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HOUSE OF COMMONS

Wednesday, September 25, 2024

The House met at 2 p.m.

 

Prayer

● (1405)

[English]
The Speaker: It being Wednesday, we will now have the singing

of the national anthem, led by the hon. member for Toronto—St.
Paul's.

[Members sang the national anthem]

STATEMENTS BY MEMBERS
[English]

MASKWA AQUATIC CLUB
Ms. Lena Metlege Diab (Halifax West, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I

rise today to congratulate Maskwa Aquatic Club on celebrating its
50th anniversary.

Nestled in the waters of Kearney Lake in Halifax West, Maskwa
is one of Canada's largest, and most committed and accomplished
paddling clubs. It is where many in my community learned to
swim, took out their first canoe or kayak, got summer work experi‐
ence or first hiked through Blue Mountain-Birch Cove Lakes.

After an incredibly well-decorated 2023, Maskwa has done the
unthinkable and, for a second year in a row, was victorious in the
Canoe Kayak Canada Sprint National Championships.

I send a special shout-out to my constituents, Maskwa athletes
Emilee Vaters and Matthew Brown who just represented Canada in
the 2024 Olympic Hopes Regatta in Hungary. Congratulations to
head coach Christian Hall, commodore Peter Giles, the board,
coaches, athletes, parents and supporters.

We are all proud of their accomplishments and here is to the next
50 years.

* * *

RAIL SAFETY WEEK
Mr. Philip Lawrence (Northumberland—Peterborough

South, CPC): Mr. Speaker, September 23 to 29 marks Rail Safety
Week. This week serves as a reminder of the importance of keeping
our railways and our train yards safe. As we acknowledge the

tragedies of the past, we must recommit to the safety of our rail‐
ways going forward.

Our railway workers keep our economy moving. They keep
Canadians moving. More importantly, they keep Canadians safe.
The work they do every day does not go unnoticed. Every year, 375
million tonnes of freight move across our rails. Millions of passen‐
gers are taken safely to their destination.

Conservatives will always be there to stand up for our rail work‐
ers because they are always there to protect the safety of Canadians.
I thank them for keeping Canadians moving safely.

* * *

ASTHMA CANADA

Hon. Robert Oliphant (Don Valley West, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to congratulate an organization close to my heart, Asth‐
ma Canada, celebrating its 50th anniversary this year.

In 1974, patients, parents, community members and leading
physicians created an organization dedicated to helping Canadians
with asthma lead healthy lives. Since then, its mission has been to
ensure Canadians living with asthma enjoy a symptom-free life.

There are 4.6 million Canadians who live with asthma; I am one
of them. Asthma attacks lead to approximately 70,000 hospitaliza‐
tions and 250 deaths every year. It is serious.

As the former president and CEO of Asthma Canada, I saw the
hard work done by physicians, nurses, researchers, educators, ad‐
ministrators and volunteers striving to engage, advocate, inform
and treat people living with asthma in a patient-centred health char‐
ity.

Congratulations, Asthma Canada, on 50 years of excellent work.
We look forward to 50 more years.
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[Translation]

ASSOCIATION DES LIBRAIRES DU QUÉBEC AWARD OF
EXCELLENCE

Mr. Mario Simard (Jonquière, BQ): Mr. Speaker, this year, the
Association des libraires du Québec, the Quebec booksellers asso‐
ciation, presented its award of excellence to my bookseller,
Philippe Fortin-Villeneuve, from Librairie Marie-Laura.

Philippe is a real bookworm. If someone asks him about the great
classics of Quebec literature, philosophy or sociology, he can make
recommendations without even batting an eye. This champion of
publishing, this knowledge-sharing literary scholar, has been a
breath of fresh air for all readers in Saguenay with his great recom‐
mendations.

I would urge everyone to go and meet him. His overwhelming
enthusiasm is enough to turn anyone into an avid reader.

This is the third time that Librairie Marie-Laura has won this
prestigious award. Once again, my region is showing that, when it
comes to literature, we are no dummies.

As Dany Laferrière said, “Reading is not necessary for the body,
only oxygen is, but a good book oxygenates the mind.” I hope
Philippe will help us oxygenate our minds for a long time to come.

* * *
● (1410)

[English]

LA FESTA DEGLI ANZIANI

Ms. Patricia Lattanzio (Saint-Léonard—Saint-Michel, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, this weekend, I had the great pleasure of attending La
Festa Degli Anziani with a group from the Giuseppe Garibaldi Se‐
niors Club. This event, to mark National Seniors Day, which will be
celebrated on October 1, was an opportunity to highlight and be
grateful for the contributions of our seniors in our communities.

[Translation]

Whether it was bringing the retirement age back down to 65 after
the Conservatives raised it to 67, creating the Canadian dental care
plan, which has helped thousands of seniors get the health care they
need, or increasing the guaranteed income supplement by 10%, our
government has demonstrated its commitment to seniors time and
time again.

[English]

We have reduced, by 11%, the number of seniors living in pover‐
ty. That means thousands of lives have been improved by our mea‐
sures.

[Translation]

For such things as their words of wisdom and ongoing communi‐
ty involvement, we think our seniors are worth it.

[English]

NIAGARA WEST

Mr. Dean Allison (Niagara West, CPC): Mr. Speaker, as al‐
ways, I want to thank the constituents of my beautiful riding of Ni‐
agara West for the honour of choosing me to represent their voices
in Parliament.

I would also like to recognize the parents, teachers and students
from Heritage Christian School who are in Ottawa today.

I spoke with many of my constituents over the summer and the
overwhelming message for the Liberal government was to call an
election. Why? These are some of the issues they brought up. There
are skyrocketing prices for basic items like food and other gro‐
ceries. Folks mentioned the price of gas, which keeps going up and
up. In my riding, a car is a necessity, not a luxury. They said that
taxes were making it impossible to pay the bills. With respect to the
carbon tax, everyone wanted the horrible tax scheme scrapped.
People were worried about paying for housing, which has doubled
over the last nine years. They mentioned the rising levels of crime,
car thefts and drug addictions.

Canadians want an election where they can choose a strong, ma‐
jority Conservative government that will axe the tax, build the
homes, fix the budget and stop the crime.

* * *

DENNIS SMITH

Mr. Francis Scarpaleggia (Lac-Saint-Louis, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, at heart Dennis Smith was a storyteller. He applied this gift as a
teacher to impart knowledge and insights to his students about the
world around them.

Following a career in education, Dennis made the leap to poli‐
tics. He was a campaign volunteer and then a constituency assistant
to both my predecessor Clifford Lincoln and me.

Dennis worked for the “no” side in the 1995 Quebec referendum
and was a leader in Pointe-Claire's successful bid to regain its inde‐
pendent city status in Quebec's municipal demerger referendums in
2004. He then served three terms as a highly regarded Pointe-Claire
city councillor.

After retiring from politics, Dennis remained active in communi‐
ty affairs, including, among other things, acting as a sounding
board and wise counsel to public office holders like me.

Dennis Smith believed in education and the politics of reason as
fundamental to society's progress. To his wife Karen and son
Adam, we extend our deepest condolences.
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[Translation]

FRANCO‑ONTARIAN DAY
Mrs. Marie-France Lalonde (Orléans, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, to‐

day I join all francophones and francophiles across Ontario in cele‐
brating Franco‑Ontarian Day. On this day we proudly celebrate our
francophone heritage. We are a strong community united by our
love for our language and our desire to see it thrive for generations
to come.

In my beautiful riding of Orléans, we are fortunate to have the
MIFO community centre, a vital organization that supports the
francophone community in Ottawa and to the east. The announce‐
ment of a federal investment to build the new MIFO is a step for‐
ward in solidifying its reach.

I would also like to take a moment to pay tribute to a notable
francophone from Orléans, Denis Gagnon, who passed away on
September 12. He was a key pillar in the francophone community,
and he inspired us with his monthly columns in L'Orléanais.

I would like to thank Denis and wish all Franco-Ontarians a great
day.

* * *
● (1415)

BLOC QUÉBÉCOIS
Mr. Jacques Gourde (Lévis—Lotbinière, CPC): Mr. Speaker,

the Conservatives, like millions of Canadians and Quebeckers, no
longer have confidence in this Prime Minister and this government.
The NDP has kept this government on life support for months, and
now the Bloc Québécois wants to do the same thing when we vote
on the motion of non-confidence in this Prime Minister.

For the Bloc to want to save this costly, centralizing Prime Min‐
ister and keep him in power even though he constantly encroaches
on provincial jurisdictions, they must be truly desperate or com‐
pletely indifferent to the fate of Quebeckers. The Liberals are going
to put 1,400 jobs at risk with the Liberal woodland caribou order,
and the Bloc Québécois has not even managed to negotiate the or‐
der's removal. The only party working to save the forestry sector is
the Conservative Party. The Bloc is the worst negotiator in history,
and it is ready to sell its soul instead of offering Quebeckers the
country they deserve.

Will the Bloc Québécois vote to axe the tax, build the homes, fix
the budget and stop the crime?

* * *
[English]

GENWELL
Mr. Ryan Turnbull (Whitby, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, today I rise to

celebrate the important work of Genwell, a grassroots movement
tackling one of today's biggest challenges, which is loneliness.

As social beings, we thrive on human connection. In a world
where much of our interaction has moved online, in-person connec‐
tions are more crucial than ever. Genwell's efforts highlight the
alarming reality that 50% of Canadians report feeling lonely. The

World Health Organization even recognizes loneliness as a global
public health concern, with impacts as harmful as smoking.

I commend Genwell for its work. I invite everyone to join
tonight's non-partisan event to support its mission of fostering hu‐
man connection. I hope to see all members there.

* * *

PUBLIC SAFETY

Ms. Raquel Dancho (Kildonan—St. Paul, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
after nine years under the NDP-Liberals, taxes are up, costs are up,
crime is up and time is up.

Under the Liberal government, repeat violent offenders are get‐
ting bail and parole; justice for victims is being ignored. In fact,
256 people were killed in 2022 by criminals out on bail or another
form of release. These 256 people could still be alive today if not
for the broken Liberal bail system. Just last month, a serial rapist
was granted day parole only four years after he was convicted of
sexually assaulting five women while working as a nightclub pro‐
moter. Is it any wonder that sexual assaults are up 75% over the
past nine years? However, the NDP continues to prop up the Liber‐
als and their soft-on-crime agenda. The Liberal government contin‐
ues to enable putting criminals before victims.

However, today, members can do the right thing and vote non-
confidence in the Liberal government. Only a Conservative govern‐
ment would deliver justice for Canadians and bring home safe
streets.

* * *

LEADER OF THE NEW DEMOCRATIC PARTY OF
CANADA

Mr. Frank Caputo (Kamloops—Thompson—Cariboo, CPC):
Mr. Speaker, after nine years of the NDP-Liberal government, taxes
are up, costs are up, crime is up and time is up.

Canadians want an election to decide the direction of this country
and the future of the carbon tax. It seems that the NDP leader's pen‐
sion is worth more to him than the hundreds of thousands of jobs
that would be lost because of the quadrupling of the carbon tax.
Even the radical NDP premier from B.C. has flip-flopped on the
carbon tax, but the leader of the federal NDP has not. He would
rather be frenemies with the Prime Minister. Meanwhile, Canadians
line up at food banks.
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The NDP can pull out of its costly coalition with the Prime Min‐

ister, vote in favour of our non-confidence motion and trigger a car‐
bon tax election. Today, on behalf of all Canadians, there is a
chance to bring down the costly government. Will the NDP leader
have the guts to give Canadians the election they deserve?

* * *

SOUTHLAKE SENIORS CLUB
Mr. Shafqat Ali (Brampton Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I was

excited to welcome 56 members of the Southlake Seniors Club
from Brampton; they are visiting Ottawa to attend question period
today.

Southlake Seniors Club is a non-profit organization serving se‐
niors in Brampton. Its aim is to stimulate thinking and encourage
interest and participation in healthy activities. The club holds regu‐
lar gatherings, providing opportunities to socialize and participate
in cultural and physical activities. The club also organizes health-
related seminars and yoga sessions, as well as bus tours, such as to‐
day's visit. We thank Southlake Seniors Club for making a differ‐
ence in our community. I would also like to thank all the hard-
working parliamentary staff who have been so helpful in accommo‐
dating this visit.

* * *
● (1420)

GUARANTEED LIVABLE BASIC INCOME
Ms. Leah Gazan (Winnipeg Centre, NDP): Mr. Speaker, today,

members of Parliament will vote on Bill C-223 for a guaranteed
livable basic income in Canada. While the affordability crisis is
hurting all people, those who depend on a deteriorating social safe‐
ty net are hit the hardest. That includes women and gender-diverse
people fleeing violence, who may be stuck in abuse because they
lack the financial resources to leave. The reason for call for justice
4.5 of the National Inquiry into Murdered and Missing Indigenous
Women and Girls is the need to put in place a guaranteed livable
basic income, which is something that every single member of Par‐
liament in the House committed to implement.

There are also senior women who do not have pensions because
they spent their lives caring for families; many of them live in
poverty. In addition, many people in the disability community are
subjected to legislated poverty because of insufficient programs,
such as the Canada disability benefit.

MPs need to ensure that our constituents' charter rights are up‐
held by providing them with a level of financial support. I urge all
my colleagues to do this by voting in favour of the bill and stop—
[Translation]

The Speaker: I must interrupt the hon. member.

The hon. member for Salaberry—Suroît.

* * *

RÉJEAN PARENT
Mrs. Claude DeBellefeuille (Salaberry—Suroît, BQ): Mr.

Speaker, on July 17, Quebec lost a great unionist, feminist,
sovereignist, and progressive with the passing of Réjean Parent.

On behalf of the Bloc Québécois, I would like to offer his loved
ones my condolences, starting with his wife Pauline and their chil‐
dren Marie-Hélène, Claudia, and Olivier.

As a unionist, Réjean Parent served the cause of education,
which led him from the Syndicat de Champlain to the presidency of
the Centrale des syndicats du Québec, a position he held from 2003
to 2012. As a feminist, he was an ally to women determined to take
their rightful place, some of whom are sitting here in this very
chamber today. As a progressive and sovereignist, he joined every
battle to bring about a Quebec nation founded on social justice.

Just last June 25, he ended his column by saying, “Now that the
time for making choices has come, I choose a French Quebec as my
nation...Vive le Québec libre!”

We in the Bloc Québécois thank Réjean Parent from the bottom
of our hearts.

* * *
[English]

LEADER OF THE NEW DEMOCRATIC PARTY OF
CANADA

Mr. Jake Stewart (Miramichi—Grand Lake, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, after nine years of NDP-Liberal-imposed misery, taxes are
up, costs are up, crime is up and time is up. Two years ago, the
NDP leader sold workers out. He signed on to a costly coalition
with the Liberal Prime Minister, which hiked taxes, made food
costs balloon, doubled housing costs and unleashed crime and
chaos in our streets. The sellout NDP leader voted to quadruple the
carbon tax, a plan that will grind our—

The Speaker: I am going to invite the hon. member to start his
S. O. 31 again. I know members' statements are important to all
members, but I would remind the hon. member to ensure that the
language used is not directed to a particular member in a way that
would not be parliamentary.

The hon. member for Miramichi—Grand Lake has the floor.

Mr. Jake Stewart: Mr. Speaker, after nine years of NDP-Liber‐
al-imposed misery, taxes are up, costs are up, crime is up and time
is up. Two years ago, the NDP leader sold workers out. He signed
on to a costly coalition with the Liberal Prime Minister, which
hiked taxes, made food costs balloon, doubled housing costs and
unleashed crime and chaos in our streets. The sellout NDP leader
voted to quadruple the carbon tax—

The Speaker: I am going to ask the hon. member to continue his
statement following that. If he could just start at another paragraph,
I will offer him time to finish his statement.
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● (1425)

Mr. Jake Stewart: Mr. Speaker, Canadians need a carbon tax
election now to decide between the costly NDP-Liberal coalition
and common-sense Conservatives, who will axe the tax, build the
homes, fix the budget and stop the crime. It is time for the NDP
leader to support our non-confidence motion today or admit that he
sold out, threw in the towel and caved once again.

The Speaker: I want to make sure all members understand that
it is important for us to be judicious in our use of words, especially
in regard to each one who serves here. It is important. We may have
our disagreements, but regarding a specific person, we need to be
very judicious in our comments because we are all colleagues.

The hon. member from Ottawa West—Nepean has the floor.

* * *

WORLD ALZHEIMER'S MONTH
Ms. Anita Vandenbeld (Ottawa West—Nepean, Lib.): Mr.

Speaker, today I am wearing a forget-me-not pin to recognize
World Alzheimer's Month and to stand with the more than 700,000
Canadians living with dementia, a number projected to rise to 1.7
million by 2050.

