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HOUSE OF COMMONS

Friday, May 29, 2015

The House met at 10 a.m.

Prayers

GOVERNMENT ORDERS

©(1005)

[Translation]
COMMON SENSE FIREARMS LICENSING ACT

The House resumed from May 25 consideration of the motion that
Bill C-42, An Act to amend the Firearms Act and the Criminal Code
and to make a related amendment and a consequential amendment to
other Acts, be read the third time and passed.

Mrs. Maria Mourani (Ahuntsic, Ind.): Mr. Speaker, today [ am
pleased to speak to Bill C-42, which would amend the Firearms Act,
the Criminal Code and the Customs Act, thereby changing the
legislation governing firearms licences and the transport and
classification of firearms and limiting the powers of provincial and
territorial chief firearms officers.

I do not have enough time to discuss all of the provisions in this
bill, so I will focus on two specific elements.

First, what baffles me about this bill is that it gives the Minister of
Public Safety the power to decide how to classify firearms.

Basically, if memory serves, in 2014, after conducting an analysis
that got a lot of press, the RCMP decided to reclassify Swiss Arms
Classic Green and CZ858 firearms. These firearms were originally
classified as restricted, but the RCMP reclassified them as
prohibited. Why? Because the RCMP determined that these firearms
could easily be converted into automatic weapons.

What did we find out a few weeks later? We found out that the
Minister of Public Safety and Emergency Preparedness was not very
happy about that decision and granted an amnesty for individuals
who already owned those guns. Then, to ensure that such a situation
does not happen again, since the minister did not have the power to
reverse the decision, he introduced Bill C-42 to grant himself those
powers.

At this time, all ammunition and firearms, regardless of the type of
gun, whether prohibited or not, are classified by the RCMP, then
approved by the minister. When the RCMP makes a decision, the
minister cannot reverse that decision.

Furthermore, standards governing the classification of new
products—in other words, new guns—the modification of firearms
or ammunition, and even the review of information on classification
are set out in the Criminal Code. Bill C-42 grants the minister
another new power whereby, by regulation of course, and through
exceptions, the minister can determine on his own, in his infinite
wisdom, how firearms will be classified, obviously bypassing the
RCMP and the Criminal Code.

What does this mean, in concrete terms? This means that the
minister could decide, by regulation, to classify guns that would
normally fit the definition of a prohibited or restricted weapon as
non-restricted firearms. He could even decide that weapons that are
normally prohibited could be restricted or non-restricted. He could
therefore decide that even automatic weapons could be classified as
restricted or non-restricted. Basically, this bill puts the power to
decide whether a weapon should be prohibited in Canada into the
hands of a politician, the public safety minister.

If the RCMP no longer has a say in firearms classification, then
who is going to advise the minister? The RCMP is the appropriate
body to do so and has the experience with firearms, having seen a
few. Is the firearms lobby going to advise the minister as to whether
or not a firearm is prohibited? Will Gary Mauser, their big expert
they keep talking about here in the House, step in? He wrote a very
good book that I invite my colleagues to read, entitled “Manipulating
Public Opinion”. I do not know whether there is a link between
public opinion and guns, but there could be because we have been
watching the Conservatives since 2006 and they are pretty good at
manipulating public opinion. In that sense, I have to hand it to them
that Mr. Mauser is a good advisor.

That brings me to the next point. Currently, the provincial and
territorial chief firearms officers are responsible for implementing
the Firearms Act and setting standards for licences and authoriza-
tions to carry and transport, transfers of firearms, and record keeping.

This bill would limit by regulation the authority of the chief
firearms officer. The premier of Quebec and also Mr. Fournier are
completely opposed to the bill. Thus, Quebec is opposed to the bill,
but it is not the first time that this government has not listened to the
provinces.
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If this government is really concerned about public safety and
wants to do something intelligent about it, it should instead quickly
implement the firearms marking regulations, which it has delayed
since 2006. I have been closely following this file since 2006.
Firearms marking would make it possible for us to know where
firearms in Canada are coming from. Information such as the place
or date of manufacture, the manufacturer and the series number is
described in detail in the regulations.

It is ridiculous that we currently have marked firearms in Canada
because of the United States. It is not a Canadian government
initiative, but a U.S. initiative that has led to the mandatory marking
of firearms by the manufacturer. The U.S. honours the contracts and
agreements it signs with other countries. We have still not
implemented that decree, and we do not always honour the
agreements that we have signed. We have delayed this one every
year.

We have the U.S. government to thank for the fact that some of the
firearms that come into Canada are marked, since they come across
that border. However, some firearms that come in through channels
other than the U.S. border and from some European countries are not
marked. Unmarked firearms are extremely difficult to track, so they
are the most tempting to the criminal world.

I listened to the debate on Monday, and I have been listening to
the Conservatives talk about firearms since 2006. They always talk
about the illegal trafficking of firearms. We all agree that we need to
combat the illegal trafficking of firearms, but if firearms are
unmarked, how can we start to combat illegal trafficking?

Here is a little lesson in criminology: marking is a theft prevention
mechanism. A marked firearm is easier to track and is therefore less
attractive to criminals. Furthermore, marking is also used to protect
firearm owners. Marking is certainly necessary in the fight against
gun trafficking, but border controls are also important.

Let us have a little criminology 101.1 lesson: 80% of illegal
weapons in Canada come through the United States. The Internet
gives people access to all sorts of ways of buying weapons and
bringing them to Canada. Nevertheless, since 2006, this government
has done nothing but cut the CBSA's budget and shut down a
number of border crossings in the regions. The CBSA's budget for
2014-15 will be cut by $143 million. That means that 1,351 jobs will
be cut, including those of 325 border officers and about a hundred
intelligence officers.

If we want to crack down on the smuggling of firearms, we simply
need to allow our agencies to trace these weapons and stop the
traffickers. If there is no one at our border crossings and cuts are
being made, we are not going to be able to solve this problem.

In closing, I would like to show how ridiculous this situation is.
The Conservatives are passing laws that will put more prohibited
weapons in circulation. They still have not done anything regarding
firearms marking, and they are cutting the CBSA's budget. Then they
are wondering why there are illegal firearms in Canada.

® (1010)
[English]

Mrs. Cathy McLeod (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Health and for Western Economic Diversification, CPC): Mr.

Speaker, I listened to my colleague, and there might have been some
information in there that I do not believe to be quite accurate.

As I understand, the United States did not actually ratify the treaty.
I also understand that every single imported firearm has unique
identifiers. I would hope she would ensure that this is clarified,
because I understand that to be the accurate information in terms of
both unique identification and treaty ratification.

[Translation]

Mrs. Maria Mourani: Mr. Speaker, perhaps my colleague and |
do not have the same information. The information that I have
clearly indicates that the United States has ratified the agreements
and that the weapons that are arriving from the United States are
marked by the manufacturers. We therefore have all of the
information we need when a weapon crosses the border between
the United States and Canada. That is the information I have. If my
colleague has something different, then I would be pleased to
exchange information with her.

®(1015)
[English]

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Winnipeg North, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the member raised issues such as marking and serial numbers and the
importance of being able to track. Does she have a sense of how we
would record this? How would we know that serial number X goes
to person Y?

[Translation]

Mrs. Maria Mourani: Mr. Speaker, that is a good question and a
very complex one. My understanding of the process is that if Canada
were to issue an order for firearms marking, for example, and if
manufacturers complied, the manufacturer's name, the serial number,
the date of manufacture and the importing country would be
engraved on the firearm. All of that information comes from the
manufacturer.

