

you for the invitation to be here tonight. It's a great pleasure and an
honour.

During a 30-year career in the public service, I have appeared
many times before parliamentary committees as a government offi‐
cial. This is my first appearance, as the chair said, as a private citi‐
zen. I must say that I feel slightly less stressed than I did when I

was a government official, but I guess we'll see how the next hour
goes. Maybe we'll have a different conversation at the end.

In one of my last acts before I retired last year as the national se‐
curity and intelligence adviser to the Prime Minister, I gave a
speech to the Centre for International Governance Innovation, CI‐
GI. It was one of the rare occasions when an NSIA has spoken out
publicly on national security issues.

The theme of my speech was Canada's response to a changing
global environment. I argued that the world was at an inflection
point. It was experiencing seismic political and economic shifts and
facing a complex array of new and old national security challenges.

At the centre of this change was heightened geopolitical compe‐
tition. This competition was reflected in a tilt of the international
balance of power towards the Indo-Pacific region, and the defining
element of this multipolar transformation was, of course, the rise of
China.

I identified Beijing's political, economic, military and technolog‐
ical emergence as one of the key international developments of this
century. I suggested that China would continue to be a significant
international force in the years to come and that China would be‐
come much more assertive in its region and beyond.

It expanded its power and influence, including through the belt
and road initiative. It also attempted to directly undermine states it
perceived as competitors, often—as we know all too well in
Canada—within their own borders. China leveraged a well-inte‐
grated economic, military and diplomatic tool kit, as well as human
and cyber-enabled espionage, to achieve its objectives.

Based on this analysis at that time—and this would have been
June 2021—I concluded that the People's Republic of China repre‐
sented a key strategic threat to the west and to Canada. It's a year
and a half later, and I see no reason to change my assessment. In‐
deed, the Ottawa U report, which I co-authored with Thomas, put
an exclamation point on my views.

China remains assertive on the global stage, as we have seen
with its threatening behaviour towards Taiwan, its suppression of
democracy in Hong Kong and its continued treatment of its Uighur
minority. Its activities in Canada continue. The latest CSIS annual
report identifies China's activities in such areas as foreign interfer‐
ence, espionage and cyber-threats.
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The Deputy Prime Minister's speech at Brookings last week
identified China as one of the world's dictators that are guided by
entirely different principles from our own. She placed emphasis on
economic security, saying that China was adept and intentional in
using its economic ties with us as leverage to achieve its geopoliti‐
cal objectives.

Collectively, these types of activities undermine our democratic
institutions, our fundamental rights and freedoms, our social cohe‐
sion and our long-term prosperity.

If we agree that such a threat looms, how should Canada re‐
spond? Building on the Ottawa U report and Thomas's earlier com‐
ments, let me make a few quick suggestions before we go to any
questions.

First, we need a new national security strategy that brings togeth‐
er all the government's assets, from intelligence to defence to diplo‐
macy and international development, in an integrated and coherent
way to counter the national security threats of the 21st century, in‐
cluding state actors. We have not had such a strategy since 2004—
almost 20 years. We stand out among our Five Eyes allies in this
regard. They regularly publish such documents, and I'm sure all of
you know that the United States published its national security
strategy last week.

Second, as part of that strategy, we need a specific integrated
plan to counter the activities of hostile state actors. This would in‐
clude China, but also Russia, Iran and others. This includes identi‐
fying specific measures and tools to counter espionage, foreign in‐
terference, disinformation and cyber- and economic threats.

Third, we need a home and an away game. National security
covers both domestic and international dimensions. In this context,
I look forward to the expected Indo-Pacific strategy that will be
coming out soon, we hope, and which should bring our foreign pol‐
icy, defence and development tools together to tackle threats in the
region. It should focus on China in the region, in my view.

Finally, we need to work with partners. At home, as Thomas just
pointed out—and to re-emphasize the point, because I think it's a
really important one—this means other levels of government, the
private sector, universities and research institutions, which are un‐
der threat from foreign actors like never before. It's not just state to
state anymore; individual Canadians can be impacted.