Dementia costs Canadians over $10 billion annually, but the per‐
sonal toll on individuals and their families is immeasurable. In
2017, the House unanimously supported the national dementia
strategy, and it remains vital that we continue to work to address
this growing challenge.

I want to thank the Alzheimer Society of Canada for the essential
work they do in helping families in our communities and funding
research for a cure. I am joined today by colleagues from all parties
wearing forget-me-not pins. I wear mine for my oma.

Together, we can work toward a future where Alzheimer's and
dementia are diseases of the past.

ORAL QUESTIONS
[Translation]

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

Speaker, the Bloc Québécois is voting in favour of keeping the
most centralizing and costly government in the history of Canada in
power. This government is bad for Quebec. It has hired an addition‐
al 100,000 public servants. It has doubled its exorbitant spending
on consultants. It has doubled the debt and the cost of housing.

Is it not time to let Quebeckers vote to axe the tax, build the
homes, fix the budget and stop the crime with a common-sense
government?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, the Conservative leader is offering cuts to programs, services
and the fight against climate change. These are all things that Que‐
beckers and all Canadians are concerned about.

The Conservatives have nothing to offer but austerity, along with
theatrics here in the House of Commons. They will continue to

push for cuts to programs like dental care and child care, as well as
to investments in pharmacare and in the green economy.

We are here to invest in Canadians and Quebeckers. The Conser‐
vatives are here to make cuts.

* * *

HOUSING

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, the lowest-income Canadians are already making cuts and
living under austerity. This is what a single mother wrote in Le De‐
voir: “I still do not have enough money to buy a home and I feel
like that dream is getting further and further away from me, be‐
cause the crisis keeps getting worse, home prices keep going up and
everything is becoming very expensive.”

When I was the minister responsible for housing, it cost $700 a
month to rent an apartment in Montreal.

Is it not time to allow Quebeckers to elect a government that will
build housing?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, if the Conservative leader were truly concerned about that single
mother, he would not have voted against more child care spaces. He
would not have voted against help for children with the Canada
child benefit. He would not have voted against the investments we
are making to create more economic growth for her children, to put
more money in her pockets.

When he was the minister responsible for housing under Harper,
he did nothing for affordable housing from one end of this country
to another. We do not want a repeat of that.

* * *
[English]

CARBON PRICING

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, after nine years of the NDP-Liberals, taxes are up, costs
are up, crime is up and time is up.

Today, we will vote to trigger a carbon tax election between the
costly carbon tax coalition of NDP-Liberals, who tax our food, pun‐
ish our work, double our housing costs and unleash crime and
chaos, and common-sense Conservatives who will axe the tax,
build the homes, fix the budget and stop the crime.

Why can we not bring it home today?
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● (1430)

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, again, this is a clever little performance, with slogans the mem‐
ber has memorized but without any actual solutions for Canadians.

The Leader of the Opposition does not care about Canadians; he
cares about his own political self-interest. If he cared about Canadi‐
ans, he would not have voted against dental care, he would not have
voted against more spaces at $10-a-day child care and he would not
have voted against initiatives that are growing the economy and
putting more money in people's pockets.

He wants a climate change election. Let us have that election at
the right time, where we are putting more money in the pockets of
Canadians. This is not the time for that. We are going to continue to
deliver for Canadians.

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, well, the Prime Minister just said that he wants a carbon
tax election on his plan to quadruple the tax to 61¢ a litre. If so, will
he call it today?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, I believe that later on today we will see that the House does not
have confidence in the leader of the Conservative Party.

We have delivered and are continuing to deliver reduced emis‐
sions, more money in the pockets of Canadians and success in the
fight against climate change as we create jobs and build a stronger
future. We are focused on delivering for Canadians the things that
actually matter, while he is focused on slogans and clapping. We
are going to focus on being there for Canadians.

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, the Prime Minister is concerned about our clapping for
him. He agreed to a carbon tax election on his quadrupling of the
tax to 61¢ a litre, where Canadians will choose between an NDP-
Liberal government that has taxed their food, punished their work,
doubled their housing costs, and unleashed crime and chaos in their
communities, or a common-sense Conservative government to axe
the tax, build the homes, fix the budget and stop the crime.

He is bragging that he has more politicians on his side. Is it not
really the case that in Canada the people decide?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, with the Canada carbon rebate, the price on pollution puts more
money in the pockets of eight out of 10 Canadians right across the
country. However, we already know from his misunderstanding of
carbon pricing that the Conservative leader does not understand
math or economics.

What is increasingly clear is that he does not understand science
as well. That is why I would be happy to give him a briefing on the
science of climate change. There is good news on this one: It does
not require a security clearance for it.

* * *
[Translation]

GOVERNMENT PRIORITIES
Mr. Yves-François Blanchet (Beloeil—Chambly, BQ): Mr.

Speaker, the Bloc Québécois made a reasonable proposal in good

faith on subjects that already have the support of all parties in the
House.

I would like the Prime Minister to tell me whether he will give us
his word that he will quickly consider the Bloc Québécois's propos‐
al to help seniors and farmers.

● (1435)

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, we, on this side of the House, have already repeatedly demon‐
strated that our priorities include help for seniors and protecting
supply management. We have shown that and will continue to do
so.

We are very open to continuing to work with other members of
the House to respond to the expectations of seniors and farmers.

We know that there are concerns that we can work on together,
and we will do that because we are always there to help Quebeckers
and all Canadians in these difficult times.

Mr. Yves-François Blanchet (Beloeil—Chambly, BQ):
Mr. Speaker, that is indeed a very good opportunity to help seniors,
whose purchasing power he himself reduced, as well as farmers,
not only in Quebec but also in Canada. Good for them.

To be more specific, beyond the vague intentions, will the Prime
Minister also start reaching out to his casual partners in the NDP to
ensure that these bills actually get passed on time?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, we will of course look at these bills and debate them.

If we want to be more specific, I could point out that a number of
seniors I spoke to in Quebec and across the country this summer
told me that they had saved hundreds of dollars when they went to
the dentist and were covered under the Canadian dental care pro‐
gram. Unfortunately, they do not understand why the Bloc
Québécois does not support this care for seniors in Quebec, which
has saved them hundreds of dollars.

We will always be there to try to help seniors save money.

* * *
[English]

HEALTH

Mr. Jagmeet Singh (Burnaby South, NDP): Mr. Speaker, pri‐
vatizing health care means telling people to either pay up or go to
the back of the line. Danielle Smith is privatizing health care in Al‐
berta right now, and the Prime Minister is doing nothing about it.
Doug Ford is privatizing health care in Ontario, and the Prime Min‐
ister praises him.

Why is the weak Prime Minister letting Conservatives tear down
our health care system?
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Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐

er, on this side of the House, we have always defended universal
health care, and we will continue to do so, but the member opposite
has a point. In those provinces, the NDP was unable to stop Conser‐
vatives from getting elected and weakening universal health care in
all those places. That is why we are going to continue to stand up
for universal health care, to stand up for progressive values and, in‐
deed, to stand up to Conservatives.

Mr. Jagmeet Singh (Burnaby South, NDP): Mr. Speaker, the
Prime Minister has the power to stop them, but is too weak to do it.
[Translation]

The Conservatives want to make cuts to health care. When the
Conservative leader and Stephen Harper were in power, they made
almost $44 billion in cuts. The Conservatives want to privatize
health care, just like Doug Ford and Danielle Smith.

Why is the Prime Minister letting them get away with it?
Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐

er, the hon. member knows full well that we are always going to de‐
fend our public health care system. We are here to invest so that
Canadians have better access to family doctors. We are here to en‐
sure that there are more mental health services. We are here to de‐
mand more transparency and accountability from the provinces
when it comes to the record amounts the federal government is
sending to the provinces.

We will always stand up to Conservative provinces that want to
make cuts to our health care.

* * *
[English]

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

Speaker, actually it is the Prime Minister who is cutting health care.
His carbon tax will cost hospitals across this country in heat, in
laundry services and in delivering medical equipment. Calculations
by the Saskatchewan government show that the carbon tax will
cost $175 million, equal to the loss of 1,900 nurses, all to pay the
Prime Minister's greedy, quadrupling carbon tax.

Why will the Prime Minister not get his hands out of the pockets
of the provinces and allow the premiers to fund health care?
● (1440)

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, the Canada carbon rebate puts more money in the pockets of
eight out of 10 Canadian families right across the country while it
fights climate change and while it creates growth. Fighting climate
change is about building a better future for Canadians. This sum‐
mer alone, insurers are estimating that $7.7 billion in losses are be‐
ing covered for that. That is something we have to step up on right
now.

The Conservative leader, who does not even believe climate
change is real, wants to do absolutely nothing about it. That is not
good for Canadians. That is not good for our economy.

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, hospitals do not get the Canada carbon rebate. A measly

little cheque would not replace the $175 million that Saskatchewan
hospitals are going to lose to heat their buildings, to power their
machinery and to deliver their goods, and yet that is what the Prime
Minister imposes. There are 1,900 nurses who could lose their jobs
in one province alone because of his greedy carbon tax quadru‐
pling.

Why will the Prime Minister not accept the Conservatives' com‐
mon-sense plan to axe the tax and boost funds for health care?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, I will note that the Leader of the Opposition voted against our
plan to increase funding on health care to $200 billion over the next
10 years because he wants a two-tier system, like most Conserva‐
tive premiers in this country. The fact is that climate change will
cost everyone in health outcomes, in growth outcomes, in harm to
our economy and in harm to our future. He has no plan to fight cli‐
mate change.

Our plan not only fights climate change but also makes emis‐
sions lower, puts more growth on the books and puts more money
in the pockets of eight out of 10 Canadians, the middle class and
those working hard to join it.

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, that is more disinformation from a flailing and desperate
Prime Minister clinging to power.

I voted in this Parliament to increase health funding, and in the
previous government voted to increase it by 70%, more than the
Prime Minister's government has.

More than that, Conservatives did not impose a carbon tax on
hospitals. He claims that people are going to get cheques, but 1,900
nurses could lose their jobs because of the carbon tax in one
province alone. A phony rebate cheque will not make the differ‐
ence. Now he wants to quadruple the tax to 61¢ litre.

How many nurses are going to lose their job while hospitals are
stuck paying the quadrupling tax?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, the Leader of the Opposition refers to the Canada carbon rebate
as a phony cheque. At least he recognizes that it exists, which is
new from just a few months ago.
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The Canada carbon rebate, as investigated by the Parliamentary

Budget Officer, puts more money, hundreds of dollars, back in the
pockets of eight out of 10 Canadians, the middle class and those
working hard to join it, who need support, while we fight climate
change, while we reduce emissions and while we grow a stronger
economy with good jobs for future generations. He has no plan for
the economy and no plan for the future.

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, my common-sense plan is to axe the tax, build the homes,
fix the budget and stop the crime.

Let us talk about education. The carbon tax will cost
Saskatchewan schools $204 million. That is the equivalent of ap‐
proximately 2,000 teachers losing their job, all to pay tax to heat
schools in cold Saskatchewan winters.

Why is the Prime Minister forcing provinces to cut teachers and
education to pay for his greedy quadrupling carbon tax?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, there he goes once again with his little performances, the little
rhymes and slogans. The reality facing Canadians right across the
country, including in Saskatchewan, is wildfires, droughts and
floods, issues that are being increased because of the impacts of cli‐
mate change.

If we do not continue to take ambitious action, future generations
will pay dearly for inaction by governments like the government in
Saskatchewan that he wants to emulate. The reality is that we put
more money in people's pockets while fighting climate change, and
we are going to keep doing that.

● (1445)

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, screaming and hollering will not distract from the very se‐
rious question I asked.

Can the Prime Minister tell us how many nurses and how many
teachers will lose their job because his greedy carbon tax quadru‐
pling will drive up costs to heat schools and hospitals?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, teachers and nurses across the country are terrified of Conserva‐
tive policies that cut programs, cut services and cut supports for the
most vulnerable and for those who work hard to care for other
Canadians.

Whether it is his opposition to pharmacare, which would be de‐
livering free insulin and free prescription contraceptives, or to in‐
vesting in a school food program that will help 400,000 kids with
more food right across the country, the Conservative leader has op‐
posed the things that nurses and teachers care most about. Let us
not take any lessons from him.

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, the Prime Minister goes from screaming and waving his
arms erratically when I mention the carbon tax to bragging about a
program that does not even exist. His multi-million dollar school
food program has not served a single ham sandwich or a single lit‐
tle bowl of Kraft Dinner, not one meal to one child. It exists to feed
bureaucracy in Ottawa, not kids in schools.

Once again, he should put aside the grand dramatic performances
and answer the question. How many doctors, nurses and teachers
will lose their job because of the quadrupling carbon tax?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, I think it would be instructive to look at how many doctors and
teachers have lost their jobs because of Conservative governments
over the past number of decades. That is exactly what the Conser‐
vative leader is proposing once again. I once had a job as a teacher,
and I was proud of serving kids every day. I have not just been in
the House for 20 years like the Leader of the Opposition.

Some hon. members: Oh, oh!

The Speaker: Order, please.

The hon. Prime Minister has the floor.

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau: Mr. Speaker, yes, I was proud to be
a schoolteacher, because it was a way of having a positive impact
on the lives of thousands of kids over the course of my career. I am
proud to bring their voices into this House and continue to put for‐
ward how we support our kids and how we support the vulnerable,
as opposed to the cuts the Conservatives propose.

* * *
[Translation]

INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS

Mr. Yves-François Blanchet (Beloeil—Chambly, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, this is not a race, but let us talk a bit about the numbers.
The Bloc Québécois's proposal, its request to adjust the numbers
for seniors, amounts to about $80 a month, or roughly $1,000 a
year, for each year. That is not a one-time treatment. It is not inter‐
ference in Quebec's exclusive jurisdictions. Dental care should be
Quebec's responsibility. Federal pensions are Ottawa's responsibili‐
ty.

If the Prime Minister respects the jurisdiction of the National As‐
sembly of Quebec, we will talk. If not, we will get ready to head
out in our buses and talk to everyone.

What does he choose?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, over the past few years, we have invested heavily in helping se‐
niors. We will continue to look at ways to help them. I think we can
all agree that certain vulnerable people need even more help. That
is why we are putting a dental care program in place.

As I told my provincial colleagues and partners, if they want to
offer the same program at the same cost, we would be more than
happy to discuss it with them.
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For now, however, we are there to meet our commitments to vul‐

nerable people and seniors. This program has delivered dental care
to some 750,000 people across the country.

* * *
● (1450)

GOVERNMENT PRIORITIES
Mr. Yves-François Blanchet (Beloeil—Chambly, BQ): Mr.

Speaker, one does not preclude the other.

The two bills we are talking about, both introduced by the Bloc
Québécois, are quite far along in the process. All parties in the
House have supported them at various stages. The government was
given plenty of time, and this should, in theory, even get the social
democrats in the NDP on board.

Does the Prime Minister realize that the clock is ticking? Will he
actually start delivering results for seniors and farmers?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, as I said, we are here to deliver for seniors. We have done so and
will continue to do so.

With regard to farmers, I made a promise that no new negotia‐
tions or any negotiations for free trade agreements would infringe
on or take anything away from our supply-managed sectors.

We are here to protect our farmers. I have made this firm com‐
mitment, and we will always fulfill that commitment. We will con‐
tinue to work together to protect farmers and supply management
and, yes, to support our seniors.

* * *
[English]

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

Speaker, an April 30, 2014, New York Times headline reads, “Life
in Canada, Home of the World's Most Affluent Middle Class”. My,
how things have changed after nine years of NDP-Liberals. The
economy today per capita is actually smaller than it was 10 years
ago. Per capita income in Canada has dropped more than in any
other G7 country since the year before COVID. The gap between
U.S. GDP per capita and Canadian is now 50%, the biggest gap in
100 years.

Will the Prime Minister recognize that taxing, punishing and at‐
tacking our businesses is losing us jobs?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, what the Leader of the Opposition refuses to accept is that cuts
to services and programs that Canadians are relying on is not going
to grow the economy, is not going to help anyone through. We have
the strongest balance sheet in the G7 right now, the lowest deficit,
the lowest debt-to-GDP ratio. Companies from around the world
are investing in Canada because they believe in Canadians. We are
wanting to set that strong fiscal position in service of Canadians
who are hurting right now. We want to invest more in dental, more
in supports, more in growth and jobs, and he wants to cut at this
particular time.

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, after nine years of the NDP-Liberal Prime Minister,
Canada has the worst mortgage debt, the worst housing inflation in
the G7, and now the worst GDP per capita change since the Great
Depression and the worst by far in the G7. Those devastating statis‐
tics result in very real human costs. That is the reason we have
1,400 homeless encampments in one province alone and two mil‐
lion people lined up at food banks.