Suppose a crime is committed and the weapon is found at the
scene of the crime. The RCMP told me that if the weapon is marked
by the manufacturer, it is easier for officers to trace that weapon
because they use international databases. They can contact Interpol
and a number of other international agencies to find out where the
firearm was made and trace it from the manufacturer to the buyer.
That is why it is important to issue that order. That would enable
Canadian authorities to know who manufactured a firearm, when and
where, regardless of the country it was intended for or who made it.
That would apply to all firearms, not just those from the United
States. For example, we would know if it was sent from Russia to the
United States and ended up in Canada. We would be able to trace it.
That makes police investigations much easier, and that is what police
officers want.

Mr. Denis Blanchette (Louis-Hébert, NDP): Mr. Speaker, [
thank my colleague for her speech. She talked a lot about marking as
a tool that could help us, probably because it could help with
prevention. However, it is difficult to obtain.
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I wonder if she could comment further on what other elements,
besides marking, could help us be able to trace firearms and give our
police forces the most effective means to combat crime.

Mrs. Maria Mourani: Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague for his
question. Marking is indeed a very important tool. Not only does it
allow police to trace a gun, but more importantly, it makes that gun
less appealing to criminals. A marked gun can be traced, and
therefore criminals will not want it because they too can then be
traced.

As for other methods, we did have another tool, but it no longer
exists. That was the gun registry. Unfortunately, our colleagues
across the aisle did everything in their power beginning in 2006 to
destroy that registry, which contained very specific information,
besides marking, of course. The information included the number of
weapons in a residence, the owner of a weapon and the owner's
address. With a few keystrokes, police officers would know how
many guns were located at a given address. That was important for
intervention. It was another way to prevent crime, because criminals
were not interested in stealing guns from their owners' residences,
because the guns were in a registry. That tool is gone. The registry
died and its carcass is still smoldering. I heard my colleagues
speaking on Monday, and I do not think the NDP has the power to
bring it back yet.

[English]

Mrs. Cathy McLeod (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister

of Health and for Western Economic Diversification, CPC): Mr.

Speaker, first I would like to note that I will be splitting my time with
the member for Sault Ste. Marie.

It is certainly an honour for me to stand to address Bill C-42, the
common sense firearms licensing act. This is a matter that is very
important to a large group of people in the riding of Kamloops—
Thompson—Cariboo.

Before I speak to this bill and some of the specifics, I want to say
that as members of Parliament we represent Canadians and our
constituency, but we are also here to make decisions for all
Canadians. One of the things about making decisions for Canadians
is to recognize that there are many differences. Whether it is in
regard to the lobster fishery in Prince Edward Island, the transit
needs in some of our urban settings, or the common sense that some
of our rural communities want, it is incumbent on us to try to
understand the desires of the constituents, to respect and reflect that
in terms of our culture and heritage, and to have a very common
sense and practical approach to the things we put in place.

In this case, the only party that our law-abiding firearms owners
can count on to ensure their rights are protected and respected is our
Conservative government. We have seen a succession of Liberal
governments design policies that treat firearms owners as criminals.
This bill represents a balanced approach that would see to it that
lawbreakers are punished but that law-abiding firearms owners are
rewarded, by cutting the red tape.

I want to reflect a bit on the differences among the parties.
Certainly the New Democrats have a paradoxical approach to this in
terms of the civilian ownership of firearms. We have many members
of the NDP who represent rural areas, from Timmins—James Bay,
Thunder Bay—Rainy River, Churchill, Sudbury to many others. In

Government Orders

their hearts, they clearly knew what their constituents wanted, but
they were unwilling to represent their views, especially when it came
to the long gun registry. That is an important example.

The member for Thunder Bay—Rainy River told the local radio
station that he was ready to break party ranks again if it came to it,
that he was ready to draw the line in the sand. However, he did not. It
is important to know that the NDP leader was unequivocal, that if he
were to form government, he would bring in something that would
allow police to track every gun in Canada. He would bring back the
long gun registry.

Although the member for Timmins—James Bay tried to reassure
his constituents by stating “We're not talking about going back to get
every single gauge shotgun up in the attic put into some kind of
registry”, it is clear that this is not the case. It is clear that is what the
intention is, and that is what the New Democrats' votes reflected
when it came to getting rid of the long gun registry.

Of course, the leader is not the only one who is focused on this
crusade. The member for Newton—North Delta, for instance,
claimed it is bizarre that in the common sense firearms licensing act
there would be a six-month grace period when someone's licence
expires. This means that the member is perfectly comfortable with
turning forgetful Canadians into full-blown criminals. They could
face years in prison, even though they are law-abiding citizens who
have done due diligence and followed the rules up to the point that
they missed the deadline for renewing their licences.

I do not know that there is anyone in this House who has not had
car insurance or house insurance, or a gun licence, expire. Does that
make them criminals because they miss a deadline? According to the
member for Newton—North Delta, it absolutely does. It has to be
clear that this grace period would be for protecting law-abiding
Canadian citizens.

These people have nothing to do with the gang members in the
member's riding. They are people like us who might not have
renewed their car insurance. Under the proposed legislation,
individuals would not be allowed to purchase new firearms or
ammunition, or even use their firearms during that time, but they
would not become an overnight criminal as a result of a simple
honest mistake.

® (1020)

That truly is common sense, in the same sense that people who
forget to renew their car insurance are hopefully not driving their
cars because it could be an issue. It is the same with this, but the
person is not a criminal.
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The legislation treats actual lawbreakers accordingly. It would
make firearms prohibition mandatory for serious crimes of domestic
violence. We believe that the best indicator of future criminal
behaviour is past criminal behaviour. In fact, nearly two-thirds of all
those convicted of spousal homicide have a previous history of
domestic violence. Hence, it only makes sense to add these
prohibitions. It is a very common sense approach.

This legislation would also require that first-time gun owners
receive basic firearms safety training. That is absolutely sensible. I
do not know that anyone in the opposition should disagree with that.
However, opposition members cannot seem to agree among
themselves that the long gun registry was ineffective and wasteful,
so it is not surprising that even firearms safety training for first-time
gun owners would be hard to agree on.

The legislation would also create powers for an elected
government to overturn bad classification decisions by the Canadian
firearms program. Mistakes have been made, and there needs to be a
way to correct them in a way that is respectful of firearms owners.
Clearly, the first of such measures would be to return the Swiss Arms
family of rifles and the CZ 858 to the classifications they had prior to
February 25, 2014.

People have spent their hard-earned money to buy either Swiss
Arms rifle or others, and it makes no sense to turn them into
criminals overnight. Again, opposition members seemed to think
that was okay to do. It was crushing to people who had done the
right thing, the legal thing, under a government bureaucratic
decision. I do not see how anyone can believe that this
reclassification, which changes and devalues people's firearms, is
okay.

What would this do? It would end the arbitrary authority given to
chief firearms officers. The previous rules have resulted in a
nonsensical patchwork across the country. Does it make any sense
that it was different between Saskatchewan, Manitoba, and Ontario?
We need some harmonized standards.

There are eight elements to this bill. We call it the common sense
firearms licensing act because there are issues around protection and
common sense. This is important to the constituents in my riding.