Sharing information with Canadians in a transparent fashion will
be critical in making this happen and, of course, internationally this
means our close friends and allies, including in the Five Eyes and
the G7. China likes nothing more than to divide and conquer. We
need to stay together.

Mr. Chairman, we live in a complex and dynamic world in
which, as the Deputy Prime Minister said in her recent speech, we
have to find ways to coexist with competitors who do not share our
values. This includes China, where we can potentially find common
ground on issues like climate change and the management of pan‐
demics, but we must do so with eyes wide open, clearly recogniz‐
ing their strategic intent, and be ready to respond both at home and
abroad to threats to our interests and values.

Thank you very much, Mr. Chair.

● (2110)

The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Rigby. That is your five minutes.

Mr. Miller, you have five minutes.

Mr. Jonathan Berkshire Miller (Director and Senior Fellow,
Indo-Pacific Program, Macdonald-Laurier Institute): Thank
you, Chair and members of the committee, for the invitation to
speak before you today on such a critical topic to Canadian inter‐
ests.

I'll be frank. Time is not on our side—obviously, not just the five
minutes, but on this topic itself.

Increasingly, the international rules-based order appears to be
hanging by a thread. Large nuclear-weapon states such as Russia
and China continue to coerce neighbours—albeit in different man‐
ners—to achieve their maximalist interests. Meanwhile, smaller
countries like North Korea pursue weapons advancement aimed at
holding regional countries like Japan and South Korea vulnerable
to nuclear blackmail, often with tacit support and backing from
Beijing.

Chair, for too long Canada has been approaching its foreign poli‐
cy toward China in tactical rather than strategic terms, thinking on‐
ly of short-term goals rather than long-term challenges. Unfortu‐
nately, it took the unjust detention of two Canadian citizens,
Michael Kovrig and Michael Spavor, for nearly three years for
Canadians to awaken to the real challenges in dealing with an in‐
creasingly authoritarian actor in Beijing.

In this context, it is overdue for Canada to frame a serious, clear
and coherent strategy towards China that is situated within the con‐
text of a greater Indo-Pacific strategy, as my colleagues mentioned.

In terms of what that might look like, Canada must first finalize
and implement an independent and interest-based strategy for the
Indo-Pacific that engages its regional partners. Countries like
Japan, Australia, India and South Korea are all important in one
way or another, as is working with Taiwan. Canada should also
look to complement its engagement with a renewed vigour and fo‐
cus on robust and comprehensive relationships in Southeast Asia
with countries like Indonesia, the Philippines and Vietnam. If we
strengthen trade ties, increase security co-operation and improve
our diplomatic linkages, we can meaningfully offset some of the
challenges posed by China's increasing challenge to the rules-based
order.
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Moreover, multilateral organizations and trade agreements, such
as the Association of Southeast Asian Nations and the CPTPP,
alongside other ad hoc mini lateral alignments, all provide potential
anchors for a renewed approach to this region.

Let me be clear: The Indo-Pacific strategy that's being developed
should not ignore or dilute the challenges of China, nor be monopo‐
lized by or fixated on Beijing. A real clear-eyed approach to Bei‐
jing and the risks it poses, both to our neighbours and to the rules-
based order more broadly, must be a foundational element to any
strategy in the region.

Toward China itself, Canada must be far stronger and clearer on
issues of human rights. This includes clearly and consistently call‐
ing out China's egregious behaviour against Uighurs in Xinjiang,
Tibetans and other religious minorities, as well as condemning Chi‐
na's clear and escalating violations of the Sino-British joint declara‐
tion over Hong Kong. In each case, we should avail ourselves of
our ability to apply Magnitsky sanctions against known human
rights abusers. We should explore paths for greater refuge and re‐
settlement for individuals at risk of political imprisonment.

However, we must consider other challenges as well. China's de‐
sire to dominate the critical materials and raw materials supply
chain, for example, is a long-term challenge with serious national
security implications that Canada must address in tandem with its
partners in the region.

Meanwhile, heated tensions and provocative acts that threaten
the stability of Taiwan are simply the latest in a sustained list of
concerns with Beijing's increasing military posture in the region.
Indeed, stability in the Taiwan Strait is directly connected with Chi‐
na's other assertive moves in the maritime domain.