Will he not realize that doubling housing costs and taxing peo‐
ple's food has very real human costs?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, when that individual was Harper's failed housing minister, he
built only six affordable homes across the entire country. He did not
help with the investments Canadians needed. His so-called housing
plan that he talks about now, which is, again, more performance
than substance, lots of slogans, no actual solutions, is not going to
deliver for Canadians either. We are doing what he did not do,
which is work with housing advocates, work with municipalities,
work with provinces and deliver the homes Canadians need.

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, when I was housing minister, rent and mortgage payments
were half of what they are now, and there were almost 200,000 of
those affordable homes built right across Canada. Now, the Prime
Minister wants to bring in a massive tax on home builders with
hikes to capital gains. The most pre-eminent economist in Canada,
Jack Mintz, reveals that would cost our economy 400,000 jobs
and $90 billion.

Where are those 400,000 unemployed Canadians going to be
able to get the money to pay their mortgages?

● (1455)

The Speaker: Before the right hon. Prime Minister takes the
floor, I would like to remind all members to please not take the
floor when they are not recognized by the Chair.

The right hon. Prime Minister.

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, the Leader of the Opposition is instrumentalizing Canadians
who are suffering right now to try to score cheap political points.
What he is not offering is any sort of solution for Canadians.

We put forward the most ambitious housing plan in decades be‐
cause we know that working with municipalities, with provinces
and with non-profit agencies and charitable foundations is a way of
delivering homes. I was just in Vancouver speaking to a young stu‐
dent who got into an apartment because of partnerships this govern‐
ment set up. These are things that make a real difference in people's
lives, but he does not care.
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Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.

Speaker, I will comment on one spectacular social housing project
of his and that is the brand-new, lavish apartment he bought his
friend the new consul general to New York. It cost $9 million for
his friend Tom Clark to have a “stunning powder room...finished in
jewel onyx”, “Cristallo Gold quartzite countertops”, a handcrafted
“copper soaking tub”, “custom bronze [bathroom] fixtures” and
a $5,000 coffee machine.

Did the Prime Minister go and inspect this palace in the sky on
his recent trip to New York?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, engaging with international leaders on fighting climate change,
on solving global crises, on standing up unequivocally for
Ukraine—

Some hon. members: Oh, oh!

An hon. member: Does he engage with them in the bathtub?

An hon. member: Did Tom get the top bunk?
The Speaker: Colleagues, just as I said earlier, I would ask all

members to please not take the floor unless they are recognized by
the Speaker so we can hear the questions and we can hear the an‐
swers.

The right hon. Prime Minister, from the top, please.
Right Hon. Justin Trudeau: Mr. Speaker, do not worry. On this

side of the House, we are used to casual homophobic comments
from the other side of the House. What is it about the—

Some hon. members: Oh, oh!
The Speaker: Colleagues, I heard comments, but because they

were not on microphone, I chose not to get up. I would ask,
nonetheless, that we all treat each other with the presumption of
honour and respect. I will ask the Prime Minister to please with‐
draw that comment and to start his comment again.

Some hon. members: Oh, oh!

The Speaker: Colleagues, I heard a comment, as I said, which I
could not stand up on because I did not know who said it. However,
I do not appreciate when we would tar entire members with that
concern. I will ask the hon. member to please withdraw that com‐
ment and start his response again, and let us presume the better na‐
tures of all members of Parliament here.

The right hon. Prime Minister, from the top.
● (1500)

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau: Mr. Speaker, standing up to bullies
requires us to call them out on their crap sometimes, and that is
what I will do.

Some hon. members: Oh, oh!
The Speaker: I will invite the Prime Minister once again to rise

on his feet.
Right Hon. Justin Trudeau: Mr. Speaker, I will happily with‐

draw my comment if the member who suggested that I was sharing
a bathtub with Tom Clark stands up and takes responsibility for
his—

Some hon. members: Oh, oh!

The Speaker: As I have indicated to all colleagues here, I was
not able to hear or track the source of that statement. I am just ask‐
ing the Prime Ministerto be the better person and to please with‐
draw his comment and start his response again.

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau: Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the com‐
ment about defecating; I know the word “crap” is unparliamentary.
However, when someone says something that is clearly homopho‐
bic, and I am not accusing them of homophobia, but I am saying
they made a homophobic—

Some hon. members: Oh, oh!

The Speaker: I appreciate the Prime Minister withdrawing his
comment, and the Chair accepts him withdrawing that comment.

However, as the Speaker had indicated, sometimes in this chair,
and as those who have occupied this chair or who will occupy this
chair will understand, it is a very difficult decision day to day. I
heard a comment, I did not know who said it, and the Speaker
chose, for the reputation of this House, for us to move on from that
comment. I asked the Prime Minister to withdraw his comment, and
I appreciate him withdrawing his comment.

The Prime Minister can please respond to the question that was
asked earlier.

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau: Mr. Speaker, I know the very idea
of standing up for Canada's rights and values on the world stage
makes the Leader of the Opposition's skin crawl.

What is it exactly? Is it standing up to fight climate change? Is it
standing up for women's rights? Is it standing up for democracy
rights and freedom of the press? Whatever it is, he sure does not
like it when Canada stands proudly on the world stage because he
wants everyone to think that Canada is broken.

Well, Canada is not broken. Canada is the best country in the
world, and we can make it even better.

* * *
● (1505)

HEALTH
Ms. Lori Idlout (Nunavut, NDP): Uqaqtittiji, Nunavummiut

are prevented from thriving because of the lack of doctors and the
lack of access to health care. The Conservative leader wants to cut
health care, but Conservatives would have nothing to cut as the
Liberals have not invested enough in Nunavut. The Prime Minister
has failed on his promises to deliver the health care people need.

When will the Prime Minister invest in the health care Nunavum‐
miut need so that they can thrive?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, we signed a historic health agreement with the Premier of
Nunavut, and we will continue to be there as health care is deliv‐
ered across the territory. We know how important it is to continue
to invest in health care for the north.
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We know how important it is to continue to defend public health

care in this country. We will continue to do that even though, as the
member opposite rightly points out, Conservatives want to cut pub‐
lic health care. They want to kill public health care.

* * *

SENIORS

Ms. Lindsay Mathyssen (London—Fanshawe, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, the government has failed to help our seniors age with
dignity. Instead of putting people first, it has protected the profits of
companies and abandoned seniors. It has let Doug Ford tear On‐
tario families apart and force seniors into some of the worst private
long-term care homes. The military even found that some of these
corporations, including one that the Conservative MP for Thornhill
lobbied for, were not giving seniors food and water.

Why will the Prime Minister not put our families and our loved
ones before profits?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, I agree with the concern the member opposite has expressed on
security and safety for our most vulnerable seniors. That is why, in
the House, we are moving forward with the safe long-term care act
later this fall.

We certainly are counting on the support of our progressive
friends in the NDP, but we hope that all members in the House will
stand up and support a safe long-term care act because we need to
make sure we are protecting and supporting our most vulnerable se‐
niors right across the country.

* * *

INDIGENOUS AFFAIRS

Mr. Brendan Hanley (Yukon, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as the Na‐
tional Day for Truth and Reconciliation approaches, Yukoners in
my riding and Canadians everywhere will be reflecting on the
painful history of first nation, Inuit and Métis children being re‐
moved from their families and communities, some of them never to
return home. For generations, indigenous peoples were stripped of
their cultures and languages. Canada must continue to address the
truth and support their healing.

Could the Prime Minister inform the House on the government's
efforts to rebuild relationships with indigenous communities and to
demonstrate that every child matters?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, I want to thank the member for Yukon for his deep commitment
to reconciliation. On September 30th, we reflect on a dark chapter
in Canada's history, one of residential schools and colonialism. We
reflect on the ongoing impacts for survivors, their families and their
communities. We are delivering on the calls to action and reconcili‐
ation by moving forward on UNDRIP, and we established the na‐
tional council for reconciliation.

Indigenous leaders and survivors are guiding our approach. We
continue the journey to reconciliation. We will not go back.

INTERNATIONAL TRADE

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, the Prime Minister says that the way he stands up for
Canada is by buying a $9-million mansion in the sky for his crony
Tom Clark. He goes on a Broadway late-night show and says that it
is a small issue that the Americans have illegally taken $9 billion of
our softwood money and cost tens of thousands of jobs.

The Conservatives got a deal on this 80 days after taking office.
He has had nine years and three presidents. Why does he keep let‐
ting the Americans walk all over him?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, I was glad to have the chance to speak directly to millions of
Americans in this crucial moment and make the argument directly
to them that we have been making to policy-makers, which is that
U.S. tariffs on Canadian softwood lumber hurt American citizens
and consumers.

When I go on American television, I make sure to talk up
Canada. Unlike the member for Calgary Nose Hill, who talked
down Canada to Tucker Carlson, and unlike the member for Thorn‐
hill, who went on Fox News to talk down Canada, I will always
proudly stand up for Canada.

● (1510)

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, the Prime Minister did not stand up. He backed down. He
has been backing down for nine years, during which time three
presidents have imposed illegal tariffs, which Conservatives had
originally got taken off, and recently, Biden doubled those tariffs,
causing 500 mill workers in British Columbia to lose their jobs.
They must have been watching that show, seeing the Prime Minis‐
ter say that their unemployment, and their now poverty, was a
“small issue”.

Why does the Prime Minister think he is such a big shot that the
jobs of working people are a small issue?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, it is obvious that the Leader of the Opposition really did not like
that I went down to New York City to talk directly to Americans.
Perhaps he would have been happier if I had accepted an all-ex‐
penses-paid trip, perhaps down to Florida, to appear at an anti-abor‐
tion church. I know he would have been all right with that because
that is what he allows of his own members.

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, falsehoods will not change the reality. The Prime Minis‐
ter's record is this: Common-sense Conservatives got a softwood
deal that reimbursed $4 billion in tariffs the Americans had collect‐
ed within 80 days of taking office last time. Those tariffs were
slapped back on under the Prime Minister, and he has capitulated
ever since, not collecting one dollar of the tariffs back. In fact, Pres‐
ident Biden has now doubled those tariffs. The Prime Minister ca‐
pitulated on buy America, capitulated on softwood and capitulated
on the Keystone pipeline.
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When can we have a government that stops capitulating and

starts standing up for Canada?
Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐

er, it is the deepest of ironies that, during the existential renegotia‐
tions of NAFTA, it was the Conservative Party's position that we
needed to capitulate to the United States and to Donald Trump.
That is not what we did. We stood firm. We protected steelworkers.
We protected auto workers. We protected agricultural workers and
dairy farmers.

We continue to stand up to Americans while we protect jobs in
this country. While they were saying, “It's too important. You need
to give in to the United States”, we did not. We stood strong. We
came out of that with a win-win right across the board.
[Translation]

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, he capitulated. He signed an agreement that keeps soft‐
wood lumber tariffs in place, the very tariffs that the Conservatives
had managed to get rid of. He capitulated in deference to Buy
America, which discriminates against our construction companies.

He capitulated on the Keystone XL pipeline, and Canada now
has $400 billion more invested in the United States than the U.S.
does in Canada. Why is he capitulating when our construction and
forestry workers' jobs are on the line?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, he should be very careful not to remind people what life was
like during the Stephen Harper years, when he was in government.
Canadians remember all too well how much they suffered under a
government that was not there to invest in people, that made cuts to
services, to the armed forces, to police, to child care, to every pro‐
gram that Canadians were relying on. That government also failed
to create the necessary growth to help Canadians.

We will continue to invest in Canadians. We will continue to
stand up for our steel and aluminum workers. We will be there to
defend jobs in Canada.

* * *

GOVERNMENT PRIORITIES
Mr. Yves-François Blanchet (Beloeil—Chambly, BQ): Mr.

Speaker, I am trying to imagine how the government could possibly
fail to get this done, given that everyone has already agreed to the
Bloc's bills. I imagine everyone will remain in agreement. The
NDP agrees. The Conservatives agree. The Liberals have agreed.

I want to know whether the Prime Minister is going to get mov‐
ing, because time is running out. For the sake of seniors and farm‐
ers, especially those in Quebec, I am willing to speak with any
leader of any party. To get this done by October 29, we need to get
moving. Does he agree?
● (1515)

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, I am very happy to know that the Bloc Québécois might be there
to support our dental care program for seniors, because this pro‐
gram has helped so many seniors. Three-quarters of a million Cana‐
dians, including Quebeckers, have accessed dental care. The Bloc

Québécois was against this program, but we implemented it any‐
way, and now we are providing this care to millions of people.

We will continue to be there to help seniors with dental care. We
will continue to be there to invest in their future with housing. We
are going to continue to be there to provide the services they need.

Mr. Yves-François Blanchet (Beloeil—Chambly, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, that is the kind of messaging that has left the Liberal gov‐
ernment teetering on the brink. The Liberals should try to change
their approach a bit. Maybe they could dispense with the grand‐
standing and try to have more substance and content.

The Prime Minister himself said that he agrees with helping se‐
niors. He voted for that. He also agrees with supply management.
He also voted for that. Everyone agrees. He needs to put his money
where his mouth is. We absolutely need two bills.

Are we moving forward or not?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, our government is always moving forward, whether it is with in‐
vestments for seniors, investments in jobs for future generations, or
the fight against climate change, in parallel with economic growth.

We are here to continue to work constructively with all those in
the House who want to deliver results for Canadians.

I am very happy to be able to continue our constructive and pro‐
ductive conversations with the Bloc Québécois.

* * *
[English]

CARBON PRICING

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, at the same time he was proposing to quadruple the carbon
tax to 61¢ a litre for seniors, small businesses and single moms, the
Prime Minister spent his summer in a frenzy of high-carbon, high-
taxing and high-flying hypocrisy. Newly released data shows that
he went 92,000 kilometres. In flights, on average, every two days,
he went through 300,000 litres of jet fuel.

Why is it that the Prime Minister punishes working-class Canadi‐
ans with his quadrupling carbon tax, when he flies around burning
more and more jet fuel?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, perhaps if the Leader of the Opposition had actually met with
Canadians, talked with media or been out there across the country
over the course of the summer, he would have heard that Canadians
need the support of government programs and services.
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Canadians want to see $10-a-day child care. Canadians want to

see support on dental care. Canadians want to see a national school
food program. These are all things that the Leader of the Opposi‐
tion wants to cut because that is all he is offering Canadians. That
shows me he was not listening to the Canadians he was talking to.
He was just making sure he could use them to advance his own po‐
litical aims. We are offering solutions.

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, there we have it. The Prime Minister was charging Cana‐
dians for his 92,000 kilometres of flights so that he could go around
repeating the promises that he has broken nationwide while taxing
them. His plan is to hike that tax to 61¢ a litre. The Prime Minister
emitted more carbon than 114 Canadians combined this summer.

Why does the Prime Minister drive people into poverty and chil‐
dren into hunger with promises he breaks and hypocrisy that he
cannot reconcile?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, now Canadians know. In the unfortunate event that that guy ever
ends up Prime Minister, he would stay at home in his basement on
YouTube the whole time, instead of meeting with Canadians.

* * *

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

Speaker, we can resolve that question right now with a carbon tax
election.

[Translation]

However, we know that the Prime Minister does not want an
election because his record on the environment is just as bad as his
record on the economy. It is not just tax hikes. Canada now ranks
63rd out of 67 countries for effective environmental measures.
Hypocrisy does nothing for the environment.

Is he not ready to defend that disastrous record before Canadi‐
ans?
● (1520)

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, Canadians are beginning to understand that the leader of the
Conservative Party has no plan to fight climate change, no plan to
put more money in Canadians' pockets by fighting climate change.
He does not understand that the only way to create a strong econo‐
my for the future is by protecting the environment and fighting cli‐
mate change.

The Conservative leader's ideological refusal to understand the
importance of continuing the fight against climate change proves
that he is completely out of touch with Quebeckers and all Canadi‐
ans.

* * *

WOMEN AND GENDER EQUALITY
Ms. Arielle Kayabaga (London West, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the

government has clearly indicated that a woman's right to choose is
a fundamental right.

Eight out of 10 Canadians say that they support access to abor‐
tion, and many of them are rightfully concerned that the Conserva‐
tive leader and his party will not protect this fundamental right.

Does the Prime Minister agree that a party that does not vigor‐
ously and tirelessly defend a woman's right to choose cannot say
that it is pro-choice?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, I thank the member for London West for that very important
question.

Canadian women are very concerned when they see the Conser‐
vative member for Cypress Hills—Grasslands going on an all-ex‐
penses-paid trip to Florida to promote a future where women do not
have access to abortion. They are right to be concerned about the
fact that the Conservative member for Yorkton—Melville has intro‐
duced a bill to limit access to abortion, not once, not twice, but
three times, and the Leader of the Opposition voted in favour of
that bill.