I had an opportunity to speak to the bill at second reading, and in
that speech I relayed that had I only ever lived in an urban setting, I
would not have understood the importance of this. I talked about a
couple of personal examples in my life, where the farmers who live
near me had some life-saving interventions in terms of a cougar and
another incident. I would ask people who live in urban areas to try to
understand what it means to people in rural areas.

I will be presenting a petition later today, which to me makes
some sense. It is not part of this legislation, but it talks about people
who spend a lot of time in the woods. We hear about cougar and bear
attacks. There is very restricted ability under the Firearms Act in
terms of what licensed handgun owners can do. That is perhaps
something that we can look at in the future.

I could go on, but the fact is that this legislation would cut red tape
for law-abiding firearms owners and punish those who break the law.
That is what Canadians expect. Our government has and will

continue to stand up for the rights of law-abiding firearms owners
while enhancing public safety.

®(1025)

Mr. Dennis Bevington (Northwest Territories, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, I do not mind speaking to the bill, although I find that the
Conservative position on this is sometimes rather odd.

I was one of the NDP who voted for the first private member's bill
that was going to eliminate the long gun registry, so I am speaking
from a position of having done that. However, I did not support
when the Conservatives would not amend the new bill, because they
were destroying the data. Basically, by allowing provinces to have
the right to do what they want with firearms, the Conservatives
would take firearms out from under the classification of the Criminal
Code and put them into civil code. This means that infractions under
civil code would not make people criminals, which is a very distinct
difference here.

However, I want to talk about safe storage. Over the last 30 years,
the best thing that has happened for firearms, in my mind, is safe
storage. It means that guns are not available to be used by someone
other than the owner or in disputes, which means that we save lives.

Does my colleague not agree that continuing to provide safe
storage of firearms is one of the most important aspects of our laws?

©(1030)

Mrs. Cathy McLeod: Mr. Speaker, this bill absolutely continues
to ensure safe storage. It is critical, and the bill does maintain that.

I have been in a rural community for many years, and I know how
the constituents in my riding feel about the long gun registry, Bill
C-42, and indeed perhaps some other adjustments that could be
made. I think that if the member for the Northwest Territories were to
reflect the wishes of his constituency, not only would he have voted
to get rid of the long gun registry, he would be voting for Bill C-42.

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Winnipeg North, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
within the legislation, as has been pointed out during the debates,
there is a significant change in the way in which guns would be put
on the prohibited list, and there is a great deal of concern by
Canadians that the government is politicizing it.

Prior to this, we had the professional organization, the RCMP,
who had a very good sense of what the community was thinking on
the potential benefits and drawbacks of certain weapons with the
current system. It could always use some improvement, but the
government took the responsibility away from the RCMP in terms of
how a weapon or gun would be listed.

Does the member have any concern that we are politicizing
something that need not be politicized and that is what Bill C-42
would in fact be doing?
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Mrs. Cathy McLeod: Mr. Speaker, we are not politicizing
anything. However, I would ask the hon. member if he thinks it was
okay to reclassify the Swiss arms family of weapons? People who
had bought something in good faith, who had significant value
invested in terms of that purchase, were turned into criminals
overnight.

We have tried to create a balance in terms of ensuring that as we
move forward the reclassifications would have a good, thoughtful,
rounded process.

Mr. Bryan Hayes (Sault Ste. Marie, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I am
delighted to rise in the House today to speak in favour of Bill C-42,
the common sense firearms licensing act. As its name suggests, it
would restore a good deal of common sense to our firearms laws.

For too long, hunters and sports shooters have been treated like
criminals for simply wanting to take part in their hobby. These
activities are a shared part of our Canadian heritage, and a huge part
of my northern Ontario heritage. Although I did not move to
northern Ontario until the age of 23, I did not realize how huge a part
of the heritage it was until it came time for moose, deer and bird
hunting season. Life in northern Ontario really revolves around that,
the drive to get that moose tag, and the number of American visitors
who come to northern Ontario to take part in that, as well as the
number of Torontonians who come to northern Ontario in the hopes
of bagging a moose. Therefore, it is an incredible part of our
heritage.

It is shameful that decades of previous Liberal governments took
steps to try to dissuade people from becoming involved in these
activities, whether through needless red tape, the possibility of jail
time for good faith errors or processes that stigmatized. These
measures did nothing at all to keep Canadians safe. I am proud to be
part of a government that rejects this idea and has adopted a safe and
sensible approach to firearms policies.

What precisely does this mean? It means that we crack down on
dangerous criminals who use guns to commit crimes. That is why we
have passed tough new measures to combat drive-by shootings. It
also means that we reduce needless burdens for those Canadians who
work hard and pay by the rules. That is why we ended the wasteful
and ineffective long-gun registry once and for all.

It is clear that our approach is working. According to Statistics
Canada, the firearms homicide rate in Canada is at its lowest point in
nearly 50 years. There has been a 30% decline in the rate of handgun
homicides since 2008. In fact, in the year after the gun registry was
ended, firearms crime was down by more than 80% in Toronto. This
is a strong record of which our Conservative government can be
proud. The commons sense firearms act builds on that strong record.

There are three strong measures that will improve public safety.

First and foremost, firearms prohibition orders will be strength-
ened for those convicted of domestic violence offences. It is clear
that having a firearm in a volatile situation like that is dangerous.
This change makes good—

®(1035)
Mr. Kevin Lamoureux: Mr. Speaker, I rise on a point of order.

Could you inform the House as to what the quorum requirements are
for the House on Friday?

Government Orders

The Deputy Speaker: They are the same as they are every other
day of the week. Is the member calling for a quorum call?

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux: Yes, Mr. Speaker.

The Deputy Speaker: We will ring the bells.

And the bells having rung:

The Deputy Speaker: According to the count we now have
quorum.

Resuming debate, the hon. member for Sault Ste. Marie.

Mr. Bryan Hayes: Mr. Speaker, I will pick up where I left off.

Second, we will be making firearms safety training courses
mandatory for first time firearms owners. Currently, approximately
35,000 people per year get their firearms licence without taking a
training course. This legislative change will ensure that all new gun
owners have a common understanding of safe firearms handling
practices.

Third, we will make a technical change to allow information
sharing between CBSA and the RCMP on the importation of
restricted and prohibited firearms. This is a change that our
provincial partners have been requesting for some time.

I would like to point out that during quorum call there were only
two Liberals in the House, and now I believe there is only one
Liberal in the House.

We are also making five changes to make our firearms laws—
© (1040)

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux: Mr. Speaker, I rise on a point of order.
Not only can the member not count, there is more than one Liberal
MP in the House. However, with all due respect, there were only two
Conservatives, including the Speaker at the time when quorum was
actually called. There are well over 100 members of Parliament on
the Conservative side. If they were more in a position to ensure that
the House business would be able to proceed, maybe it would not be
as embarrassing for the government.

The Deputy Speaker: I do not think that ever got to a point of
order, in fact, I know it did not get to a point of order.

Resuming debate, the hon. member for Sault Ste. Marie.

Mr. Bryan Hayes: Mr. Speaker, first, we are merging possession
only licence and possession and acquisition licence. This will give
600,000 experienced fircarms owners the ability to purchase
firearms.