The Indo-Pacific, frankly, is facing a host of shared security chal‐
lenges, from maritime piracy and crime to heated territorial dis‐
putes. In this vast maritime space, stretching from East Africa to
the Pacific island chains, the foundations of regional commerce and
security are secured through freedom of navigation and secure sea
lines of communication, yet there are several key challenges to this
order and China is posing these challenges.

In the South China Sea, for example, Beijing continues to prac‐
tise salami-slicing tactics aimed at ensuring its de facto control of
much of this key waterway. Meanwhile, Beijing also continues to
raise regional concerns through its constant insurgence into the
maritime airspace surrounding Japan's Senkaku Islands in the East
China Sea.

Finally, Canada needs to diversify its trade away from China and
towards partners in the region, understanding the risks of overre‐
liance on the Chinese economy. This should include the creation of
a dedicated mechanism amongst democracies to support one anoth‐
er when countries like China use economic coercion to achieve
their ends. Such action would send a strong message that targeting
trade for political purposes—as China did with Canada's canola,
cattle and pork exports—will be unsuccessful.
● (2115)

Most importantly, and in conclusion, our relationship with China
must be contextualized in the broader Indo-Pacific region. We

should consider bilateral ties with Beijing no longer as an excep‐
tional relationship, but rather as simply one important relationship
among many in a diverse region. Canada must urgently rebalance
its relationship with China and ensure that it advances its interests,
both in national security terms and, importantly, in tandem with its
partners.

Thank you, Mr. Chair.

The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Miller.

We'll now go to one five-minute section for each party. I believe
we'll look to Mr. Chong for the Conservatives.

Hon. Michael Chong: Thank you, Mr. Chair, and thank you to
our witnesses for appearing.

I was struck by your opening remarks about the need to work
more closely with allies and partners, not just in the Indo-Pacific re‐
gion, but around the world. I was surprised, as I think many people
were, about the July 7 press conference. It was a joint press confer‐
ence—unprecedented, I think—between the head of the FBI, Direc‐
tor Christopher Wray, and the head of MI5 at the MI5 headquarters,
Thames House, in London this past summer. Christopher Wray and
Ken McCallum, the director general of MI5, gave an unprecedented
press conference, saying that China presented the biggest threat, not
just to the United Kingdom and not just to the United States, but to
allies in Europe and elsewhere.

They also indicated that the government in Beijing had definitely
interfered in the congressional elections in New York state this
year. I think many Canadians have concluded that Beijing inter‐
fered in the last federal election as well. Therefore, your comments
ring true.

My first question is a very simple one. Have you had any indica‐
tion that the PCO, other central agencies or the departments respon‐
sible are looking at a new national security strategy for Canada,
since we haven't had one since 2004? Is there any indication that
the government is seized with this idea of coming forward with a
new national security strategy to parallel the Indo-Pacific strategy?

Mr. Vincent Rigby: I'm not aware, sir.

Mr. Jonathan Berkshire Miller: I'm not aware either.

Hon. Michael Chong: Okay. Thank you for that.

The other question I have relates to the Indo-Pacific strategy that
is to be released before Christmas this year. My question is for each
of you. What do you think is or are the essential thing or things that
must be included in any credible Indo-Pacific strategy? When that
document gets released, what will you be going through it looking
for this December?
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Mr. Jonathan Berkshire Miller: If I may, I'll answer that quick‐
ly first.

I think we need a balance. For too long, the way Canada has ap‐
proached this region has been overly focused on economics and in‐
vestment. We need to realize—and I think my colleagues also high‐
lighted this through their statements—the severe security chal‐
lenges we're facing in this region, whether it be in the South China
Sea or whether it be in the Korean peninsula.

We need to have that empathy with our partners. We can't just
base a strategy purely on what we want. Of course, it needs to be
premised on our interests, but it needs to take into account the em‐
pathy of our partners and what sort of engagement they want from
Canada.

That's very much what I'm going to be looking for.
● (2120)

Hon. Michael Chong: Thank you.
Mr. Vincent Rigby: I agree very much with what Jonathan said.