The Leader of the Opposition can pretend about a lot of things,
but he cannot pretend to be pro-choice.

* * *

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

Speaker, we have already stated that we are not going to change the
abortion law, and everything he said is completely false.

In fact, we are going to protect women with laws against vio‐
lence. Violence has increased by 53% after nine years under this
Prime Minister because of policies that free the worst and most vio‐
lent repeat offenders. The Bloc Québécois has supported those poli‐
cies.

Will the Prime Minister give Quebeckers a chance to vote to stop
the crime by putting the real criminals in jail and finally securing
our borders?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, women in Canada know very well that being pro-choice means
standing up to all those who want to limit women's rights, who
want to take away women's rights, as we have seen in the U.S.

However, what we continually see from this Conservative leader
is that he is incapable of standing up to members of his own caucus
who want to limit women's access to abortion. He even votes in
favour of measures that Conservative members are putting forward
to restrict access to abortion. It is a disgrace.
[English]

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, everything the Prime Minister just said there is completely
false. I could use another word to describe stating a falsehood
knowingly, but we will save that for when we are outside the
House.

The reality is that after nine years of the Prime Minister's poli‐
cies, gun crime is up 120%, as he has put all the resources into tar‐
geting lawful, law-abiding, trained and tested duck hunters and
blown $67 million without recovering a single, solitary gun that he
promised four years ago to ban.
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Why will the Prime Minister not let Canadians vote to stop the

crime and put the real gun criminals in jail?
Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐

er, every time the Leader of the Opposition gets up on his feet to
rhyme off his little show, his party members applaud enthusiastical‐
ly, but during the two times he just stood up to suggest that he is
perhaps pro-choice, there was silence from his team. He cannot
protect women's rights from the members of his own caucus. That
is not standing up for women. That is not protecting the future. That
is not freedom in this country.
● (1525)

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, beyond the normal fear and falsehoods, what we are see‐
ing from the Prime Minister today is someone who is erratic and
who has lost control of himself because he is so desperate to hold
onto power.

My question was about car theft. My next one is about Nanaimo
drug dens, which are now funded and authorized by the govern‐
ment through a permit under the Controlled Drugs and Substances
Act. They were cracked down upon by police officers for traffick‐
ing illegal substances and having 13 weapons.

Will the Prime Minister stop giving permits for these illegal drug
dens so that we can stop the crime and bring home safety?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, we recognize that far too many Canadians have been impacted
by the opioid epidemic and the toxic drug crisis. That is why we are
doubling down on science and supports on the street. We are here to
look at ways to help families through this, to deal with addictions,
to lift people out of poverty. We will partner with people right
across the country to do that on things that make sense in their ju‐
risdictions. We are going to stay grounded in science while the
leaders opposite choose their ideology as guiding paths.

* * *

TAXATION
Mr. Parm Bains (Steveston—Richmond East, Lib.): Mr.

Speaker, throughout the summer, I met with my constituents and
listened to what is on their minds. They want rapid construction of
new housing options. They want their kids to have the best possible
start in life, with $10-a-day child care and nutritious food in
schools. They want to build an economy that works for everyone.
They know that in order to do this, we need to make our tax system
fair.

Could the Prime Minister please update the House on the govern‐
ment's plan to create fairness for every generation?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, I want to thank the member for Steveston—Richmond East for
his hard work.

This is about fairness for every generation, by building more
homes, making life more affordable and creating more good-paying
jobs. Today, the House will vote on our plan to make the tax system
fairer. We know that fairness is the last thing the Conservative lead‐
er and his party care about and that his agenda is filled with cuts to

housing, health care and freedoms. On this side, we stand with
Canadians.

* * *

FOREIGN AFFAIRS

Mr. Blake Desjarlais (Edmonton Griesbach, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, Israel's horrifying and indiscriminate bombings of
Lebanon continue, and Canada is nowhere to be found. Hundreds
of civilians have been killed, including two Canadians and dozens
of children. There are tens of thousands of Canadians in Lebanon.
Our constituents are terrified of what will come next. Canada must
immediately call for de-escalation and take real action to create
peace and safety for everyone in the region.

When will the Prime Minister act to save Canadians in Lebanon
and their families?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, over the past days, I have spoken with Lebanese Canadians who
are deeply worried for their families, and our hearts go out to the
loved ones of the two Canadians killed.

We need to see de-escalation right now from both Israel and
Hezbollah. I spoke with leaders this week, including the King of
Jordan and the UN Secretary-General, along with G7 allies, on the
need for urgent de-escalation. Civilians need to be protected. This
violence needs to stop. We need to move on a path toward regional
stability and peace.

● (1530)

Ms. Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP): Mr. Speaker,
on the same point, it is clear that world leaders have been calling
out over the last year, since the horrific attacks of October 7, for re‐
straint and to control the conflict so that it does not spread, just as it
is spreading into Lebanon. We know who the enemy of peace is;
unfortunately, he has a name. He is Prime Minister Benjamin Ne‐
tanyahu. He has put his political career and his—

Some hon. members: Oh, oh!

The Speaker: Colleagues, I will ask you to only take the floor
when you are recognized by the Chair.

I am going to ask the hon. member for Saanich—Gulf Islands to
conclude her question. She has 10 seconds on the clock.

Ms. Elizabeth May: Mr. Speaker, we are allies of Israel, but Is‐
rael's prime minister is unpopular. He has put his personal ego and
political career ahead of rescuing Israeli hostages, and he seems to
care nothing about innocent civilians, whether in—

The Speaker: The right hon. Prime Minister.

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, the violence in the Middle East needs to stop. We need to see
hostages released. We need to see Hamas lay down its arms. We
need a ceasefire. We need to get back on a path toward a two-state
solution where we have a peaceful, secure, democratic Israel along‐
side a peaceful, secure, democratic Palestinian state.
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Business of Supply
That is Canada's position. That is what we are working with

friends, allies and partners on in the region. That is what we will
continue to work on every single day to bring peace and stability to
that region.

* * *

POINTS OF ORDER
ORAL QUESTIONS

Mr. Blake Desjarlais (Edmonton Griesbach, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, I rise on a point of order. During question period, we
clearly heard a very derogatory, homophobic and cowardly com‐
ment coming from the Conservative benches and directed at the
Prime Minister. Clearly Conservative MPs heard it, because many
of them started to laugh.

I have listened to the feed on ParlVU and can hear the remark.

I urge you, Mr. Speaker, to review the tapes and come back with
a ruling.

The Speaker: I thank the hon. member for Edmonton Griesbach
for his intervention. I will take it under advisement and come back
to the House if necessary.

GOVERNMENT ORDERS
● (1535)

[English]

BUSINESS OF SUPPLY
OPPOSITION MOTION—CONFIDENCE IN THE PRIME MINISTER AND THE

GOVERNMENT

The House resumed from September 24 consideration of the mo‐
tion.

The Speaker: It being 3.34 p.m., the House will now proceed to
the taking of the deferred recorded division on the motion of the
Leader of the Opposition relating to the business of supply.

Call in the members.
● (1545)

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

following division:)
(Division No. 858)

YEAS
Members

Aboultaif Aitchison
Albas Allison
Arnold Baldinelli
Barlow Barrett
Berthold Bezan
Block Bragdon
Brassard Brock
Calkins Caputo
Carrie Chambers
Chong Cooper
Dalton Dancho
Davidson Deltell

d'Entremont Doherty
Dowdall Dreeshen
Duncan (Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry) Ellis
Epp Falk (Battlefords—Lloydminster)
Falk (Provencher) Fast
Ferreri Findlay
Gallant Généreux
Genuis Gladu
Godin Goodridge
Gourde Gray
Hallan Hoback
Jeneroux Jivani
Kelly Khanna
Kitchen Kmiec
Kram Kramp-Neuman
Kurek Kusie
Lake Lantsman
Lawrence Lehoux
Leslie Lewis (Essex)
Lewis (Haldimand—Norfolk) Liepert
Lloyd Lobb
Maguire Majumdar
Martel Mazier
McCauley (Edmonton West) McLean
Melillo Moore
Morantz Morrison
Motz Muys
Nater Patzer
Paul-Hus Perkins
Poilievre Rayes
Redekopp Reid
Rempel Garner Richards
Roberts Rood
Ruff Scheer
Schmale Seeback
Shields Shipley
Small Soroka
Steinley Stewart (Toronto—St. Paul's)
Stewart (Miramichi—Grand Lake) Strahl
Stubbs Tochor
Tolmie Uppal
Van Popta Vecchio
Vidal Vien
Viersen Vis
Vuong Wagantall
Warkentin Waugh
Webber Williams
Williamson Zimmer– — 120

NAYS
Members

Alghabra Ali
Anand Anandasangaree
Angus Arseneault
Arya Ashton
Atwin Bachrach
Badawey Bains
Baker Barron
Barsalou-Duval Battiste
Beaulieu Beech
Bendayan Bergeron
Bérubé Bibeau
Bittle Blair
Blanchet Blanchette-Joncas
Blaney Blois
Boissonnault Boulerice
Bradford Brière
Brunelle-Duceppe Cannings
Carr Casey
Chabot Chagger
Chahal Champagne
Champoux Chatel



25856 COMMONS DEBATES September 25, 2024

Private Members' Business
Chen Chiang
Collins (Hamilton East—Stoney Creek) Collins (Victoria)
Cormier Coteau
Dabrusin Damoff
Davies DeBellefeuille
Desbiens Desilets
Desjarlais Dhaliwal
Dhillon Diab
Dong Drouin
Dubourg Duclos
Duguid Dzerowicz
Ehsassi El-Khoury
Erskine-Smith Fisher
Fonseca Fortier
Fortin Fragiskatos
Fraser Freeland
Fry Gaheer
Gainey Garon
Garrison Gaudreau
Gazan Gerretsen
Gill Gould
Green Guilbeault
Hajdu Hanley
Hardie Hepfner
Holland Housefather
Hughes Hussen
Hutchings Iacono
Idlout Ien
Jaczek Johns
Joly Jones
Jowhari Julian
Kayabaga Kelloway
Khalid Khera
Koutrakis Kusmierczyk
Kwan Lalonde
Lambropoulos Lamoureux
Lapointe Larouche
Lattanzio Lauzon
LeBlanc Lebouthillier
Lemire Lightbound
Long Longfield
Louis (Kitchener—Conestoga) MacAulay (Cardigan)
MacDonald (Malpeque) MacGregor
MacKinnon (Gatineau) Maloney
Martinez Ferrada Masse
Mathyssen May (Cambridge)
May (Saanich—Gulf Islands) McDonald (Avalon)
McGuinty McKay
McKinnon (Coquitlam—Port Coquitlam) McLeod
McPherson Mendès
Mendicino Miao
Michaud Miller
Morrice Morrissey
Murray Naqvi
Ng Noormohamed
Normandin O'Connell
Oliphant O'Regan
Pauzé Perron
Petitpas Taylor Plamondon
Powlowski Qualtrough
Robillard Rodriguez
Rogers Romanado
Rota Sahota
Sajjan Saks
Samson Sarai
Savard-Tremblay Scarpaleggia
Schiefke Serré
Sgro Shanahan
Sheehan Sidhu (Brampton East)
Sidhu (Brampton South) Simard
Sinclair-Desgagné Singh
Sorbara Sousa
Ste-Marie St-Onge

Sudds Tassi
Taylor Roy Thériault
Therrien Thompson
Trudeau Trudel
Turnbull Valdez
Van Bynen van Koeverden
Vandal Vandenbeld
Vignola Villemure
Virani Weiler
Wilkinson Yip
Zahid Zarrillo
Zuberi– — 211

PAIRED
Nil

The Speaker: I declare the motion defeated.

PRIVATE MEMBERS' BUSINESS
● (1550)

[Translation]
NATIONAL FRAMEWORK FOR A GUARANTEED

LIVABLE BASIC INCOME ACT
The House resumed from September 19 consideration of the mo‐

tion that Bill C-223, An Act to develop a national framework for a
guaranteed livable basic income, be read the second time and re‐
ferred to a committee.

The Speaker: The House will now proceed to the taking of the
deferred recorded division on the motion at second reading stage of
Bill C‑223 under Private Members' Business.
● (1600)

(The House divided on the motion, which was negatived on the
following division:)

(Division No. 859)

YEAS
Members

Angus Arya
Ashton Atwin
Bachrach Barron
Blaney Boulerice
Cannings Carr
Casey Collins (Hamilton East—Stoney Creek)
Collins (Victoria) Coteau
Dabrusin Damoff
Davies Desjarlais
Dzerowicz Ehsassi
El-Khoury Erskine-Smith
Fisher Fry
Garrison Gazan
Gerretsen Green
Hanley Hardie
Hepfner Hughes
Idlout Johns
Julian Kwan
Long MacDonald (Malpeque)
MacGregor Masse
Mathyssen May (Saanich—Gulf Islands)
McDonald (Avalon) McLeod
McPherson Morrice
Morrissey Naqvi
Rogers Rota
Singh Taylor Roy
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Zahid Zarrillo– — 54

NAYS
Members

Aboultaif Aitchison
Albas Alghabra
Ali Allison
Anand Anandasangaree
Arnold Arseneault
Badawey Bains
Baker Baldinelli
Barlow Barrett
Barsalou-Duval Battiste
Beaulieu Beech
Bendayan Bergeron
Berthold Bérubé
Bezan Bibeau
Bittle Blair
Blanchet Blanchette-Joncas
Block Blois
Boissonnault Bradford
Bragdon Brassard
Brière Brock
Brunelle-Duceppe Calkins
Caputo Carrie
Chabot Chagger
Chahal Chambers
Champagne Champoux
Chatel Chen
Chiang Chong
Cooper Cormier
Dalton Dancho
Davidson DeBellefeuille
Deltell d'Entremont
Desbiens Desilets
Dhaliwal Dhillon
Diab Doherty
Dong Dowdall
Dreeshen Drouin
Dubourg Duclos
Duguid Duncan (Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry)
Ellis Epp
Falk (Battlefords—Lloydminster) Falk (Provencher)
Fast Ferreri
Findlay Fonseca
Fortier Fortin
Fragiskatos Fraser
Freeland Gaheer
Gainey Gallant
Garon Gaudreau
Généreux Genuis
Gill Gladu
Godin Goodridge
Gould Gourde
Gray Guilbeault
Hajdu Hallan
Hoback Holland
Housefather Hussen
Hutchings Iacono
Ien Jaczek
Jeneroux Jivani
Joly Jones
Jowhari Kelloway
Kelly Khalid
Khanna Khera
Kitchen Kmiec
Koutrakis Kram
Kramp-Neuman Kurek
Kusie Kusmierczyk
Lake Lalonde
Lambropoulos Lamoureux
Lantsman Lapointe

Larouche Lattanzio
Lauzon Lawrence
LeBlanc Lebouthillier
Lehoux Lemire
Leslie Lewis (Essex)
Lewis (Haldimand—Norfolk) Liepert
Lightbound Lloyd
Lobb Longfield
Louis (Kitchener—Conestoga) MacAulay (Cardigan)
MacKinnon (Gatineau) Maguire
Majumdar Maloney
Martel Martinez Ferrada
May (Cambridge) Mazier
McCauley (Edmonton West) McGuinty
McKay McKinnon (Coquitlam—Port Coquitlam)
McLean Melillo
Mendès Mendicino
Miao Michaud
Miller Moore
Morantz Morrison
Motz Murray
Muys Nater
Ng Normandin
O'Connell Oliphant
O'Regan Patzer
Paul-Hus Pauzé
Perkins Perron
Petitpas Taylor Plamondon
Poilievre Powlowski
Qualtrough Rayes
Redekopp Reid
Rempel Garner Richards
Roberts Robillard
Romanado Rood
Ruff Sahota
Sajjan Saks
Samson Sarai
Savard-Tremblay Scarpaleggia
Scheer Schiefke
Schmale Seeback
Sgro Shanahan
Sheehan Shields
Shipley Sidhu (Brampton East)
Sidhu (Brampton South) Simard
Sinclair-Desgagné Small
Sorbara Soroka
Sousa Steinley
Ste-Marie Stewart (Toronto—St. Paul's)
Stewart (Miramichi—Grand Lake) St-Onge
Strahl Stubbs
Sudds Tassi
Thériault Therrien
Thompson Tochor
Tolmie Trudeau
Trudel Turnbull
Uppal Valdez
Van Bynen van Koeverden
Van Popta Vandal
Vandenbeld Vecchio
Vidal Vien
Viersen Vignola
Villemure Virani
Vis Vuong
Wagantall Warkentin
Waugh Webber
Weiler Wilkinson
Williams Williamson
Yip Zimmer
Zuberi– — 273
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PAIRED

Nil

The Speaker: I declare the motion defeated.