Second, we are restricting the authority of the Chief Firearms
Officer because the unelected, unaccountable bureaucrats have been
exercising their powers willy-nilly for far too long. The bill would
bring oversight to these bureaucrats.
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Third, we will create a grace period at the end of the five-year
licence. This will prevent otherwise law-abiding gun owners from
becoming overnight criminals due to an error in paperwork.

We will also end needless paperwork around authorizations to
transport restricted and prohibited firearms by making them
automatically issued with a firearms licence. If people are qualified
to have a gun in their homes, they are qualified to safely transport it.

Last, but certainly not least, we will create an ability for the
elected government to oversee the classification of firearms.

As we all remember, in February 2014, tens of thousands of
Canadians became criminals overnight when the Canadian firearms
program unilaterally decided to reclassify the CZ858 and the Swiss
Arms family of rifles. It did this without seeking approval and
without so much as a heads up to their elected boss, the Minister of
Public Safety. This is completely unacceptable, and we will create a
process so this never happens again.

I can confirm that as soon as the bill receives royal assent, we will
move to restore these firearms to their previous classification of non-
restricted.

This is clearly good legislation, but do not just take my word for
it.
The National Post editorial board said that the common sense

firearms licensing act was: “good news for responsible gun owners,
and good news, as the name suggests, for common sense”

Greg Farrant of the Ontario Federation of Anglers and Hunters
said:

The changes proposed in Bill C-42 will make life easier for these people because
there will be less needless paperwork....Bill C-42 proposes reasonable amendments
to sections of the Criminal Code that make sense, that eliminate red tape, and
introduce additional public safety measures. It does not make guns easier to get. It
does not allow firearms owners to transport them at will wherever they want, and it
does not put guns in the hands of the “wrong people”..

Tony Bernardo, the Executive Director of the Canadian Shooting
Sports Association, said:

The Canadian Shooting Sports Association supports Bill C-42. Our members
believe it's a positive step toward fairness for lawful firearms owners, and it has
absolutely no negative impact on public safety.

Despite this wide range of support from experts, the NDP and
Liberals still oppose these common sense measures. Both parties are
evidently still dead set on returning to the wasteful and ineffective

long gun registry.

The NDP leader was unequivocal that if he were to form a
government, he “We will bring in something that allows the police to
track every gun in Canada”. The Liberal Leader has said, “If we had
a vote tomorrow, I would vote once again to keep the long-gun

registry”’.

Clearly, neither party understands the realities of rural Canada.
Our Conservative Party will always stand up for the rights of rural
Canadians and for the rights of law-abiding gun owners.

I know firearms owners are interested in this legislation and are
following these debates very closely. Websites like Gun Owners of
Canada are very useful tools for spreading information and these

individuals will be judging how they will vote in the upcoming
election accordingly.

I hope members opposite can cast aside the orders of their big
Ottawa bosses and vote the will of their constituents, and vote for the
common sense firearms licensing act.

© (1045)

Mr. Jamie Nicholls (Vaudreuil—Soulanges, NDP): Mr. Speak-
er, I listened with great intent to the member's speech and his
comments about the interests of hunters and farmers.

Given that there are large rural areas in the north that do not have
locations where people can take the Canadian firearms safety course,
does the government have a contingency plan to provide this course
to those people so they can actually use their firearms legally?

Mr. Bryan Hayes: Mr. Speaker, there are courses available all
over.

I had the opportunity to sit on the public safety committee during
the debate on this legislation. That did come up. One of the concerns
was that people used to be able to challenge it, and now they could
not. The reality is that to even challenge the course, people actually
have to travel to challenge that course.

At that time when the question was posed to me in committee, we
talked about it. In my mind, as a chartered professional accountant, I
sense that there may be a business opportunity here. I am certain the
course will be delivered in areas that need it.

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Winnipeg North, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the member made reference to the fact that there were many who
tuned in to follow the debate on Bill C-42. I can understand and
appreciate why.

There seems to be a mixed spin coming out of the Conservative
government, the Prime Minister's Office and from many of the
member's colleagues, which does not necessarily speak to truth. Let
me give a couple of examples.

On the one hand, members are saying that the Liberals want to
bring back the gun registry, and we know that is just not true. The
leader of the Liberal Party has been very clear on that issue. A
Liberal government would not bring back the gun registry. That is
one aspect.

Then there is another aspect that I find really interesting, and that
is the lack of general knowledge that the Conservative government
does not promote. Kim Campbell, who was a Progressive
Conservative prime minister, along with a Conservative senator,
came up with the idea of the gun registry, put it on the table and
supported it.

Could the member explain why most people are not aware of that
fact? Could he also explain why Conservative members are
misspeaking inside the House, trying to give a false impression of
the Liberal Party's position?
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Mr. Bryan Hayes: Mr. Speaker, on the Liberal Party position, the
Liberals are out there saying that because of this legislation, people
will be able to bring restricted firearms to grocery stores and
shopping malls. They are using that as a donation tool on websites.
That is in fact not true. It is a myth that is being spread by the Liberal
Party.

There is a myth that the Liberals are stating that this bill would
take the power to classify firearms out of the hands of police, the
experts in keeping Canadians safe, and put it in the hands of
politicians. The fact is that the RCMP does not classify firearms;
Parliament does and did so in 1995 under a Liberal government.

The Canadian firearms program interprets this legislation, and
sometimes it makes mistakes such as with theSwiss Arms guns. In
these cases, the common sense firearms licensing act would allow
elected officials to fix these situations.

©(1050)

Mr. Bob Zimmer (Prince George—Peace River, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, there is a difference in position among the Conservative
Party and other parties across the way about how we view hunters,
anglers and sport shooters.

On the Conservative side, we see them as friends. I am a sport
shooter. I have my own firearms that I operate safely. My children
have all shot my firearms safely. I think that happens across the
country.

Could the member explain the difference between the Conserva-
tive position for hunters and anglers versus the other side?

Mr. Bryan Hayes: Mr. Speaker, our position is that law-abiding
gun owners, hunters and sport shooters are not criminals.

I understand that fully. [ am not a licensed gun owner, but moving
to northern Ontario, as I mentioned in my speech, I became very
aware of the great quality of that industry in my riding. I have
tremendous friends who are hunters and sport shooters. This is part
of our Canadian heritage.

Mr. Murray Rankin (Victoria, NDP): Mr. Speaker, I wish to
announce at the outset that I will be sharing my time with my
colleague from York South—Weston.

I want to say at the outset of this debate that one should always be
suspicious of legislation from the Conservatives that bears titles such
as “common sense”, because we know that there may be a bit of an
issue with the packaging and marketing of what they are doing.

1 listened as the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Health
and for Western Economic Diversification and the member for Sault
Ste. Marie began their debates in this place, and it was very clear
from the outset what this bill is all about. It is about trying to create a
wedge issue. They are trying to slam the Liberals for their apparent
support of a long-gun registry, which has been denied; trying to
suggest that the NDP would somehow bring back a long-gun
registry, which is not the case; and mentioning by name many of the
members of the NDP in northern ridings to suggest that this is what a
common sense firearms licensing act is about. We know what this is
about. It is another example of partisan politics and the creation of a
wedge issue by the government for no particular purpose.

Government Orders

When I say no particular purpose, and therefore oppose this bill, it
is pretty clear why this bill has been criticized by so many. It is not
just by the usual suspects, if I can call them that. What about Mr.
Jean-Marc Fournier, the Quebec minister for intergovernmental
affairs? He said, “It goes against the concept of public safety and
security.... I find it extremely inconsistent that the federal
government should claim that this is being done for the sake of
public safety”.