I hope it addresses the security issue head on. Whether you like it
or not, China is the 800-pound gorilla in the room, so it should not
be focused exclusively on China. There was a conscious decision
made to not focus it exclusively on China, and I think that's the
right decision at the end of the day. It should be broadly regional,
but China is there, and it cannot be ignored, so security has to be
front and centre, I think.

At the same time, any strategy needs to be fully integrated. I use
this word a lot for any strategy that we do, whether it's national se‐
curity in the Indo-Pacific or a broader foreign policy strategy. It has
to include defence. It has to include diplomacy, development, eco‐
nomic—

Hon. Michael Chong: We know there's a defence review going
on right now, as we speak. Presumably, there's coordination be‐
tween the Indo-Pacific strategy that's being worked on and the de‐
fence—

Mr. Vincent Rigby: This is where it will get interesting, because
the defence update, I think, was called not long after Russia invad‐
ed Ukraine and might have had a European focus, but I hope it has
a global focus. I hope it has a domestic focus as well, because
there's a lot happening in our own neighbourhood, so it definitely
needs to be fully integrated.

The last thing I'll say is that it has to be sustainable. One of the
criticisms that Canada has had in the Asia-Pacific or Indo-Pacific
region is that we pop in and out, especially on the security side.
We're there for a little while, then we come out. I heard this 15
years ago when I was at the Department of National Defence:
“Don't just send a ship once in a while; you need to really get in
there and get your hands dirty.” So I hope it comes with resources
and we can sustain it.

Dr. Thomas Juneau: I will just add to that. Based on the public
reports we've seen on what might be coming with the Indo-Pacific
strategy, the focus is a lot on diplomacy and trade, and a bit on de‐
fence. That's all important, but I will be looking at the elements of
intelligence and national security, which are very rarely in the pub‐
lic discussion in this country, but should be as part of what our in‐
terests are in the Indo-Pacific. Part of it is the threats we discussed.

What's in it for CSIS, the RCMP and CSE? What's their role?
Are there additional resources for them? They're overstretched in
many ways to address some of these threats. I can't say I'm very op‐
timistic that they will be addressed.

Hon. Michael Chong: Thank you.

The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Chong.

Now, Mr. Fragiskatos, you have five minutes.

Mr. Peter Fragiskatos: Thank you, Mr. Chair, and thank you to
our witnesses.

My first question will go to Professor Juneau and Mr. Rigby, and
then I'll have something for Mr. Miller.

Both of you have written—and it's come across again tonight—
on the importance of the United States for Canada's national securi‐
ty. As part of that, though, you've added a nuance that I think is a
very important observation, and that is the polarization we find in
the United States. Beyond that, the rise of right-wing populism in
the United States makes clear that the United States' role vis-à-vis
Canadian national security is automatically under major question.

In light of that, my question to you is what that means for
Canada-China relations. To take it one step further as well and re‐
turn the focus to Canada, what does the rise of polarization in gen‐
eral in Canada—and specifically the right-wing populism that we
also see here in this country—imply for Canada-China relations?

Dr. Thomas Juneau: There's a lot there. I'll try to pick up at
least on some aspects. As much as everything we said about China
at the beginning absolutely stands, when I think about the order of
threats Canada faces, or potentially faces, number one is in some
ways the United States. When I say “in some ways”, I mean by
some scenarios, which are by no means guaranteed, where the situ‐
ation degenerates in the U.S. That can pose a greater threat to
Canada, because of our massive dependence on the U.S.

The civil war scenario, I think, is very unlikely, but scenarios of
contested elections, of more unpredictability in their foreign policy,
of more unilateralism, of retreat from NATO and other organiza‐
tions, and of intelligence-sharing in the Five Eyes and so on are po‐
tentially very concerning.

The problem we face is that we have no other option. People
have been saying for 50 years that we need a third way and that we
need to diversify our trade and other relations. Because of geogra‐
phy, we'll never be able to fully do that.
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If you bring in the China dimension, what that means for me is
that Canada has to make significant efforts to diversify its relations,
including with democracies in East Asia, South Korea, India and
Japan. We saw a new intelligence-sharing agreement with Japan an‐
nounced last week. That's great. That's what we need to do more of
to link these two issues, but it's hard. It's not easy, because cultural‐
ly we are so focused on the U.S.
● (2125)

Mr. Peter Fragiskatos: How does the rise of right-wing pop‐
ulism within Canada and the polarization we see here generally im‐
pact Canada-China relations?