* * *

NATIONAL STRATEGY TO REDUCE FOOD WASTE AND
COMBAT FOOD INSECURITY

The House resumed from September 20 consideration of the mo‐
tion.

The Deputy Speaker: The House will now proceed to the taking
of the deferred recorded division on Motion No. 110 under Private
Members' Business in the name of the member for Willowdale.
● (1615)

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

following division:)
(Division No. 860)

YEAS
Members

Alghabra Ali
Anand Anandasangaree
Angus Arseneault
Arya Ashton
Atwin Bachrach
Badawey Bains
Baker Barron
Battiste Beech
Bendayan Bibeau
Bittle Blair
Blaney Blois
Boissonnault Boulerice
Bradford Brière
Cannings Carr
Casey Chagger
Chahal Champagne
Chatel Chen
Chiang Collins (Hamilton East—Stoney Creek)
Collins (Victoria) Cormier
Coteau Dabrusin
Damoff Davies
Desjarlais Dhaliwal
Dhillon Diab
Dong Drouin
Dubourg Duclos
Duguid Dzerowicz
Ehsassi El-Khoury
Fisher Fonseca
Fortier Fragiskatos
Fraser Fry
Gaheer Gainey
Garrison Gazan
Gerretsen Gould
Green Guilbeault
Hajdu Hanley
Hardie Hepfner
Holland Housefather
Hughes Hussen
Hutchings Iacono
Idlout Ien
Jaczek Johns
Joly Jones
Jowhari Julian
Kayabaga Kelloway
Khalid Khera

Koutrakis Kusmierczyk
Kwan Lalonde
Lambropoulos Lamoureux
Lapointe Lattanzio
Lauzon LeBlanc
Lebouthillier Lightbound
Long Longfield
Louis (Kitchener—Conestoga) MacAulay (Cardigan)
MacDonald (Malpeque) MacGregor
MacKinnon (Gatineau) Maloney
Martinez Ferrada Masse
Mathyssen May (Cambridge)
May (Saanich—Gulf Islands) McDonald (Avalon)
McGuinty McKay
McKinnon (Coquitlam—Port Coquitlam) McLeod
McPherson Mendès
Mendicino Miao
Miller Morrice
Morrissey Murray
Naqvi Ng
Noormohamed O'Connell
Oliphant O'Regan
Petitpas Taylor Powlowski
Qualtrough Rayes
Robillard Rogers
Romanado Rota
Sahota Sajjan
Saks Samson
Sarai Scarpaleggia
Schiefke Serré
Sgro Shanahan
Sheehan Sidhu (Brampton East)
Sidhu (Brampton South) Singh
Sorbara Sousa
St-Onge Sudds
Tassi Taylor Roy
Thompson Trudeau
Turnbull Valdez
Van Bynen van Koeverden
Vandal Vandenbeld
Virani Weiler
Wilkinson Yip
Zahid Zarrillo
Zuberi– — 177

NAYS
Members

Aboultaif Aitchison
Albas Allison
Arnold Baldinelli
Barlow Barrett
Barsalou-Duval Beaulieu
Bergeron Berthold
Bérubé Bezan
Blanchet Blanchette-Joncas
Block Bragdon
Brassard Brock
Brunelle-Duceppe Calkins
Caputo Carrie
Chabot Chambers
Champoux Chong
Cooper Dalton
Dancho Davidson
DeBellefeuille Deltell
Desbiens Desilets
Doherty Dowdall
Dreeshen Duncan (Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry)
Ellis Epp
Falk (Battlefords—Lloydminster) Falk (Provencher)
Fast Ferreri
Findlay Fortin
Gallant Garon
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Gaudreau Généreux
Genuis Gill
Gladu Godin
Goodridge Gourde
Gray Hallan
Hoback Jeneroux
Jivani Kelly
Khanna Kitchen
Kmiec Kram
Kramp-Neuman Kurek
Kusie Lake
Lantsman Larouche
Lawrence Lehoux
Lemire Leslie
Lewis (Essex) Lewis (Haldimand—Norfolk)
Liepert Lloyd
Lobb Maguire
Majumdar Martel
Mazier McCauley (Edmonton West)
McLean Melillo
Michaud Moore
Morantz Morrison
Motz Muys
Nater Normandin
Patzer Paul-Hus
Pauzé Perkins
Perron Plamondon
Poilievre Redekopp
Reid Rempel Garner
Richards Roberts
Rood Ruff
Savard-Tremblay Scheer
Schmale Seeback
Shields Shipley
Simard Sinclair-Desgagné
Small Soroka
Steinley Ste-Marie
Stewart (Toronto—St. Paul's) Stewart (Miramichi—Grand Lake)
Strahl Stubbs
Thériault Therrien
Tochor Tolmie
Trudel Uppal
Van Popta Vecchio
Vidal Vien
Viersen Vignola
Villemure Vis
Vuong Wagantall
Warkentin Waugh
Webber Williams
Williamson Zimmer– — 150

PAIRED
Nil

The Deputy Speaker: I declare the motion carried.

* * *

CANADA LABOUR CODE
The House resumed from September 23 consideration of the mo‐

tion that Bill C-378, An Act amending the Canada Labour Code
(complaints by former employees), be read the second time and re‐
ferred to a committee.

The Deputy Speaker: The House will now proceed to the taking
of the deferred recorded division on the motion at second reading
stage of Bill C-378 under Private Members' Business.

Before the Clerk announced the results of the vote:

● (1625)

The Deputy Speaker: Before getting the Table to compile the
results of the vote, I want to thank our caller for such a great job but
also to wish him a very happy birthday: our clerk Robert Benoit. I
know I am going to pay for that.

(The House divided on the motion, which was agreed to on the
following division:)

(Division No. 861)

YEAS
Members

Aboultaif Aitchison
Albas Alghabra
Ali Allison
Anand Anandasangaree
Angus Arnold
Arseneault Arya
Ashton Atwin
Bachrach Badawey
Bains Baker
Baldinelli Barlow
Barrett Barron
Barsalou-Duval Battiste
Beaulieu Beech
Bendayan Bergeron
Berthold Bérubé
Bezan Bibeau
Bittle Blair
Blanchet Blanchette-Joncas
Blaney Block
Blois Boissonnault
Boulerice Bradford
Bragdon Brassard
Brière Brock
Brunelle-Duceppe Calkins
Cannings Caputo
Carr Carrie
Casey Chabot
Chagger Chahal
Chambers Champagne
Champoux Chatel
Chen Chiang
Chong Collins (Hamilton East—Stoney Creek)
Collins (Victoria) Cooper
Cormier Coteau
Dabrusin Dalton
Damoff Dancho
Davidson Davies
DeBellefeuille Deltell
Desbiens Desilets
Desjarlais Dhaliwal
Dhillon Diab
Doherty Dong
Dowdall Dreeshen
Drouin Dubourg
Duclos Duguid
Duncan (Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry) Dzerowicz
Ehsassi El-Khoury
Ellis Epp
Erskine-Smith Falk (Battlefords—Lloydminster)
Falk (Provencher) Fast
Ferreri Findlay
Fisher Fonseca
Fortier Fortin
Fragiskatos Fraser
Freeland Fry
Gaheer Gainey
Gallant Garon
Garrison Gaudreau
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Gazan Généreux
Genuis Gerretsen
Gill Gladu
Godin Goodridge
Gould Gourde
Gray Green
Guilbeault Hajdu
Hallan Hanley
Hardie Hepfner
Hoback Holland
Housefather Hughes
Hussen Hutchings
Iacono Idlout
Ien Jaczek
Jeneroux Jivani
Johns Joly
Jones Jowhari
Julian Kayabaga
Kelloway Kelly
Khalid Khanna
Khera Kitchen
Kmiec Koutrakis
Kram Kramp-Neuman
Kurek Kusie
Kusmierczyk Kwan
Lake Lalonde
Lambropoulos Lamoureux
Lantsman Lapointe
Larouche Lattanzio
Lauzon Lawrence
LeBlanc Lebouthillier
Lehoux Lemire
Leslie Lewis (Essex)
Lewis (Haldimand—Norfolk) Liepert
Lightbound Lloyd
Lobb Long
Longfield Louis (Kitchener—Conestoga)
MacAulay (Cardigan) MacDonald (Malpeque)
MacGregor MacKinnon (Gatineau)
Maguire Majumdar
Maloney Martel
Martinez Ferrada Masse
Mathyssen May (Cambridge)
May (Saanich—Gulf Islands) Mazier
McCauley (Edmonton West) McDonald (Avalon)
McGuinty McKay
McKinnon (Coquitlam—Port Coquitlam) McLean
McLeod McPherson
Melillo Mendès
Mendicino Miao
Michaud Miller
Moore Morantz
Morrice Morrison
Morrissey Motz
Murray Muys
Naqvi Nater
Ng Noormohamed
Normandin O'Connell
Oliphant O'Regan
Patzer Paul-Hus
Pauzé Perkins
Perron Petitpas Taylor
Plamondon Poilievre
Powlowski Qualtrough
Rayes Redekopp
Reid Rempel Garner
Richards Roberts
Rogers Romanado
Rood Rota
Ruff Sahota
Sajjan Saks
Samson Sarai
Savard-Tremblay Scarpaleggia

Scheer Schiefke
Schmale Seeback
Serré Sgro
Shanahan Sheehan
Shields Shipley
Sidhu (Brampton East) Sidhu (Brampton South)
Simard Sinclair-Desgagné
Singh Small
Sorbara Soroka
Sousa Steinley
Ste-Marie Stewart (Toronto—St. Paul's)
Stewart (Miramichi—Grand Lake) St-Onge
Strahl Stubbs
Sudds Tassi
Taylor Roy Therrien
Thompson Tochor
Tolmie Trudel
Turnbull Uppal
Valdez Van Bynen
van Koeverden Van Popta
Vandal Vandenbeld
Vecchio Vidal
Vien Viersen
Vignola Villemure
Virani Vis
Vuong Wagantall
Warkentin Waugh
Webber Weiler
Wilkinson Williams
Williamson Yip
Zahid Zarrillo
Zimmer Zuberi– — 326

NAYS
Nil

PAIRED
Nil

The Deputy Speaker: I declare the motion carried.

Accordingly, the bill stands referred to the Standing Committee
on Human Resources, Skills and Social Development and the Sta‐
tus of Persons with Disabilities.

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

* * *
● (1630)

[Translation]

CRIMINAL CODE
The House resumed from September 24 consideration of Bill

S-205, An Act to amend the Criminal Code and to make conse‐
quential amendments to another Act (interim release and domestic
violence recognizance orders), as reported (with amendments) from
the committee, and of the motions in Group No. 1.

The Deputy Speaker: The House will now proceed to the taking
of the deferred recorded division on the motions at report stage of
Bill S‑205, under Private Members' Business.
[English]

The question is on Motion No. 1. A vote on this motion also ap‐
plies to Motions Nos. 2 to 12.
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● (1640)

(The House divided on Motion No. 1, which was negatived on
the following division:)

(Division No. 862)

YEAS
Members

Aboultaif Aitchison
Albas Allison
Arnold Baldinelli
Barlow Barrett
Beaulieu Bendayan
Berthold Bezan
Block Bragdon
Brassard Brock
Calkins Caputo
Carrie Chambers
Chong Cooper
Dalton Dancho
Davidson Deltell
Doherty Dowdall
Dreeshen Duncan (Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry)
Ellis Epp
Falk (Battlefords—Lloydminster) Falk (Provencher)
Fast Ferreri
Findlay Gallant
Généreux Genuis
Gladu Godin
Goodridge Gourde
Gray Hallan
Hoback Jeneroux
Jivani Kelly
Khanna Kitchen
Kmiec Kram
Kramp-Neuman Kurek
Kusie Lake
Lantsman Lawrence
Lehoux Leslie
Lewis (Essex) Lewis (Haldimand—Norfolk)
Liepert Lloyd
Lobb Maguire
Majumdar Martel
Mazier McCauley (Edmonton West)
McLean Melillo
Moore Morantz
Morrison Motz
Muys Nater
Patzer Paul-Hus
Perkins Poilievre
Rayes Redekopp
Reid Rempel Garner
Richards Roberts
Robillard Rood
Ruff Scheer
Schmale Seeback
Shields Shipley
Small Soroka
Steinley Stewart (Toronto—St. Paul's)
Stewart (Miramichi—Grand Lake) Strahl
Stubbs Tochor
Tolmie Uppal
Van Popta Vecchio
Vidal Vien
Viersen Villemure
Vis Vuong
Wagantall Warkentin
Waugh Webber
Williams Williamson
Zimmer– — 123

NAYS
Members

Alghabra Ali
Anand Anandasangaree
Angus Arseneault
Arya Ashton
Atwin Bachrach
Badawey Bains
Baker Barron
Barsalou-Duval Battiste
Beech Bergeron
Bérubé Bibeau
Bittle Blair
Blanchette-Joncas Blaney
Blois Boissonnault
Boulerice Bradford
Brière Brunelle-Duceppe
Cannings Carr
Casey Chabot
Chagger Chahal
Champagne Champoux
Chatel Chen
Chiang Collins (Hamilton East—Stoney Creek)
Collins (Victoria) Cormier
Coteau Dabrusin
Damoff Davies
DeBellefeuille Desbiens
Desilets Desjarlais
Dhaliwal Dhillon
Diab Dong
Drouin Dubourg
Duclos Duguid
Dzerowicz Ehsassi
El-Khoury Erskine-Smith
Fisher Fonseca
Fortier Fortin
Fragiskatos Fraser
Freeland Fry
Gaheer Gainey
Garon Garrison
Gaudreau Gazan
Gerretsen Gill
Gould Green
Guilbeault Hajdu
Hanley Hardie
Hepfner Holland
Housefather Hughes
Hussen Hutchings
Iacono Idlout
Ien Jaczek
Johns Joly
Jones Jowhari
Julian Kayabaga
Kelloway Khalid
Khera Koutrakis
Kusmierczyk Kwan
Lalonde Lambropoulos
Lamoureux Lapointe
Larouche Lattanzio
Lauzon LeBlanc
Lebouthillier Lemire
Lightbound Long
Longfield Louis (Kitchener—Conestoga)
MacAulay (Cardigan) MacDonald (Malpeque)
MacGregor MacKinnon (Gatineau)
Maloney Martinez Ferrada
Masse Mathyssen
May (Cambridge) May (Saanich—Gulf Islands)
McDonald (Avalon) McGuinty
McKay McKinnon (Coquitlam—Port Coquitlam)
McLeod McPherson
Mendès Mendicino
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Miao Michaud
Miller Morrice
Morrissey Murray
Naqvi Ng
Noormohamed Normandin
O'Connell Oliphant
O'Regan Pauzé
Petitpas Taylor Plamondon
Powlowski Qualtrough
Rogers Romanado
Rota Sahota
Sajjan Saks
Samson Sarai
Scarpaleggia Schiefke
Serré Sgro
Shanahan Sheehan
Sidhu (Brampton East) Sidhu (Brampton South)
Simard Sinclair-Desgagné
Singh Sorbara
Sousa Ste-Marie
St-Onge Sudds
Tassi Taylor Roy
Therrien Thompson
Trudeau Trudel
Turnbull Valdez
Van Bynen van Koeverden
Vandal Vandenbeld
Vignola Virani
Weiler Wilkinson
Yip Zahid
Zarrillo Zuberi– — 202

PAIRED
Nil

The Deputy Speaker: I declare Motion No. 1 defeated. I there‐
fore declare Motions Nos. 2 to 12 defeated.

Ms. Raquel Dancho (Kildonan—St. Paul, CPC) moved that
the bill be concurred in.

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

The hon. parliamentary secretary to the government House lead‐
er.