It is not being done for the sake of public safety. It is being done
in a pre-election period for clear partisan purposes, demonstrated so
clearly by the two Conservatives who spoke before me this morning.

Let us put that at rest and talk about the bill itself. Bill C-42 would
give the cabinet new authority to override firearm classification
definitions in section 84 of the Criminal Code by way of regulations
that would carve out exceptions. Now, by regulation, the cabinet
could deem firearms that would otherwise be captured by the
definition of prohibited and restricted firearms to be non-restricted
firearms. That is a great example of taking away from legislation the
authority that was given by Parliament and giving discretionary
authority to the cabinet to do what it wishes and to be open now, for
the first time, to lobbying by gun interests to make arbitrary changes,
should it wish, for political purposes.

That is what we do when we take away from legislation certain
powers that are there and provide discretion to the cabinet. It is very
clear that this is what is there, and of course, many people talked
about that in the committee hearings that led to this legislation at
third reading.

The bill would basically transfer the authority over the definitions
and classifications to cabinet, rather than leaving it with the public
safety emphasis that was previously there. That was so clearly put by
the member for Sault Ste. Marie just a moment ago when he talked
about the chief firearms officers as bureaucrats and talked in a very
pejorative way about the role they play in our system. He would
rather have the cabinet make those decisions, [ assume, because they
are obviously all wise on matters of firearms registration and so
forth.

In terms of firearms licencing, the Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister of Health and for Western Economic Diversification talked
about the grace period as somehow being irrelevant. Much of the
testimony talked about how problematic the grace period of six
months is. The standard firearms licence is for five years, and then
there is a six-month grace period. As part of the process for licence
renewal, firearms owners are screened for mental health issues,
gauging risks to themselves and others. This assessment can identify
potential issues early and assist police in reacting for public safety.
Simply providing a grace period of additional time can lead to a
delay of the information going to law enforcement, and that is
inconsistent with public safety. That is why the witnesses talked
about that.
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The other part of the bill that has been criticized is the difficulty
for some of the people in northern and remote communities to travel
to take the test. We certainly agree with this position and salute the
government for requiring this mandatory testing, for which
aboriginal people have been exempted, which we also agree with.
However, there have been concerns expressed about the adminis-
tration of these new requirements in that context.

©(1055)

There have been concerns, many expressed by the Toronto police
department and others, about having the resources needed to deal at
the borders with the smuggling of illegal firearms into Canada. What
has the government done? As we have seen on television news this
week, it has simply cut the Canada Border Services Agency's budget
dramatically. For example, by 2014-15, the CBSA's budget will be
reduced to $143.3 million a year, with a cut of 1,351 positions,
including 325 front-line officers and another 100 intelligence
officers. So much for public safety concerns.

I had the honour of going to high school with Wendy Cukier, who
is the president of the Coalition for Gun Control. Her organization
appeared before the committee that studied the bill. She had some
very serious concerns about another aspect of the bill, namely the
transportation issue, which we heard about earlier. She said:

We believe that relaxing the controls over the authorizations to transport will

increase the risk that these firearms will be misused. If you can transport your firearm
to any gun club in the province, it means you can be virtually anywhere with it.

There are people who have spent their lives trying to deal with
gun control issues and safety who have expressed very serious
concerns about public safety with Bill C-42. There are those who
point out that the government talks about safety but at the same time
cuts budgets in so many contexts.

The fact that the Quebec government would have to tell us that
this is not being done for the sake of public safety suggests that there
are many people from many walks of life who have come to the
same conclusion I have, and with which I introduced my speech.
That is that the government is doing this simply as a wedge-politics
issue, simply to draw a wedge, which is not there, on the issue of the
gun registry.

When we see words like “common sense” describing the bill, we
know the jig is up.

STATEMENTS BY MEMBERS
[English]

UKRAINE

Mr. Jim Eglinski (Yellowhead, CPC): Mr. Speaker, this morning
I had the honour to speak to the Ottawa-Gatineau branch of the
Ukrainian National Federation on behalf of our government. The
member for Ottawa Centre was also a guest speaker.

It was emotional to see Canadians from all across this country
working toward assisting the Ukrainian people to maintain their
independence and their democratic rights. Canada must continue to
aid and assist the Ukrainian people to stop the Putin aggression.

In closing, I would like to thank the hon. member for Ottawa
Centre for most graciously giving me a ride back to the Hill.

* % %

SMOKING CESSATION

Mr. Murray Rankin (Victoria, NDP): Mr. Speaker, [ rise today
to observe World No Tobacco Day. Started by the World Health
Organization, it is another reminder of the dangers of smoking and
the urgent need to continue to update our laws to protect the public,
to encourage quitting, and to never let up on our efforts to stop
children from starting to smoke in the first place.

This year's theme is stopping the illicit trade in tobacco, which
robs governments all over the world of the revenues needed to deal
with this health epidemic.

Tobacco-related illnesses are among the world's greatest health
threats. Right here in Canada, smoking continues to be responsible
for 30% of all cancer deaths.

We must be vigilant in updating tobacco control strategies to
combat an industry that targets young people and uses deceptive
practices to increase profits. We have to ensure our health care
system supports people in quitting.

In closing, I would like to thank the Canadian Cancer Society,
which has been relentless in pushing for public policy changes to
stop smoking and to help Canadians lead healthier lives.

%* % %
®(1100)

NORTH PEACE HISTORICAL SOCIETY

Mr. Bob Zimmer (Prince George—Peace River, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to rise today to congratulate the North Peace
Historical Society as they celebrate the grand opening of the newly
renovated Fort St. John North Peace Museum.

The North Peace Historical Society and the Fort St. John North
Peace Museum play a vital role in preserving and sharing our
region's unique history, and these renovations will now allow even
more families and seniors to come and explore this important
community resource.

Just last week the North Peace Historical Society hosted “A Night
at the Museum”, where local volunteers like Larry Evans, Evelyn
Sim, and Marjo Wheat dressed up as some of our region's more
prominent historical figures to share their stories and interact with
those in attendance.

I want to also send my best wishes to museum manager and
curator Heather Sjoblom, North Peace Historical Society president
Evelyn Sim, and all of the museum's volunteers, including my mom
and my daughter Bobbie, as they celebrate the grand opening of the
newly renovated museum. Congratulations.
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[Translation]

BURUNDI

Hon. Irwin Cotler (Mount Royal, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
Burundian diaspora in Canada, members of which are in the gallery
today, is alarmed by the political and humanitarian crisis in Burundi.

Ever since President Nkurunziza declared his intention to run for a
third term, with no regard for the Constitution, the country has been
rocked by demonstrations and a violent campaign of repression
perpetrated by the police and armed militia.

Opposition members, human rights advocates and journalists have
been targeted, and the leader of an opposition party was assassinated
on Saturday.

In Burundi, there are currently more than 100,000 refugees, as
well as hundreds injured and dozens dead. A number of countries
and international organizations have already cut off their financial
aid to the Burundian government and are calling for the election to
be postponed.

Canada must fast-track family reunification and immigration
applications, stop deportations to Burundi, and join in the efforts of
the international community to ensure that human rights are being
respected in Burundi.