Mr. Vincent Rigby: Maybe I can tackle that one. I want to make
a point, though, just about polarization in the United States. There's
the potential impact on the Canada-U.S. relationship, the old line
that when the United States sneezes, Canada catches a cold. If
there's extreme instability south of the border with respect to demo‐
cratic backsliding, there will be an impact.

The other concern, though, is that if the U.S. is roiling with insta‐
bility—and the civil war-type scenario, again, I would say is “black
swan” and remote—it's going to impact U.S. foreign policy and the
U.S.'s ability to operate globally. To confront a China threat and
any other threat will potentially be compromised, because they'll be
so inward-looking. That would be one of my concerns.

With respect to polarization in Canada, Thomas and I are actual‐
ly working on a paper right now on domestic violent extremism.
We see this as an emerging threat. A lot of it's coming out in the
convoy discussions, etc.

One of my concerns with respect to China is just in terms of re‐
sources, to be perfectly honest with you, because our intelligence
agencies and national security agencies dealing with domestic vio‐
lent extremism.... The director of CSIS will tell you that's an
emerging threat and something we have to pay a lot more attention
to, but we have limited resources.

Again, it's a bit like I was saying with respect to the U.S. If, sud‐
denly, domestic violent extremism becomes the number one priori‐
ty of our national security agencies, how are we going to operate
globally and how are we going to confront the China threat?

There are lots of other dimensions to it as well, and I don't have
time to get into them, but the limited resources we have to deal with
the spectrum of threats out there right now would be something that
would jump out at me.

Mr. Peter Fragiskatos: I have only 30 seconds left, so I will put
a question to you, Mr. Miller, and maybe we can speak another
time, sir.

You talked about long-term challenges. It brings to mind climate
change. It brings to mind whether or not Canada can co-operate
with China on that particular question. Perhaps colleagues across
the way will raise that as well—it was a theme in our first panel—
but I will just leave that on the table. Again, I would be glad to fol‐
low up afterwards.

Thank you.
The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Fragiskatos.

We'll now go to Madame Normandin for five minutes.

[Translation]

Ms. Christine Normandin: Thank you very much to all three of
you for your particularly compelling opening remarks.

Now I would like your perspective on information sharing
among federal institutions.

When he appeared before the committee about a year and a half
ago, Michel Juneau-Katsuya stated that the criminal prosecution of
espionage cases is extremely complex, because the RCMP is re‐
sponsible for prosecuting, but CSIS has the information and the two
agencies do not talk to one another.

You mentioned an national security strategy. I was wondering, to
what extent would that strategy be inefficient if it doesn't address
this lack of communication between the various federal agencies?

Dr. Thomas Juneau: Thank you very much for your question.

I'd like to clarify that Mr. Juneau-Katsuya and I are not related.
We've never even met.

You're quite right to point out this issue. We actually talk about it
a lot in the report we released with the University of Ottawa earlier
this year. The issue of information sharing is extremely complex.
Sure, it's easy for people on the outside to say we need to share
more information, but in practice it's not that simple.

Some laws exist for good reason. In a democracy, there needs to
be some control over this type of sharing to ensure privacy and pro‐
tect sources, among other things. That said, even considering all the
restrictions that must remain in place in a democracy, Canada is
clearly not doing a good job of sharing information. The reasons for
this are cultural, institutional and, in some cases, technological, as
computer systems are not necessarily compatible.

At the end of the day, in terms of a strategy for the Indo-Pacific
region, our report states that serious effort must be made to address
the structural problem of information sharing and the human re‐
sources problem, which figures prominently in our report even
though we did not mention it earlier. Otherwise, our ability to deal
with espionage-related threats will be limited.

● (2130)

Ms. Christine Normandin: I'd like to expand on that. I under‐
stand that you recommend in your report that a post be created as a
focal point for a security strategy.