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux: Mr. Speaker, we would request a
recorded vote, please.
● (1655)

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

following division:)
(Division No. 863)

YEAS
Members

Aboultaif Aitchison
Albas Alghabra
Ali Allison
Anand Angus
Arnold Arseneault
Arya Ashton
Atwin Bachrach
Badawey Bains
Baker Baldinelli
Barlow Barrett

Barron Barsalou-Duval
Battiste Beaulieu
Beech Bendayan
Bergeron Berthold
Bérubé Bezan
Bibeau Bittle
Blair Blanchet
Blanchette-Joncas Blaney
Block Blois
Boissonnault Boulerice
Bradford Bragdon
Brassard Brière
Brock Brunelle-Duceppe
Calkins Cannings
Caputo Carr
Carrie Casey
Chabot Chagger
Chahal Chambers
Champagne Champoux
Chatel Chen
Chiang Chong
Collins (Hamilton East—Stoney Creek) Collins (Victoria)
Cooper Cormier
Coteau Dabrusin
Dalton Damoff
Dancho Davidson
Davies DeBellefeuille
Deltell Desbiens
Desilets Desjarlais
Dhaliwal Dhillon
Diab Doherty
Dong Dowdall
Dreeshen Drouin
Dubourg Duclos
Duguid Duncan (Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry)
Dzerowicz Ehsassi
El-Khoury Ellis
Epp Erskine-Smith
Falk (Battlefords—Lloydminster) Falk (Provencher)
Fast Ferreri
Findlay Fisher
Fonseca Fortier
Fortin Fragiskatos
Fraser Freeland
Fry Gaheer
Gainey Gallant
Garon Garrison
Gaudreau Gazan
Généreux Genuis
Gerretsen Gill
Gladu Godin
Goodridge Gould
Gourde Gray
Green Guilbeault
Hajdu Hallan
Hanley Hardie
Hepfner Hoback
Holland Housefather
Hughes Hussen
Hutchings Iacono
Idlout Ien
Jaczek Jeneroux
Jivani Johns
Joly Jones
Jowhari Julian
Kayabaga Kelloway
Kelly Khalid
Khanna Khera
Kitchen Kmiec
Koutrakis Kram
Kramp-Neuman Kurek
Kusie Kusmierczyk
Kwan Lake
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Lalonde Lambropoulos
Lamoureux Lantsman
Lapointe Larouche
Lattanzio Lauzon
Lawrence LeBlanc
Lebouthillier Lehoux
Lemire Leslie
Lewis (Essex) Lewis (Haldimand—Norfolk)
Liepert Lightbound
Lloyd Lobb
Long Longfield
Louis (Kitchener—Conestoga) MacAulay (Cardigan)
MacDonald (Malpeque) MacGregor
MacKinnon (Gatineau) Maguire
Majumdar Maloney
Martel Martinez Ferrada
Masse Mathyssen
May (Cambridge) May (Saanich—Gulf Islands)
Mazier McCauley (Edmonton West)
McDonald (Avalon) McGuinty
McKay McKinnon (Coquitlam—Port Coquitlam)
McLean McLeod
McPherson Melillo
Mendès Mendicino
Miao Michaud
Miller Moore
Morantz Morrice
Morrison Morrissey
Murray Muys
Naqvi Nater
Ng Noormohamed
Normandin O'Connell
Oliphant O'Regan
Patzer Paul-Hus
Pauzé Perkins
Petitpas Taylor Plamondon
Poilievre Powlowski
Qualtrough Rayes
Redekopp Reid
Rempel Garner Richards
Roberts Robillard
Rogers Romanado
Rood Rota
Ruff Sahota
Sajjan Saks
Samson Sarai
Scarpaleggia Scheer
Schiefke Schmale
Seeback Serré
Sgro Shanahan
Sheehan Shields
Shipley Sidhu (Brampton East)
Sidhu (Brampton South) Simard
Sinclair-Desgagné Singh
Small Sorbara
Soroka Sousa
Steinley Ste-Marie
Stewart (Toronto—St. Paul's) Stewart (Miramichi—Grand Lake)
St-Onge Strahl
Stubbs Sudds
Tassi Taylor Roy
Therrien Thompson
Tochor Tolmie
Trudeau Trudel
Turnbull Uppal
Valdez Van Bynen
van Koeverden Van Popta
Vandal Vandenbeld
Vecchio Vidal
Vien Viersen
Vignola Villemure
Virani Vis
Vuong Wagantall

Warkentin Waugh
Webber Weiler
Wilkinson Williams
Williamson Yip
Zahid Zarrillo
Zimmer Zuberi– — 324

NAYS
Nil

PAIRED
Nil

The Speaker: I declare the motion carried.
[English]

Ms. Raquel Dancho moved that the bill be read the third time
and passed.

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

The hon. member for Kildonan—St. Paul.
Ms. Raquel Dancho: Mr. Speaker, I request a recorded division.

● (1705)

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

following division:)
(Division No. 864)

YEAS
Members

Aboultaif Aitchison
Albas Alghabra
Ali Allison
Anand Anandasangaree
Angus Arnold
Arseneault Arya
Ashton Atwin
Bachrach Badawey
Bains Baker
Baldinelli Barlow
Barrett Barron
Barsalou-Duval Battiste
Beaulieu Beech
Bendayan Bergeron
Berthold Bérubé
Bezan Bibeau
Bittle Blair
Blanchet Blanchette-Joncas
Blaney Block
Blois Boissonnault
Boulerice Bradford
Bragdon Brassard
Brière Brock
Brunelle-Duceppe Calkins
Cannings Caputo
Carr Carrie
Casey Chabot
Chagger Chahal
Chambers Champagne
Champoux Chatel
Chen Chiang
Chong Collins (Hamilton East—Stoney Creek)
Collins (Victoria) Cooper



25864 COMMONS DEBATES September 25, 2024

Private Members' Business
Cormier Coteau
Dabrusin Dalton
Damoff Dancho
Davidson Davies
DeBellefeuille Deltell
Desbiens Desilets
Desjarlais Dhaliwal
Dhillon Diab
Doherty Dong
Dowdall Dreeshen
Drouin Dubourg
Duclos Duguid
Duncan (Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry) Dzerowicz
Ehsassi El-Khoury
Ellis Epp
Falk (Battlefords—Lloydminster) Falk (Provencher)
Fast Ferreri
Fisher Fonseca
Fortier Fortin
Fragiskatos Fraser
Freeland Fry
Gaheer Gainey
Gallant Garon
Garrison Gaudreau
Gazan Généreux
Genuis Gerretsen
Gill Gladu
Godin Goodridge
Gould Gourde
Gray Green
Guilbeault Hajdu
Hallan Hanley
Hardie Hepfner
Hoback Holland
Housefather Hughes
Hussen Hutchings
Iacono Idlout
Ien Jaczek
Jeneroux Jivani
Johns Joly
Jones Jowhari
Julian Kayabaga
Kelloway Kelly
Khalid Khanna
Khera Kitchen
Kmiec Koutrakis
Kram Kramp-Neuman
Kurek Kusie
Kusmierczyk Kwan
Lake Lalonde
Lambropoulos Lamoureux
Lantsman Lapointe
Larouche Lattanzio
Lauzon Lawrence
LeBlanc Lebouthillier
Lehoux Lemire
Leslie Lewis (Essex)
Lewis (Haldimand—Norfolk) Liepert
Lightbound Lloyd
Lobb Long
Longfield Louis (Kitchener—Conestoga)
MacAulay (Cardigan) MacDonald (Malpeque)
MacGregor MacKinnon (Gatineau)
Maguire Majumdar
Maloney Martel
Martinez Ferrada Masse
Mathyssen May (Cambridge)
May (Saanich—Gulf Islands) Mazier
McCauley (Edmonton West) McDonald (Avalon)
McGuinty McKay
McKinnon (Coquitlam—Port Coquitlam) McLean
McLeod McPherson
Melillo Mendès

Mendicino Miao
Michaud Miller
Moore Morantz
Morrice Morrison
Morrissey Murray
Muys Naqvi
Nater Ng
Noormohamed O'Connell
Oliphant O'Regan
Patzer Paul-Hus
Pauzé Perkins
Petitpas Taylor Poilievre
Powlowski Qualtrough
Rayes Redekopp
Reid Rempel Garner
Richards Roberts
Robillard Rogers
Romanado Rood
Rota Ruff
Sahota Sajjan
Saks Samson
Sarai Scarpaleggia
Scheer Schiefke
Schmale Seeback
Serré Sgro
Shanahan Sheehan
Shields Shipley
Sidhu (Brampton East) Sidhu (Brampton South)
Simard Sinclair-Desgagné
Singh Small
Sorbara Soroka
Sousa Steinley
Ste-Marie Stewart (Toronto—St. Paul's)
Stewart (Miramichi—Grand Lake) St-Onge
Strahl Stubbs
Sudds Tassi
Taylor Roy Therrien
Thompson Tochor
Tolmie Trudeau
Trudel Turnbull
Uppal Valdez
Van Bynen van Koeverden
Van Popta Vandal
Vandenbeld Vecchio
Vidal Vien
Viersen Vignola
Villemure Virani
Vis Vuong
Wagantall Warkentin
Waugh Webber
Weiler Wilkinson
Williams Williamson
Yip Zahid
Zarrillo Zimmer
Zuberi– — 321

NAYS
Nil

PAIRED
Nil

The Speaker: I declare the motion carried.
(Bill read the third time and passed)

[English]
The Speaker: I wish to inform the House that, because of the

deferred recorded divisions, Government Orders will be extended
by 90 minutes.
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● (1710)

Hon. Gary Anandasangaree: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order, I
was here just before you announced the last vote. Unfortunately, I
was not recognized, but I understand that the last two votes for
which I did vote, both in favour, were not registered. I am wonder‐
ing if you could clarify that. If they are not registered, then I would
ask for your consent to be registered as in favour.

The Speaker: I would like to inform the hon. minister that we
have his vote recorded for third reading, but we would need to seek
unanimous consent of the House to have his other vote considered.

Hon. Gary Anandasangaree: Mr. Speaker, I would seek unani‐
mous consent for my vote on Bill S-205 to be registered in favour.

The Speaker: Does the hon. member have unanimous consent to
submit his vote in favour?

Some hon. members: Nay.

The Speaker: I wish to inform the House that the volume of ear‐
pieces will now be reset. Members using their earpiece at this time
will have to readjust the volume.

● (1715)

Hon. Marco Mendicino: Mr. Speaker, I am seeking the unani‐
mous consent of the House to change my vote, which was incor‐
rectly recorded as nay, to yea on the concurrence of Bill S-205.

The Speaker: Is that agreed?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS
[English]

COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE

PROCEDURE AND HOUSE AFFAIRS

Mr. Ben Carr (Winnipeg South Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I
have the honour to present, in both official languages, the 69th re‐
port of the Standing Committee on Procedure and House Affairs.

The committee advises that, pursuant to Standing Order 91.1(2),
the Subcommittee on Private Members' Business met to consider
the items added to the order of precedence on Friday, June 14, as
well as the orders for the second reading of private members' public
bills originating in the Senate, and recommended that the items list‐
ed herein, which it has determined should not be designated non-
votable, be considered by the House.

The Speaker: Pursuant to Standing Order 91.1(2), the report is
deemed adopted.

It is my duty, pursuant to Standing Order 38 to inform the House
that the questions to be raised tonight at the time of adjournment
are as follows: the hon. member for Edmonton—Wetaskiwin, Fi‐
nance; the hon. member for Spadina—Fort York, Immigration,
Refugees and Citizenship; the hon. member for Courtenay—Al‐
berni, Health.

● (1720)

FINANCE

Mr. Marty Morantz (Charleswood—St. James—Assiniboia—
Headingley, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I move that the 16th report of the
Standing Committee on Finance, presented to the House on Mon‐
day, February 26, be concurred in.

I will be sharing my time with my amazing colleague, the mem‐
ber for Central Okanagan—Similkameen—Nicola.

What an honour it is to rise on behalf of my constituents, the
great people of Charleswood—St. James—Assiniboia—Heading‐
ley. Every day I come here, I think about what we can do as mem‐
bers of Parliament to make their lives just a bit better.

It is also an honour for me to serve as a member of the Standing
Committee on Finance, where I have been for the most part since I
was elected in 2019, with a brief stint along the way as a member
of the foreign affairs committee. The members of the finance com‐
mittee serve a vital role as the only opposition party focused on
holding the Liberal government to account.

People are suffering across this land from coast to coast to coast
after nine years of the most incompetent and out-of-touch govern‐
ment in Canadian history. That is why I think it is very important to
point out the extraordinary display of hypocrisy we just saw unfold
in the chamber.

Just two weeks ago, in the throes of the Elmwood—Transcona
by-election, the leader of the NDP rose to his feet in front of the
cameras, held up a copy of the coalition agreement and said that he
was ripping it up and that he was done with the Prime Minister. He
said that it was over and that the gloves were off. I cannot help but
think that the New Democrats thought they were going to lose the
by-election. They knew the Liberals were dragging them down, and
so the leader stood up in front of the cameras and said that he was
ripping up the coalition agreement.

Some hon. members: Oh, oh!

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): There
seem to be conversations going on. I am not sure what those con‐
versations are about, but I would ask members to please have them
outside the chamber, because they are interrupting the proceedings.

The hon. member has the floor.

Mr. Marty Morantz: Madam Speaker, the extraordinary display
of hypocrisy that just occurred in the House has never before been
seen on a level like that in the history of this country and in the his‐
tory of this austere chamber.

What happened? The leader of the NDP knew he was going
down. We had a great candidate. I was at doors with him many
times. Colin Reynolds is a construction electrician, a guy on the ex‐
ecutive of his local IBEW union board who grew up in the area and
who really connected with the residents.
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The leader of the NDP knew he was going to lose the by-elec‐

tion. What did he do? He said that he was ripping up the agreement
and that he was done with the Prime Minister. Unfortunately, the
people of Elmwood—Transcona deserve better. They deserve better
than having the leader of the NDP try to fool them into thinking he
is a man of principle. He is not, and that was established today. In
front of the entire country, the man who said he was ripping up the
agreement got up, taped it back together and said that he believes in
the Prime Minister and is voting with him. In fact, he said he has
confidence in the Prime Minister.

The height of hypocrisy is on a level never, ever before seen on
the floor of the chamber. Canadians will not forget it, and the peo‐
ple of Elmwood—Transcona will not forget it come the next elec‐
tion.

Regarding the issue of the report, as I said, I sit on the commit‐
tee. Conservatives really are the only members on the committee
who are doing their best to hold the government to account. We had
some great ideas for the report that our colleagues from other par‐
ties on the committee would not support. Therefore, for the people
watching, I will explain that we attached a dissenting report to the
report, which we are allowed to do. Anyone can look it up online
and read the dissenting report. I want to go through some parts of it,
but before I do, I want to just circle back for a second to look at
part of the Liberal government's record.

In 2015, in order to fool Canadians into voting for him, the Prime
Minister promised to balance the budget by 2019. Of course that
never happened. In fact he doubled the national debt in nine years.
It is hard to get one's head around that, but just to put it in perspec‐
tive, in 2015, when the Prime Minister first was elected to office,
the national debt was $616 billion. Today it is over $1.2 trillion.
The Prime Minister has gone more in debt than all other prime min‐
isters from 1867 to today combined.

Today the interest on the debt is $52 billion a year, which is more
than we spend on health care, more than we spend on defence and
in fact more than we actually collect in the GST. It is important for
people watching to know that when they go out and buy something
in the store and the store adds on the GST, that money is going di‐
rectly to paying the interest on the massive, historic debt that the
Prime Minister has managed to rack up.

Therefore at committee, Conservatives made a number of com‐
mon-sense recommendations that were rejected by the NDP and
Liberal members. One of the recommendations we made, which we
had hoped would be a recommendation in the report, was to axe the
carbon tax. The reason we wanted to axe the carbon tax is pretty
straightforward, and I will go through some of those points. For ex‐
ample, the Governor of the Bank of Canada, Tiff Macklem, came to
committee and told us that the carbon taxes are inflationary and that
by cutting the carbon tax, inflation would come down by 0.6%,
bringing the CPI back into the bank's target range.

The government has an opportunity now to start with the carbon
tax on farmers. The common-sense Conservative bill, Bill C-234,
should be passed immediately in its original form to take the tax off
farmers to help lower food prices. I know it has been said many
times in the House, but when one taxes the farmer who produces
the food, taxes the trucker who ships the food and taxes the grocer

who stocks the food, the food costs more. What is the result? It is
two million Canadians lining up at food banks, and a historic num‐
ber of homeless encampments across this country.

● (1725)

Earlier this year, as part of the finance committee's housing
study, Mayor Cam Guthrie from Guelph was a witness. He was
elected in 2014. I asked Mayor Guthrie how many homeless en‐
campments there were in Guelph the year he was elected. He said
there were zero. I asked how many there are today, and he said
there are 20. That is just one example.

I made a speech about this the other day in the House and went
through the litany of housing-hell stories across this country as a re‐
sult of the apocalyptic, historically terrible housing policies of the
Liberal government. With $82 billion on the national housing strat‐
egy, never before has so much been spent to achieve so little.

It is time to axe the failed and inflationary carbon tax that makes
gas, groceries and home heating more expensive, and to bring down
inflation so Canadians can once again earn powerful paycheques so
they can afford nutritious food and a home in a safe neighbourhood.
It seems like a simple ask, part of the Canadian dream, but that
dream has been broken by the failed policies of the Liberal govern‐
ment.

We said to axe the tax, and we also talked about building more
homes. There is a housing crisis in this country. There is an afford‐
ability crisis, and we need to build millions of homes. However, the
Liberals and the NDP voted against our common-sense Conserva‐
tive bill, the building homes, not bureaucracy act, a bill that would
have gotten houses built. Instead they just got in the way. They are
the gatekeepers of the House of Commons, and they got in the way
of a common-sense bill that would have helped Canadians. Of
course, we also need to fix the budget and stop the crime. Let us
bring it home.