E
[English]

PORT CREDIT LEGION BRANCH 82

Mrs. Stella Ambler (Mississauga South, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
allow me to take this opportunity to tell you about a small but
important measure taken in my riding of Mississauga South recently,
one that will affect many of my older constituents and one that will
improve their quality of life in a meaningful way.

Last week at Port Credit Legion Branch 82, I was joined by the
Leader of the Government in the House of Commons to bring word
that this Conservative government, through the enabling accessi-
bility fund, would help the Legion make its beautiful waterfront
property on the Credit River more accessible for those in wheelchairs
and those who need to get extra help getting into this great place
where friends and veterans, young and old, gather to join in
camaraderie and friendship and tell many stories, sometimes even
over a beverage or two.

Even better, through the new horizons program, funds will also be
contributed toward new fryers and a ventilation system so that the
famous Friday night fish fries can be held once again.

The Legion is a great Canadian place, and I will be delighted, as
an associate member and as the member of Parliament, to take part in
a few Friday night fish fries this summer.

* % %

GEORGE BRADEN

Mr. Dennis Bevington (Northwest Territories, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, it is with great sadness that I rise to pay tribute to George
Braden, the first elected premier of the Northwest Territories, who
passed away Monday.

Statements by Members

Born in Saskatchewan in 1949, he and his family moved to the
Northwest Territories in 1964. From 1977 to 1979, George was an
advisor to the hon. Bud Drury and was the prime minister's special
representative for constitutional development in the Northwest
Territories. In 1979, he was elected to the ninth Legislative
Assembly. The MLAs voted George the first leader of the elected
members of cabinet, a position that has become known as “premier”.
He served as leader until 1989.

During his time in government, George promoted a new
recognition of the Northwest Territories at the national level and a
more prominent role in Confederation, including working to win a
seat for the NWT at the first ministers conferences. George led the
NWT's lobbying to have aboriginal rights included in section 35 of
the Constitution.

George's strong support for an independent NWT was a major
influence in my political career. He was the first of the new northern
politicians to speak up for public government.

My deepest sympathies go to his wife, Lise, and the Braden
family. George will be sorely missed.

* % %

® (1105)

90TH BIRTHDAY CONGRATULATIONS

Mr. Peter Goldring (Edmonton East, CPC): Mr. Speaker, when
dawn broke 71 years ago, the enemy's stark view from their
fortifications over the beaches of Normandy was a silhouette of war
painted across the horizon. The Allied invasion of Europe had
begun.

Among the vast Allied fleet poised to attack was a young teenage
seaman of the Royal Canadian Navy serving on the HMCS Prince
Henry, a landing craft carrier. Amidst bursting enemy shells and
clouds of smoke from the ship's guns, Marty Jones provided artillery
cover for the landing crafts laden with soldiers of the Royal Regina
Rifles and the Canadian Scottish Regiment heading to Juno Beach.

After the war, Marty worked for 29 years for CMHC in
Edmonton, retiring in 1985. He distinguished himself further and
became the recipient of the Alberta Centennial and the Queen's
Diamond Jubilee Medal.

Marty, his wife Pauline, and family and friends are all celebrating
life's blessings and Marty's 90th birthday this Saturday.

Happy birthday to Marty. Good health, and God bless.
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ROAD TODAY TRUCK SHOW

Mr. Parm Gill (Brampton—Springdale, CPC): Mr. Speaker, [
want to congratulate Manan Gupta and Minkle Mittal on hosting the
7th annual Road Today Truck Show and Job Fair at the Brampton
Soccer Centre. The trucking extravaganza included plenty of
activities, including an indoor trade show, a job fair for truck
drivers, MTO road safety awareness, a driving simulator, and family
entertainment.

The truck show was managed and hosted by the Road Today
Media Group, which has served Canada's trucking industry for many
years. This excellent organization puts a special emphasis on new
Canadians who want to have a successful career in the trucking
industry.

I would like to thank the organizers for making this event such a
resounding success and for hosting an excellent day for families and
tradespeople in our community.

E
[Translation]
QUEBEC COLLECTIVE OF SOCIAL INCLUSION
ORGANIZATIONS

Ms. Laurin Liu (Riviére-des-Mille-iles, NDP): Mr. Speaker, last
night I had the pleasure of attending the gala held by the Collectif
des entreprises d'insertion du Québec. It was an opportunity to mark
20 years of passion and support, because it was in 1995 that Quebec
social inclusion organizations decided to form a collective. These
organizations help thousands of people overcome poverty, and also
contribute to the Quebec economy. However, the pride of all those
who are able to re-enter the workforce is priceless.

On behalf of the NDP team, I would like to congratulate all the
members of the collective. I would like to especially mention
Grenier populaire des Basses-Laurentides in Saint-Eustache. I would
like to thank the members of the board of directors, Yves Desforges,
Raymond Lussier, Lise Savard and all those who do everything they
can to ensure that their employees succeed. The Grenier populaire
has an invaluable impact on the lives of our young people. All the
residents of Riviére-des-Mille-fles are grateful.

Together, we can build strong communities.

E
[English]

LEADER OF THE LIBERAL PARTY OF CANADA

Mr. Richard Harris (Cariboo—Prince George, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, the leader of the Liberal Party has just announced a major
plank in his platform. He said, “We're looking at an expansion and a
mandatory expansion of the CPP of the type that [his friend]
Kathleen Wynne put forward in Ontario”.

He is promising to impose a payroll tax hike that would cost
someone earning $60,000 over $1,000 out of their take-home pay.

The Liberal leader promises to raise taxes on the middle class and
kill jobs. On this side of the House, we cut taxes and we create jobs.

[Translation]

TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL CELEBRATION OF NEW
FRANCE

Mr. Jamie Nicholls (Vaudreuil—Soulanges, NDP): Mr. Speak-
er, next week, from Friday, June 5 to Sunday, June 7, Vaudreuil-
Dorion will celebrate the 23rd edition of Les Seigneuriales, a
history-themed festival that celebrates New France. There will be
activities for the whole family, including traditional music
performances, workshops, period games for children and interactive
re-enactments.

This year also marks the 350th anniversary of the arrival of the
Carignan-Sali¢res regiment. For me, this event is not just a historical
fact; it is also the anniversary of my family's arrival in New France.
My ancestor, Jean Desforges, known as Saint-Maurice, was part of
that regiment. I am proud of my family heritage.

Vaudreuil-Soulanges was a meeting place for our three founding
peoples, a place where people could trade, learn about each other's
cultures and dream of a country that would become Canada.

I invite all of my constituents to come to this event to celebrate our
heritage in the best region of the country, Vaudreuil-Soulanges.

E
®(1110)
[English]

TAXATION

Mr. Costas Menegakis (Richmond Hill, CPC): Mr. Speaker, my
constituents in Richmond Hill know that only this Conservative
government will help families save more of their own money for
their priorities. This week, the Liberal leader said that he favours a
mandatory expansion of the CPP of the type that Kathleen Wynne
put forward in Ontario. That is a $1,000 pay cut for every Ontario
worker and indeed every Canadian earning $60,000 a year. That is
just from their own pockets, in addition to what would be paid by
their employer.

Families in York Region did not ask for that. Indeed, Canadians
did not ask for that. They do not want it and they will never accept it.
Under this Conservative government, Canadians can count on more
money in their pockets at the end of the day.