What concrete solutions would you suggest to improve informa‐
tion sharing and avoid any dichotomy between two federal institu‐
tions?
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[English]
Mr. Vincent Rigby: Maybe I can tackle that.

We had a whole section on governance in the report, and we
made a couple of recommendations. The first was to create a cabi‐
net committee on national security that would be chaired by the
Prime Minister. Again, we're a little out of step with respect to our
Five Eyes allies and even the G7. We're the only country that
doesn't have this type of committee chaired by the Prime Minister.

We would like to think that if this committee were established
and met on a regular basis, with the Prime Minister and key cabinet
ministers in the national security and public safety space getting
regular intel briefs and dealing with issues every couple of weeks,
this would help solve some of the information-sharing issues. You'd
have a natural vector, a place where all of this intel was ultimately
going to land on the Prime Minister's desk with key ministers. Hav‐
ing that sort of target zone would help in some respects.

Again, more strategically it would also really help. We find that
the government tends to be a bit too ad hoc and responsive on na‐
tional security issues these days. The incident response group is
great, but it's responsive. It's not thinking about the longer term.

The other recommendation we have is to actually create a
stronger intelligence function at the centre in PCO. We have a
group there right now called the international assessment secretari‐
at. We recommend that we take ITAC, the integrated terrorism as‐
sessment centre, and consolidate it with IAS at PCO. It would al‐
most be like a mini kind of director of national intelligence, like we
have in the U.S.

I don't want to push that comparison too far, but it would be a
coordinating body. We don't have a big intelligence community. We
shouldn't be having these problems. This would be a funnel to bring
all that intelligence together and make sure it is going to the right
places and ultimately being funnelled up to this committee and to
the Prime Minister, who is the key person who needs to have this to
inform his or her decision-making at the end of the day.
[Translation]

Ms. Christine Normandin: Would international cooperation re‐
sult in a little more credibility and better partnerships with the Five
Eyes?

Dr. Thomas Juneau: I believe that is a key argument. Canada
benefits hugely from the Five Eyes, which also includes the United
States, in that we get much more than we give.

One of the cornerstones of the intelligence community is give to
get. If what Mr. Rigby just proposed and what we recommend in
our report is acted upon, if Canada gives more intelligence, we're
bound to get more.
[English]

The Chair: Thank you very much, Madame Normandin.
[Translation]

Ms. Christine Normandin: Thank you very much.
[English]

The Chair: We'll now go to Ms. Kwan for the final five minutes.

Ms. Jenny Kwan: Thank you very much, Mr. Chair, and thank
you to all the witnesses.

Mr. Berkshire Miller talked a bit in his presentation about impos‐
ing Magnitsky sanctions. Canada, of course, has been very reluctant
and very slow in the situation with Hong Kong and the breaking of
the “one country, two systems” rule. It was a promise made to
Hong Kongers. It was not made just to Hong Kongers, but to the
international community as well.

There are repercussions. We're seeing that now, with the national
security law reaching here to Canada. A Canadian journalist, Victor
Ho, is being targeted and has been put on the wanted list.

My question to all of the panellists is this: Should Canada em‐
bark on sanctions? If so, what measures should we undertake?
What do you think the repercussions would be?

Why is Canada so afraid to take action?

Mr. Jonathan Berkshire Miller: I can take that question first.

Absolutely, I think Canada should look very seriously at this. I
think it should be taken from a targeted approach, so we should be
looking specifically at targeted individuals we can identify and we
feel would be the most impactful. However, I don't think we should
be scared of this.

If we judge our foreign policy actions and our decisions based on
how Beijing will react and may coerce us, that's not the way to
make those decisions. I absolutely think there's a precedent and a
possibility. Other countries have taken these measures and have had
serious discussions on this, as well.

We're not alone on this, and I absolutely think we should look at
it.

Mr. Vincent Rigby: I would endorse that view. We impose sanc‐
tions on other countries in similar circumstances, so why would we
have an exception for China? Given the circumstances of the last
couple of years, there may have been reasons we approached China
a certain way, but, to a considerable extent, those circumstances are
no longer in place with respect to the two Michaels and others, so
we can perhaps proceed in a more forceful fashion.