● (1730)

Hon. Ya'ara Saks (Minister of Mental Health and Addictions
and Associate Minister of Health, Lib.): Madam Speaker, as we
are listening, the Conservatives never miss the opportunity to actu‐
ally work for Canadians. We were supposed to be discussing Bill
C-71 tonight, which is about lost Canadians. When the Conserva‐
tives were in power, they actually stripped the ability of Canadians
to retain or gain their citizenship. I wanted to debate the bill tonight
because it would affect my daughter, who was born abroad but has
lived here all of her life; it might actually ensure that her children
have Canadian citizenship.
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I would ask the member this: Why is it that we have to hear the

same slogans over and over again rather than do the work we are
doing on this side of the House for Canadians?

Mr. Marty Morantz: Madam Speaker, I will agree with the
member. At one point she said that Conservatives never cease to
work for Canadians. In fact, that is absolutely correct. We will nev‐
er cease to work for Canadians, and that is exactly what we are do‐
ing right now.

I will take no lessons from a member who literally was holding
hands with Mahmoud Abbas in Ramallah less than a year ago, after
what happened on October 7, 2023.
[Translation]

Mr. Gabriel Ste-Marie (Joliette, BQ): Madam Speaker, I con‐
gratulate my colleague for his speech in the House and all the work
he does on the Standing Committee on Finance.

We are talking about the prebudget consultation report tabled in
February of this year, after which the government tabled its budget.

Does my colleague feel that the budget the government tabled in
the spring was well rooted in the consultations we held and the re‐
port we presented to the government?
[English]

Mr. Marty Morantz: Madam Speaker, as I said, Conservatives
tabled a dissenting report, and that report was based on testimony
we heard from many witnesses at committee who said that the car‐
bon tax was just a terrible policy that was making life harder for ev‐
eryone, that we needed to take tangible steps to build more homes,
that the budget was out of control, and in fact that the budgetary
spending was the actual cause of spiking inflation and making ev‐
erything more expensive for everyone. We heard testimony saying
that we needed to bring in things like mandatory minimum sen‐
tences and consecutive sentences in order to help stem the tide of
crime in this country.

Those things are in a dissenting report for the very reason my
colleague mentioned, which is that our colleagues in the Liberal
and NDP parties on the committee would not agree to listen to what
the witnesses said.

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): The hon.
Minister for Mental Health and Addictions is rising on a point of
order.

Hon. Ya'ara Saks: Madam Speaker, I would like to raise a mat‐
ter of personal privilege with regard to the member's comments
about the government work that I did abroad. I am a Canadian citi‐
zen and an Israeli citizen; I have dedicated 30 years of my life to
peacebuilding and he took a—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): This is
more a point of debate than it is a matter of privilege.

The hon. member for Courtenay—Alberni is rising on a point of
order.

Mr. Gord Johns: Madam Speaker, actually, the minister has a
point. My colleague simply asked the member a question in relation
to what he said on the floor of the House of Commons, and he took
the time to insult her. That is totally unacceptable. He should be
apologizing to the House.

● (1735)

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): This is
all part of debate. I want to remind members to be careful on the
wording of what they are saying in the House. This has caused a bit
of disorder.

Questions and comments, the hon. member for Courtenay—Al‐
berni.

Mr. Gord Johns (Courtenay—Alberni, NDP): Madam Speak‐
er, my colleague talked about the by-election in Elmwood—
Transcona. He talked about small business people. For seven years,
the NDP led the charge to cap credit card merchant fees and forced
the government to do something. The Conservatives sat silent for
seven years while small business people paid some of the highest
credit card fees in the world. Leila Dance, who won in Elmwood—
Transcona, ran the Transcona business improvement association.
The reason she won is that small business people saw right through
the Conservatives, who are actually just there for big corporations.

Why were the Conservatives silent and standing up for Visa and
Mastercard instead of small business owners in this country?

Mr. Marty Morantz: Madam Speaker, that is pretty rich from
this member. His party voted with a government that spiked infla‐
tion higher than it has ever been before, quicker than has ever hap‐
pened before, and this has made everything more expensive. As
much as they like to talk about how inflation has come down to the
2% target, the damage has been done. Everything is more expen‐
sive. Good on him for taking on credit card interest, but the reality
is that the policies he supported were seriously detrimental to af‐
fordability in this country. Canadians are suffering now because of
that.

Mr. Dan Albas (Central Okanagan—Similkameen—Nicola,
CPC): Madam Speaker, it is always a pleasure and an honour to
rise on behalf of the good people of Central Okanagan—Similka‐
meen—Nicola, and I am very proud to be sharing this time with the
previous member.

The Standing Committee on Finance has a very important job. In
fact, it is a rare committee because, in our Standing Orders, it actu‐
ally says that the finance committee must travel and hear widely
from Canadians as it does its deliberations. As we have heard from
the leader of Canada's common-sense Conservatives, Canada has a
problem. We have a gatekeeper economy, which means that there
are many people who are seeking prosperity and opportunity, but
they cannot do so because of the various gatekeepers that are clos‐
ing in. I was previously a member of the finance committee, and we
would sometimes travel to remote locations to hear testimony. I
took great pride in the effort to do so.

One of the key problems we have is that the average citizen does
not have a lobbyist here in Ottawa. Oftentimes, lobbyists are the
ones coming to the finance committee, and the number one recom‐
mendation they always make is to spend more money. When we
talk about the costly coalition of a mainly NDP-Liberal govern‐
ment, sometimes supported by the Bloc, it is because there is never
a dollar for which they could not find something to spend it on.
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Let us hearken back to the first majority the government had.

The President of the Treasury Board at the time said they were go‐
ing to do a spending review. From the spending review, they found
that they needed to spend more money. That is the kind of situation
we have: There is no leadership or priority except to spend others'
money. When I speak about this issue, I often say of the govern‐
ment that Ottawa has a spending problem; it does not have a rev‐
enue problem. Nevertheless, there is not a tax that the government
will not look to increase. Every April 1, we see a hodgepodge of
different taxes, starting with the carbon tax. It does not matter what
province one is from; with the exception of Quebec, we see the
NDP-Liberal government raising the carbon tax again every April
1. In fact, if we go to the B.C. NDP government's own budget doc‐
uments, on page 75, they actually say that the federal government is
responsible for having to raise the carbon tax.

I want to take a quick moment to point out that the member for
Foothills has asked the government about carbon tax 1 and carbon
tax 2. Yes, we have ended up with a series of regulations. Of
course, they have been fully costed by both the government and the
parliamentary budget office. By the government's own analysis,
when each respective tax is combined, it is a tax on the economy of
up to, if not higher than, $40 billion per year.

Let us be mindful that the leader of the NDP has always advocat‐
ed for more taxes to come to Ottawa. He has talked about not sup‐
porting carbon taxes, but we shall see; he also talked about not sup‐
porting the Liberal Prime Minister anymore. In fact, he famously
tore up the agreement for confidence and supply. He said that the
Prime Minister should not be Prime Minister. However, the NDP
leader came to this place today, and what did he and his caucus do?
They supported the government. It will be really interesting to see
what happens next April 1, when we have such things as the carbon
tax and excise tax on alcohol set to increase. We will see what hap‐
pens at that particular juncture.

I am going to go back to the gatekeeping economy, the lobbyists
and whatnot. The lobbyists always come and they present some‐
thing. When I speak to my constituents, they say that they are bare‐
ly able to keep up with what they have, including affording nutri‐
tious food. Sylvain Charlebois, the food professor at Dalhousie, has
said that people are making the very difficult choice between food's
nutrition and cost, and they are siding more with the cost.
● (1740)

We should be concerned that many of our constituents are going
to food banks because they cannot afford to pay their carbon tax,
their income tax and all the taxes the government continues to raise.
Who speaks for those people? They do not have a lobbyist. We are
supposed to speak for them. We are the ones who are ultimately re‐
sponsible for either giving the government supply or denying it.

We had a confidence vote today where we saw both the Bloc and
the NDP side with the Liberal government. I believe we need to be
looking more to our constituents rather than the recommendations
of lobbyists who show up at the finance committee and others. We
also need to consider that the average John Smith or Jane Doe is
facing critical shortages of housing, especially if they are younger.

The Liberal government has said during every single fall eco‐
nomic update and every budget that it will address that. It has not.

It has not addressed such things as chronic homelessness or the fact
that young people cannot get into the market, even when they save
and scrimp to get there. Liberals keep talking about all the different
programs they offer and how that is going to alleviate the issues in
the system. However, going back to that gatekeeper economy, we
have city councillors who are choosing not to build housing in suf‐
ficient quantities in many municipalities, particularly in those large
urban centres and census metropolitan areas.

Housing demand has only gone up because of the policies of the
government. If there is a massive demand for housing and we con‐
tinue to allow gatekeepers, such as municipal councils, to basically
stop the investment of new housing, that is going to create an af‐
fordability challenge and a crisis. In B.C., in the past year, we have
seen housing starts drop by 34%.

Government members, and politicians who support them, con‐
stantly talk about the housing crisis, yet there is very little discus‐
sion about putting pressure on municipalities. In fact, the govern‐
ment's own so-called housing accelerator, which I called a slush
fund for municipalities, is essentially allowing municipalities to not
increase housing stock by writing them cheques. This happens even
in part of my riding in Kelowna. The housing accelerator plan talks
about how they can actually invest the dollars they are given from it
into such things as bike lanes, bridges and sewers.

There is no onus on the City of Kelowna to help build a single
house. There is not an actual commitment for that. This is the prob‐
lem: We have a government that fails to acknowledge that munici‐
pal councils are those gatekeepers. Instead of putting up a set of in‐
centives that actually reward those that are building and punish
those that are not, they have essentially written out blank cheques
to these municipalities. They have also been picking winners and
choosers. I know the City of West Kelowna, the District of Sum‐
merland and the District of Peachland all applied for the same fund‐
ing and did not get anywhere with the government.

This scattershot approach is not working and, again, I want to fo‐
cus on those young people. All of us here love this country; I really
believe that we do. The problem is, if we continue to deliver the
same kind of results, those young people are going to feel alienated.
They are either going to opt out and not vote or vote for very ex‐
treme choices.
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● (1745)

The member for Carleton, as I have said before, has been
adamant that he and our party would build the homes. On this con‐
currence debate, we need to discuss more about axing the tax. We
need to build more homes. I wish I could get to fixing the budget
and stopping the crime but I am running out of time. I am looking
forward to questions in the chamber.

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Lead‐
er of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, sadly, the Conservative Party continues to want to play the
game of filibustering, at significant expense. The people the Con‐
servative Party is penalizing by this behaviour are Canadians.
Canadians are feeling the impact of a Conservative opposition party
that continues to feel entitled, to thirst for power and to filibuster
government legislation to the degree it will not even allow it to go
to committee.

Does the member not recognize that the official opposition has a
role to play, that it also can help Canadians?

Mr. Dan Albas: Madam Speaker, we do not agree with the gov‐
ernment's agenda. It is called a democracy when people can dis‐
agree. I would also disagree with the whole statement that the gov‐
ernment thinks it has the right issues today.

My constituents are talking about unaffordability and being able
to pay their bills. They want to see us axe the tax. They also want to
hear us talk about housing. It is politicians who say there is a crisis
and then do nothing about it. In fact, they talk about other things.

The common-sense Conservatives are the party that will axe the
tax, build the homes, fix the budget and stop the crime. Those are
the priorities of my constituents.

[Translation]
Mr. Gabriel Ste-Marie (Joliette, BQ): Madam Speaker, I have

had the pleasure of working with my colleague for many months on
the Standing Committee on Finance.

At the beginning of his speech, my colleague criticized the fact
that the government is a big spender. In my opinion, what it spends
the most on is support for the fossil fuel industry, including oil and
gas and the oil sands. We can talk about the Trans Mountain
pipeline, which cost $34 billion, but we can also talk about the
Minister of Finance's plan, which will cost $83 billion. This in‐
cludes, among other things, carbon capture and nuclear plants in the
oil sands to make hydrogen from the gas saved. That is $83 billion
on top of the $34 billion.

Does my hon. colleague believe, as I do, that these expenses
should be reduced?
● (1750)

Mr. Dan Albas: Madam Speaker, I support a policy where the
government is collecting the right amount of taxes.

[English]

For example, the member, at finance committee, raised legiti‐
mate questions about the so-called luxury tax, a tax on workers. We
actually had industry come and say the tax will harm industry and

will push business to the United States and other places. That is a
policy I 100% agree with the Bloc Québécois on.

I also suggest he look at energy in the west, particularly the natu‐
ral gas in my home province of British Columbia. We could be do‐
ing good things on the environment and the economy. We could be
helping to displace dirty coal right across the world.

These are some of the things we should have discussions about,
and I hope we will with this gentleman and his party in the future.

Mr. Don Davies (Vancouver Kingsway, NDP): Madam Speak‐
er, my hon. colleague spoke about the number one issue for his
constituents being affordability. That is the same issue I have heard
about from constituents in my riding of Vancouver Kingsway. We
come from the same province.

The NDP has addressed that in a number of ways. One was by
bringing in dental care for nine million people so it would no longer
be the case that they spend thousands of dollars on dental care out
of their pockets. We also brought in pharmacare, and diabetes med‐
ication. I have talked to many people who have to spend thousands
of dollars every year on diabetes medications and devices.

Can the member explain to us, if he is truly concerned about af‐
fordability, why he and his party voted against those two measures,
which take thousands of dollars of expenses off some of the lowest-
income Canadians and would obviously ease their affordability is‐
sues? Why did he oppose that?

Mr. Dan Albas: Madam Speaker, I will give the member a prac‐
tical example. My understanding is that, in the Similkameen and in
Penticton proper, there have not been any sign-ups for a dentist.
Maybe there has been one now, but the NDP is touting this program
as being widely available and accessible to people. I have had peo‐
ple in Kelowna tell me they have tried to go to a different dentist,
but the new dentist requires a number of X-rays that cost hundreds
of dollars. They cannot afford that.

This member may believe his own rhetoric, but when we actually
talk to the people trying to access the so-called dental program, we
hear they cannot. It is smoke and mirrors. Many people phone me
specifically because they know I am a Conservative and they want
that feedback heard on the House of Commons floor.

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Lead‐
er of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, I am hoping to be able to address the motion as liberally
as both the mover and the seconder have, in terms of being all over
the place regarding the government agenda and some of the things
the Conservative Party of Canada would like to be able to do.
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We just finished having a confidence vote. The Conservatives, in

their great hunger for power, will do whatever it takes, period, end
of story, to get what they want, not necessarily what Canadians
want but what the leadership of the Conservative Party wants. It is
unfortunate, because there is a substantial cost to the behaviour we
are witnessing day in and day out from the Conservative Party. Its
single focus is nothing more than to cause an election.

Fortunately, other political entities in the House of Commons
recognize we are not here to serve the Conservative Party. We are
here to serve and provide for Canadians in all regions of our coun‐
try. In the last election, all parties were given a mandate, and that
mandate was to work co-operatively in looking for ways to provide
the supports that Canadians want and expect, not only the govern‐
ment of the day, the Liberals, but also the New Democrats, mem‐
bers of the Bloc and, in fact, Conservative members of the House of
Commons.

The Conservative Party has been consistent since day one after
the last federal election. One only needs to look at the actions Con‐
servatives have taken. It was greatly amplified over the summer, to
the degree that they are even getting a little giddy, I would suggest.
Unfortunately, adding to that giddiness, some serious issues are
flowing out of the leader of the Conservative Party's office, and that
really concerns a lot of Canadians.

We have witnessed a Conservative Party shift to the extreme
right. We have even seen Progressive Conservative prime ministers
be exceptionally critical of the new Reform-Conservative party we
see today.

Mr. Randy Hoback: Name one.

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux: Madam Speaker, I will give more than
one. I can name three: Joe Clark, Kim Campbell and Brian Mul‐
roney. All three of them have been critical of today's Conservative-
Reform party.

Joe Clark will say that he never left the Progressive Conservative
Party; that party left him. Brian Mulroney was on the record saying
that the Conservative Party has amputated the progressive nature of
the Conservative Party. Some of the stuff Kim Campbell says is un‐
parliamentary, so I will not say what she has to say, in particular,
about the leader of the Conservative Party.

The Conservative right is heavily influenced by the MAGA
movement coming out of the States and the types of things we are
seeing in the States that Canadians do not support or like or, in
good part, are in fear of. There is a very negative side to politics
stateside that Canadians do not like.