* % %

HOUSING IN MANITOBA

Mr. Adam Vaughan (Trinity—Spadina, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
nowhere has the current government's failure in housing become
more obvious than in the province of Manitoba. While this is bad
enough, it is even worse because the junior minister responsible for
housing comes from Manitoba. One would think she would pay
attention to the problems in her own province. She does not.

In Manitoba, housing for first nations is critical, yet a $300-
million fund to produce housing has created just 99 houses. If all the
government can show is $3 million per home, it is not indifference
that is the problem; it is incompetence.
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As the minister and her government fail to build housing in
communities across Canada, particularly in rural Canada, pressures
build in big cities. In Winnipeg, shabby hotels are now being used to
house homeless young people. These places are as dangerous as they
are dismal. The minister's response: nothing.

The only real thing the Conservative government is doing on
housing is pulling subsidies, and on this file the government is
hurting seniors in Manitoba. As mortgages expire, so too do low-
income subsidies for Manitobans on fixed incomes.

No wonder the junior minister and her senior minister missed a
major housing conference in Winnipeg in her own province. They
are missing in action and—

The Deputy Speaker: Order, please. The hon. member for
Saskatoon—Wanuskewin.

* % %

TAXATION

Mr. Maurice Vellacott (Saskatoon—Wanuskewin, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, Canadians do not want the most recent tax increase
proposed by the leader of the Liberal Party. It would be $1,000 of
extra payroll tax out of their own pockets for every employee who
eamns just $60,000 a year. My Saskatonian constituents and all
Canadians want more money in their pockets, not less money. The
small businesses that employ those workers would also have to pay
the equivalent amount of extra payroll tax, which would kill jobs.

We will vigorously oppose the Liberal leader's proposed tax
increase, an increase that would punish workers. We will strenuously
oppose it on behalf of all Canadians.

* % %

CANADIAN HERITAGE

Mr. Paul Dewar (Ottawa Centre, NDP): Mr. Speaker, here is a
story that is played out many times around the world.

The cabinet takes over prime real estate to build its leader's legacy
project in the capital. It chooses a massive, imposing design. The
plan creates local discontent. It gets a failing grade on cost and
especially on location. Architects, the mayor and council, and even
the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court join the chorus of voices
opposed to the plan. The public is opposed to it. Even the
government's own partisans start asking for change, but still
ministers gleefully promise to ride roughshod over everyone because
nothing trumps their leader's vanity.

I am not describing a Communist dictatorship in its final days.
This is the story of Canada's own “CommieCons”. The irony of it
was funny for awhile, but enough is enough. The government's
disregard for democratic voices is a slap in the face to the freedom
fighters who are supposed to be honoured by this memorial. Let us
tear down this monumental failure.

* % %

TAXATION

Mr. Rick Dykstra (St. Catharines, CPC): Mr. Speaker, our
Conservative government disagrees with the statement of the Liberal
leader, who said he supports “a mandatory expansion of the CPP of

Oral Questions

the type that Kathleen Wynne put forward in Ontario.” That plan
would raise taxes by thousands of dollars on every worker and
family earning $60,000 a year. We reject that. Our approach is a low-
tax plan for a secure retirement.

We have heard the Liberal leader tell us right here in the House of
Commons that he and his family are not part of the middle class. My
parents and their families are part of the middle class, along with
millions of families across this country. The Liberal leader is intent
on taking money from the middle class and paying for his programs.

This party and this government have lowered taxes to ensure that
millions of families across this country enjoy the money that they
have earned and deserve and spend it the way they believe it should
be spent.

ORAL QUESTIONS
e (1115)
[English]
TRANSPORTATION SAFETY

Mr. David Christopherson (Hamilton Centre, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, Canadians have been shocked by the lack of action in
Canada on defective Takata airbags. Already we have seen six
people killed and over 100 injured.

The Americans issued a recall last week. Over one million
Canadian vehicles have the same airbags, yet the Conservative
government only issued a recall notice yesterday, and Transport
Canada still does not even have mandatory recall powers.

When it comes to the safety of Canadian drivers, why is Canada
lagging behind the rest of the world?

Mr. Jeff Watson (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Transport, CPC): Mr. Speaker, the safety and security of Canadians
is a top priority. In 2014, we passed measures to strengthen Canada's
recall system, measures which the member opposite and his party
opposed. In budget 2015, we have committed to strengthening even
further our recall system to give us the power toward recalls and levy
monetary penalties. | expect the member will support that.

To this point, Transport Canada has received no complaints
related to this issue from Canadians and is not aware of any incidents
having taken place in Canada.

* % %

THE ECONOMY

Mr. David Christopherson (Hamilton Centre, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, what exactly is the government waiting for, bodies to pile
up before it takes action?
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Canadians are waking up today to more bad economic news. Just
two months after the Conservative budget projected a first quarter
GDP growth of 1.2%, our economy actually shrank. Conservative
mismanagement has meant more people out of work, more families
struggling with household debt, and now an economy that is
shrinking instead of growing.

Will Conservatives finally admit their approach is not working
and present a real plan to create jobs and kick start our economy?

Mr. Andrew Saxton (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Finance, CPC): Mr. Speaker, since coming to office, our
government has had one of the best job-creation records in the G7,
and we are leading in economic growth.

While we are focused on creating jobs, the Liberals are pushing a
high-tax, high-debt agenda that will threaten jobs and set working
families back. Their leader even said, “We’re looking at an
expansion and a mandatory expansion of the CPP of the type that
Kathleen Wynne put forward in Ontario”. For people earning
$60,000, that means an extra $1,000 of tax that they will have to pay
each year.

* % %

EMPLOYMENT

Mr. David Christopherson (Hamilton Centre, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, a little less bragging and little more action is what
Canadians are looking for.

It is no wonder Conservatives are failing on the economy. The
Minister of Finance thinks the answer to our shrinking economy is to
weaken labour protections and make it easier to fire workers.

The Prime Minister claimed that he was just talking about Greece,
but the minister's office said, no, that he was talking about France.
However, mixed-up Conservative excuses are not fooling anyone.

When will Conservatives stop using attacks on workers and their
rights as a smokescreen for their economic mismanagement?

Mr. Andrew Saxton (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Finance, CPC): Mr. Speaker, the Minister of Finance said no
such thing. He was talking about the situation in European countries
like Greece and France where their liberal policies have resulted in
out-of-control deficits and out-of-control spending. As a result, there
have been tax hikes, massive layoffs and cuts in services, the same
thing the Liberal government did in the 1990s because of its own
financial mismanagement.

In contrast, our government has balanced the budget, while giving
benefits directly to families and reducing taxes on the middle class.
However, the Liberals and the NDP want to take those benefits away
and raise taxes on the middle class.

[Translation]

Mrs. Sadia Groguhé (Saint-Lambert, NDP): Mr. Speaker, the
Conservatives have a nasty habit of attacking the middle class in
international forums. In Davos in 2012, the Prime Minister
announced that Canadians will have to work an additional two
years before they can retire. At a G7 meeting on Wednesday, the
Minister of Finance announced that employers need to be able to lay
off employees more easily to create jobs. Unbelievable.

Do the Conservatives not understand that in order to have a strong
economy we need to create jobs for the middle class?

® (1120)
[English]

Mr. Andrew Saxton (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Finance, CPC): Mr. Speaker, the Minister of Finance said no
such thing. As I said, he was talking about the situation in European
countries like Greece and France.