Again, it's one tool and we have a whole tool box. There are lots
of different kinds of things that we can do with respect to China,
both internationally and domestically, so we have to keep that in
mind. While I'm a big fan of sanctions in certain circumstances, we
need to look at what the ultimate outcomes are going to be and
what results we're going to get from those sanctions, and keep our
expectations in the right ballpark.
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● (2135)

Dr. Thomas Juneau: I would answer yes, absolutely, but with a
massive “but”. This is something that we saw clearly in the debate
on sanctions against Iran in the last couple of weeks.

Our ability and our capacity to monitor and enforce sanctions in
this country is massively overstretched, and Canada has a reputa‐
tion among its allies—as well as among the bad guys—of not being
good at enforcing sanctions. We declare them and we don't follow
up. At some point that's damaging, because it signals to the bad
guys that when we impose sanctions, we don't follow up and we
don't enforce them.

The answer is yes, but there is a major need to significantly in‐
crease the resources for our sanctions capacity at Global Affairs,
CSIS, the RCMP, the CBSA and elsewhere. The $76 million that
the government announced last week is a good first step, but it's re‐
ally not enough. We don't have a lot of detail, but I'm not even sure
it's enough to do what they said they'd do on Iran, let alone on Rus‐
sia and other countries on which we are not fully imposing the
sanctions that we've declared. That means human resources, but it
also means improving the process, including on information shar‐
ing, but on other aspects too.

There's a big gap between what we say and what we do.
Ms. Jenny Kwan: Thank you.

Building on information sharing, it's really a question of enforce‐
ment. To a degree, CSIS is very limited in its ability to enforce.

What enforcement tools do we need to carry through? If you say
it and you don't carry through, it's meaningless.

Mr. Vincent Rigby: Is that specifically on the sanctions side, or
more broadly, in terms of the tools we use?

Ms. Jenny Kwan: If I have time, it is more broadly, but I think
we probably only have time for sanctions.

Mr. Vincent Rigby: I'm not an expert on sanctions. On the en‐
forcement side, I'm not exactly sure how we would approach that.

I think Thomas's point is well taken. It's a matter of resources.
Having worked at GAC a number of years ago, I know how small
the unit for sanctions is. It's very small. It's more of a GAC lead
than a CSIS lead, when it comes to sanctions.

The Chair: Thank you, Ms. Kwan. That is our time.

With that, I thank our three visitors, Dr. Juneau, Mr. Rigby and
Mr. Miller. It's fascinating work. I have a feeling we could probably

keep them here a lot longer, but our technology will turn itself off
in not many minutes, so we'll have to call it a night at that point.

Before we finish, though, Mr. Chong wanted to go through the
process on his motion.

Hon. Michael Chong: Thank you, Mr. Chair.

I'd like to move my motion, which I believe all members of the
committee have in both official languages:

That the committee study the matter of the three illegal police stations opened in
the Greater Toronto Area by the Fuzhou Public Security Bureau of the People's
Republic of China; that two meetings, made up of four 1.5-hour panels, be allo‐
cated for the study of this matter; that the Minister of Public Safety and officials
be invited to appear for one panel; that the RCMP and CSIS be invited for one
panel; and that experts on police and intelligence be invited as witnesses for the
other panels.

The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Chong.

Is there any discussion?

Go ahead, Madame Normandin.
[Translation]

Ms. Christine Normandin: As you expected, I would like to
propose an amendment.

I move to replace the words “four 1.5 hour” with “six 1 hour”.
[English]

The Chair: Is there any discussion on the amendment? Shall we
vote on the amendment?

Madam Clerk, would you care to call the roll?

(Amendment negatived: nays 10; yeas 1)
● (2140)

The Chair: Are we ready for the question on the main motion?

(Motion agreed to: yeas 11; nays 0)
The Chair: We have not canvassed the issue of when we will do

this. Perhaps that will be for another time.

With that, I want to thank everybody for a very productive
evening, including our clerk, our MP supporters, our analysts, our
interpreters and our technical staff. It all came together very well. It
was a fascinating session. Thank you all for being here.

I declare this session closed.
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