Let me tell members what we are doing in Canada. While we are
letting middle-class Canadians choose how they want to spend and
save their money, the Liberals and the NDP want to raise payroll
taxes. The Liberal leader announced that he would dramatically hike
payroll taxes on middle-class Canadians. He even said, “We’re
looking at an expansion and a mandatory expansion of the CPP of
the type that Kathleen Wynne put forward in Ontario”. For people
earning $60,000, that means an extra $1,000 in taxes that they will
have to pay each year.

[Translation]

Mrs. Sadia Groguhé (Saint-Lambert, NDP): Mr. Speaker, the
Conservatives have no one to blame but themselves for the slow
demise of the middle class.

Statistics Canada has confirmed that the Conservatives' unba-
lanced policies are undermining job creation and hurting our
economy. Our GDP dropped 0.6% in the first three months of
2015. Canadians are working harder and harder, but they are
struggling to make ends meet under the Conservatives.

Will the government get its priorities in order and create jobs for
the middle class instead of trying to eliminate jobs?

[English]

Mr. Andrew Saxton (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Finance, CPC): Mr. Speaker, this is a further indication of global
economic uncertainty and how it is affecting Canada, which is why
we must continue with our low-tax plan for jobs and growth, a plan
that is working. Since the depths of the recession, over 1.2 million
net new jobs have been created. These are overwhelmingly full-time
private sector jobs in high-wage industries.

However, the Liberal leader's proposed dramatic payroll tax would
kill jobs in Canada. In fact, the CFIB survey of employers in Ontario
said that 69% would have to freeze or cut salaries, and 53% would
have to lay off workers if this were to happen.

Hon. John McCallum (Markham—~Unionville, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, the Prime Minister should know that the Reuters' reporter
himself confirmed that the finance minister's comments were not
related to Greece.
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[Translation]

We learned this morning that the Canadian economy shrank
during the first quarter of this year. The Minister of Finance is in
Europe, and he is saying that we need to cut jobs in order to grow the
economy.

My question is simple. How many jobs does the minister think we
need to cut in order to grow our economy?
[English]

Mr. Andrew Saxton (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Finance, CPC): Mr. Speaker, as I said, the finance minister said
no such thing. The GDP number is a further indication of global
economic uncertainty, which is why we must continue with our low-
tax plan for jobs and growth, a plan that is working. The Bank of
Canada, the OECD and the IMF are all projecting another year of
economic growth in Canada.

However, the Liberal leader is proposing a dramatic payroll tax
hike that would kill jobs in Canada. As I mentioned, the CFIB
survey of employers in Ontario said that 69% would have to freeze
or cut salaries, and 53% would have to terminate jobs to cope with
the added costs of an increase in the CPP.

Hon. Ralph Goodale (Wascana, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, while the
finance minister lectures G7 countries on how to get economic
growth by firing people, GDP figures here at home destroy his
credibility.

Under the current government, Canada's economy shrank in
March. It also shrank in February, January, last November and last
August. Joblessness is up by 200,000 more than before the recession.
Business investment is down. Exports are down. We have suffered
51 months of trade deficits. The government's plan is producing no
growth and no jobs. Why does it not change it?

Mr. Andrew Saxton (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Finance, CPC): Mr. Speaker, our Conservative government is
focused on what matters to Canadians: helping families make ends
meet by lowering taxes and protecting and creating jobs. Since
coming to office, our government has had one of the best job
creation records in the G7, and we are leading in economic growth.

While we are focused on creating jobs, the Liberal leader's only
solution is raising taxes. Members do not have to take my word for
it, this is what he said, “We're looking at an expansion and a
mandatory expansion of the CPP of the type that Kathleen Wynne
put forward in Ontario”. For people earning $60,000, that means an
extra $1,000 in taxes every year that they will have to pay under his
scheme.

* % %

PENSIONS

Hon. Ralph Goodale (Wascana, Lib.): Well, the Hudak job plan
did not work, Mr. Speaker.

In a chronically weak economy, retirement security is a big
middle-class issue. Under the Conservative government, three-
quarters of those working in the private sector do not have a
company pension. The average 35-year-old is saving less than half of
what his or her parents did. Of those in their 50s, only a third have
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saved $100,000 or more, and another third, especially in the middle
class, have no retirement savings at all.

All of the government's gimmicks have failed. Why does it not
work constructively with the provinces on a real plan?

® (1125)

Mr. Andrew Saxton (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Finance, CPC): Mr. Speaker, it is our Conservative government
that has fought for seniors. We have increased the GIS by the largest
amount in a quarter century. The opposition members voted against
it. We have introduced pension income splitting for seniors. They
voted against it.

Economic action plan 2015 introduces even more support for
seniors, such as the new home accessibility tax credit, more
compassionate care benefits, and lower required RRIF withdrawals.
Those members want to raise taxes on seniors. We are putting money
back into the pockets of Canadian seniors.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS

Ms. Niki Ashton (Churchill, NDP): Mr. Speaker, the Nisicha-
wayasihk Cree Nation in northern Manitoba has been waiting 12
years for the approval of their treaty land entitlement.

The minister has given no reason for the delay, which is costing
the first nation millions of dollars, money that could be spent to
improve the lives of their people. They are among 15 first nations in
Manitoba that are simply waiting for a signature from the minister.

When will the minister sign the ministerial order for the
Nisichawayasihk Cree Nation?

Mr. Mark Strahl (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Aboriginal Affairs and Northern Development, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, we take the matter of addition to reserve and TLE lands
very seriously, as we do improving economic conditions on reserve.

That is why we have continued to invest in on-reserve
infrastructure. We have continued to invest in communities across
the country. Every time we do, the NDP votes against it. It would be
nice to have it on side for once.

Ms. Niki Ashton (Churchill, NDP): Mr. Speaker, for thousands
of residential school survivors, next week's report marks the
beginning of reconciliation, not the end.

As former AFN national chief Phil Fontaine said, the Prime
Minister's 2008 apology will be meaningless unless he takes action
following the commission's report. Will the Prime Minister show that
he is prepared to act in good faith by attending the final event of the
Truth and Reconciliation Commission next week?
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Mr. Mark Strahl (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Aboriginal Affairs and Northern Development, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, the government will be represented at all TRC events.
Our government remains committed to a fair and lasting resolution to
the legacy of Indian residential schools, as acknowledged in the
Prime Minister's historic apology on behalf of all Canadians in 2008.
There is no place in Canada for the attitudes that inspired the Indian
residential school system to ever prevail again.

While the TRC is closing, the work to heal the relationship
between aboriginal and non-aboriginal Canadians needs to continue.
Our government will continue to fulfill its obligations as set out in
the Indian residential school settlement agreement.

Ms. Niki Ashton (Churchill, NDP): Mr. Speaker, our question
was about the Prime Minister. This is a national, historic event and
we want to hear that the Prime Minister will be in attendance.

As for looking forward, reconciliation means not just saying
“sorry” but changing behaviour. Twenty years after the last
residential school closed, first nations children receive less funding
for education than other Canadian children. They receive less
funding for health and for social services.

More children now are in state care than at the height of the
residential schools. We cannot promise reconciliation and continue
to treat first nations as second-class citizens.

What is the government's plan to make its apology real?

Mr. Mark Strahl (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Aboriginal Affairs and Northern Development, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, when the Prime Minister made an historic apology on
behalf of all Canadians in 2008, the government recognized that the
Indian residential schools caused great harm and had no place in
Canada.

While we can