We had a vote today and information went out. I do not know
how the Conservatives got a specific email address that gets fun‐
nelled to me, but there was a vote today on a confidence motion,
and the Conservatives lost. They did not get what they wanted.
● (1755)

Within minutes, I received an email. I do not know how my
name came to be on this list, but I suspect it is a fairly extensive
list. Here is one of the quotes from the email from the Conservative
Party of Canada: “[Blank] is SPINELESS. He's a fake, a phony, a
fraud, and a LIAR.” I will let members fill in the name.

These are very strong words. This is something that the Conser‐
vative Party of Canada sent out today to I suspect literally millions
of Canadians. I have no idea how I ended up on this list. Using their
AI, we will see if Conservatives are going to find out how I ended
up on this list. This is not the first email I have received in the last
few days. At the very end of the email, they want me to donate.

An hon. member: Don't do it.

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux: Do not worry, I will not be donating. It
is easy to resist it.

Madam Speaker, the Conservative Party today is all about misin‐
formation. It is about negativity. Conservatives will go as low as
one can get into the gutter, or at least the leadership of the Conser‐
vative Party will. Conservatives do not have any problems going
low.

In fact, a couple of weeks back, and I cannot really recall when it
was, I was on a CTV panel where there was no Conservative repre‐
sentative. I am told Conservatives do not want to participate in pan‐
els. Yesterday, I was on a CBC panel, and Conservatives do not
participate on CBC panels. Yesterday, the leader of the Conserva‐
tive Party and Conservative Party members made a decision that
they do not like CBC and CTV.

An hon. member: Hear, hear!

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux: One of them is saying, “Hear, hear!”

Madam Speaker, now the Conservatives are saying that they do
not want to be accountable through media like the CTVs or the
CBCs of Canada because they do not have confidence in those na‐
tional news broadcasters. It is because they do not want to answer
the questions that are being posed to them. Instead, they want to re‐
ly on social media.

There is a reference to the leader of the Conservative Party being
very similar to Trump. That might be a bit of a disservice to Donald
Trump. Quite frankly, I am very disappointed in the direction the
far-right Conservative Party is going today. There is also no sign of
its members changing their attitudes. Look at the attitude of hate
that Conservatives are promoting and the information they are pro‐
viding to people.

Today, Conservatives brought forward a motion, and that motion
is in keeping with their slogans. I will give them that much. Darn,
they are good at slogans. They have slogans; they have bumper
stickers. They are ready and itching to get them out there. The
problem is that everything is based on a foundation of sand. At the
end of the day, there is nothing to it but slogans and bumper stick‐
ers, which are supported by misinformation.
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One of the examples I could give is related to what Conservative

members have been talking a lot about already today. If someone
were to do a Hansard search, how many Conservative members of
Parliament would we find who have actually said anything about
cutting the carbon rebates? I suspect we would not find any. How
many have said, “cut the carbon tax”? I suspect, on average, each
one has said it 10 times. Some have said it a couple hundred times,
and others have not said it because they have not spoken.
● (1800)

I can suggest to members that, when Conservatives go to Canadi‐
ans and say that they are going to save Canadians money, as they
have said inside the chamber, by cutting the carbon tax, that is not
true. More than 80% of the constituents that I represent get a car‐
bon rebate. That rebate amount is more than the carbon tax that
they pay. That means that their net income, their disposable in‐
come, is increased. That is the reality. Members do not have to be‐
lieve me. The Parliamentary Budget Officer, who is independent,
will tell us that.

Conservatives will spread misinformation because it sounds
good. Some provinces do not even have the carbon tax, yet they
will go to those provinces and say that they are going to cut the car‐
bon tax, giving a false impression. The other day in debate, there
was one member in the Conservative Party who stood up and said
that a 34% cost increase on food is a direct result of the carbon tax.
What a bunch of garbage. That is absolutely ridiculous. I chal‐
lenged the member on that statement, and then I challenged a cou‐
ple of other members on the statement this particular member
made. They do not change their opinions on it, even if they are con‐
fronted with facts.

They do not change their opinions because they are so focused
on that thirst for power. At the end of the day, they are not con‐
cerned about what is happening for Canadians, the day-to-day liv‐
ing that Canadians have to put up with, let alone the important is‐
sues that the House of Commons deals with on a daily basis.

Today, we were supposed to debate Bill C-71. Bill C-71 is a bill
to ensure that individuals who should have never have lost their cit‐
izenship will be given their Canadian citizenship. Every political
party, except for the Conservatives, supports that legislation. Con‐
servatives do not even want to debate it now. They will not allow it
to be debated. They do not want it to go to committee.

Members will say that the Conservatives do not support that one,
but they do support Bill C-66. They say that they support it. That
bill takes sexual harassment and rape victims who are going
through military courts and transfers them into civil courts. Every
member of the House of Commons, the Conservatives, the Bloc,
New Democrats, Greens and, of course, Liberals, supports that leg‐
islation. Members would think that the Conservatives would allow
that bill to go to committee, but no. Instead, they want to filibuster.
They brought forward another concurrence report.

They say that they are concerned about the economy. Members
can take a look at Bill C-33, which we were supposed to be debat‐
ing last week, to enhance our trading opportunities. What did the
Conservative members do? They did not want to debate that either,
so they brought in another concurrence report, which prevented the
government from being able to debate that legislation.

The members opposite, in criticizing the government today, were
talking about issues of crime. They say that this is what they want
to talk about. I will remind them of Bill C-63, the online harms act.
That is to protect children being extorted, being bullied. The whole
issue of exploitation of our young children, we were supposed to
debate that last week, but no, the Conservatives said no to that too,
and they brought forward a concurrence report. The Conservative
Party is going out of its way to prevent any legislation from going
to committee.

● (1805)

Prior to getting up, I had a member of one of the opposition par‐
ties approach me, asking why we do not just move to orders of the
day. I think there was a great deal of effort and thought to move to‐
wards orders of the day because then maybe we could get on with
actually providing movement on some of this legislation. The prob‐
lem is that we are a minority government. In a minority govern‐
ment, we cannot go to orders of the day unless we get an opposition
party that says it will support the government moving to orders of
the day so that we can get rid of the games that the Conservative
party has been playing.

Let there be no doubt that, no matter how critical the Conserva‐
tive Party is, how much of a roadblock the Conservatives want to
present or how much of a character assassination that they are after
for those in the government, the Prime Minister and the govern‐
ment will continue to be focused on the interests of Canadians in all
regions of our country. That is something we will continue to focus
on day in and day out. That means that, whether the Conservatives
want it or not, we will continue to develop policy ideas that will
transform into budgetary measures and legislative measures. There
will come a time when Canadians will, in fact, evaluate and take a
look at what the Conservative Party has been doing between now
and whenever the next election is, and what other political entities
have done.

I think there is a sense of responsibility for all of us to be able to
accomplish good things for Canadians. That is what I liked about
the agreement that was achieved between the Liberals and the New
Democrats. I have always been a big fan of the pharmacare plan. I
have always been a very strong advocate for a national health care
system that supports our provinces, which administer health care.
For over 30 years as a parliamentarian, those are the types of issues
that have been important for me. As a government, those issues
have been important for us.

We were able to get support from the New Democrats to advance
a number of wonderful health care initiatives. That is what it means
to put people first, putting the constituents of Canada ahead of par‐
tisan politics. By doing that, the government has invested $198 bil‐
lion over 10 years in health care. That is for future generations. We
have developed a dental care program. To date, over 700,000 peo‐
ple have had access to it. Members can think of diabetes, or of con‐
traceptives, and how, as a government working with an opposition
party, we are, in fact, making a difference. In fact, I have suggested
that one of the other things we should possibly be looking at is
shingles and how pharmacare might be able to deal with that partic‐
ular issue.
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These are the types of ideas that we are talking about within the

Liberal Party to build a stronger, healthier health care system, while
the Conservative Party wants to tear it down. That is a part of the
Conservative far-right hidden agenda. People need to be aware of
that. By the time we get to the election, I believe that throughout
that election, we will see the Conservative sand fade away. There is
no foundation to what they are saying. It is just bumper stickers and
slogans. That is all they have. We can contrast that to the many pro‐
gressive measures we have taken as a government, in good part be‐
cause of the cooperation of opposition parties.

I ask the Conservatives to stop playing the games, stop bringing
in Conservative motions of concurrence and allow debate on gov‐
ernment legislation. A responsible Conservative opposition could
still bring in the motions it wants, while at least allowing debates to
occur on legislation. Allow these important pieces of legislation to
go to committee where they can be studied, where they can come
back and where they can provide hope for many. That is the very
least that Conservatives can do: put Canadians ahead of their own
political party.

● (1810)

Mr. Frank Caputo (Kamloops—Thompson—Cariboo, CPC):
Madam Speaker, it is always a pleasure to rise on behalf of the peo‐
ple of Kamloops—Thompson—Cariboo. Before I begin my ques‐
tion, I just want to wish my mother a very happy birthday.

I do not know where to start. This is a member who talks about
wasting House resources, but he has probably spoken more than ev‐
ery single member on that side combined. I have seen him repeat‐
edly stand up when there are strong women sitting in front of him,
behind him and around him.

This is a feminist government, they say. Talk to Jody Wilson-
Raybould. Talk to Jane Philpott. Talk to the finance minister in a
year or two. The government is unbelievable in its hypocrisy. The
member talks about us being negative, but all he did was talk nega‐
tively. If he wants to change politics in Canada, he should look in
the mirror.

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux: Madam Speaker, we recognize, as I am
sure the member opposite does, that when it comes to legislation, if
members of the Conservative Party want to stop legislation, all they
have to do is stand up and speak. They can go from one member to
the next member to the next member. They have 100 members.
They could kill all legislation.

I recognize that the official opposition, as an opposition party,
has a lot of tools in its tool box to prevent legislation from passing.
Good for them. However, at the end of the day, I wish they would
start thinking about not what is in the best interests of the Conser‐
vative Party of Canada, but what is in the best interests of Canadi‐
ans. I truly believe that if they started to do that, we would see more
things taking place in a positive fashion on the floor of the House
of Commons.

I can assure the member opposite that my critique of his opposi‐
tion party and its leader does not come even close to the type of be‐
haviour that we witness coming from the Conservative ranks.

● (1815)

[Translation]

Mr. Alexis Brunelle-Duceppe (Lac-Saint-Jean, BQ): Madam
Speaker, I remember my first day in the House five years ago. I was
impressed by my colleague from Winnipeg North's passion and
spirit and by the decibel level he was able to reach in his speeches.
Again today, he does not disappoint. From him, I have learned that
it is possible to answer a specific question without turning away
from it. That is what I like about my colleague.

In the report of the Standing Committee on Finance that we are
currently discussing, the Bloc Québécois made the suggestion to
“Increase the Old Age Security pension for seniors aged 65 to 74
and review the method for indexing to account for wage growth in
Canada”.

I would like to ask my colleague a simple question, and I would
imagine that he will once again amaze me with a simple answer. Is
he in favour of such a proposal?

[English]

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux: Madam Speaker, after those kind
words, I do not want to disappoint the member of the Bloc. I can
say that much. I do know that in less than an hour, we will be de‐
bating a very important motion that the Bloc is bringing forward,
and hopefully I will be able to give a more detailed response then.

Suffice it to say, for now, if we look at what the government has
proposed and done for seniors in Canada over the last number of
years, I would highlight, because I know this is what the member is
most interested in, the issue of those aged 75 plus and OAS. In our
federal election platform, we made the commitment to increase
OAS for seniors aged 75 plus. The reason is that we needed to rec‐
ognize that the needs of someone aged 75 plus are greater. I am
thinking of medical expenses as an example, and the ability to gen‐
erate supplementary income, along with the shrinking—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): I am sor‐
ry. The hon. member's time is up. I have been trying to signal to
him.

Questions and comments, the hon. member for Courtenay—Al‐
berni.

Mr. Gord Johns (Courtenay—Alberni, NDP): Madam Speak‐
er, just so the folks at home completely understand, we are doing
this concurrence debate on a finance committee report, a pre-budget
report, for a budget that has already been passed. If people at home
are wondering what is going on, we are spending approximate‐
ly $70,000 an hour because the Conservatives have decided to
block debating legislation that would help people and block debate
on the capital gains increases. Why? It is because the highest in‐
come earners, the 1.5% of tax filers with a total income
over $250,000, are going to receive 61% of individual capital gains.
That is why. They are here protecting their friends.

My colleague said he always supported pharmacare and dental
care, but he voted against them both times before they came for‐
ward.
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Mr. Kevin Lamoureux: Madam Speaker, on that point, I can re‐

call, shortly after my daughter was elected back in 2015 or 2016,
being out on Keewatin Street, taking signs out and having a won‐
derful story about pharmacare. I was a health critic for a couple of
years when I was in the Manitoba legislature. Pharmacare is some‐
thing that I believe should be there, and I am glad that we were able
to work together to ensure that we have programs like pharmacare
moving forward.

In regard to Bill C-71, I know that one of the member's col‐
leagues has been a very strong advocate for it. The NDP has at‐
tempted to get Bill C-71 through the House, and last fall I think it
was all the way through, recognizing the importance of the bill. We
appreciate the support that we receive from opposition members,
because we need that kind of support to get things passed.
● (1820)

Hon. Robert Oliphant (Parliamentary Secretary to the Min‐
ister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Madam Speaker, I want to echo the
comments by the member for Courtenay—Alberni about the ridicu‐
lous nature of this debate and the cost of it to Canadian taxpayers.
However, it does give us a chance to talk about some of the impor‐
tant elements of the government's work.

I am wondering if the member for Winnipeg North could talk a
bit more about the dental care plan, because it is one of those areas
that I believe the NDP likes to take credit for. We are willing to
share credit for it. We think it is an example of Parliament working
well, and I am wondering if the member could offer some com‐
ments on that.

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux: Madam Speaker, there is such a keen
interest in ensuring that the dental care program continues to grow
and survive, and we want to make sure that everyone ultimately re‐
ceives that benefit. Take a look at the numbers. For it to succeed,
we have to bring it through past spring. Then we will see that all
Canadians have access to it.

To give a sense of it, there are 750,000 patients already, 2.4 mil‐
lion approvals and 21,000 providers or dentists. That is an incredi‐
ble take-up on a wonderful program. That program is there because
of a sense of co-operation, and a lot of good people, in particular
among the Liberals and the New Democrats, wanted to see it. We
have to ensure that it stays.
[Translation]

Mr. Gabriel Ste-Marie (Joliette, BQ): Madam Speaker, I would
like to go back to the question asked by my friend, the member for
Lac-Saint-Jean.

As the parliamentary secretary said, we will be discussing
Bill C‑319 shortly. However, what is in Bill C‑319 is also in the re‐
port we are discussing. A majority of the committee, including the
Liberals, supported this measure. For Bill C‑319, we need a royal
recommendation from the government.

The parliamentary secretary represents the government. Will he
commit to providing the royal recommendation, yes or no?
[English]

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux: Madam Speaker, I will get a chance a
bit later to add some more thoughts on the issue, but for now I will

say that we love our seniors. As a government, virtually from day
one, there have been dramatic increases to the GIS to ensure that
we support our seniors. We have lifted literally hundreds of thou‐
sands of them out of poverty by that one policy initiative.

Fast-forward to the pandemic. During the pandemic, one-time
payments were given to seniors. Fast-forward to the millions and
millions that we provide toward programming, which ultimately
supports seniors in all the different regions of the country.

I believe that as a government, hopefully going forward, as in the
past, we will be able to continue these types of supports for our se‐
niors.

[Translation]

Mr. Gabriel Ste-Marie (Joliette, BQ): Madam Speaker, I was
surprised to learn this afternoon that we were going to discuss the
Standing Committee on Finance's report on the pre-budget consul‐
tations from February.

Although the report was tabled in February, most of the work
was done the previous fall. We worked very long hours in commit‐
tee, where we heard from many witnesses so that we could take all
aspects and needs of Quebec's economy and, of course, Canada's
economy into account.

We even toured the provinces during the two break weeks. Dur‐
ing the first break week, in October 2023, we went to the Mar‐
itimes, and during the break week in November, we visited all the
other provinces, starting in Quebec and ending in British Columbia.
There is nothing like going out into the community and hearing di‐
rectly from the people. It gives groups and witnesses a chance to
take part in the discussions and tell us about their needs and their
realities. It makes our work easier so that we can better sense and
understand what is happening on the ground.

Members may be wondering what a member of the Bloc
Québécois could possibly be doing travelling all over Canada and
listening to organizations in other provinces. First, their needs may
overlap with those of Quebec. Second, we also invited all of the or‐
ganizations that defend the rights of francophones in all of the
provinces of Canada. That gave us the opportunity to make con‐
tacts, gain a better understanding of francophones' realities and see
how they are often isolated and have to fight to continue speaking
one of the two official languages. There is still a lot of work to be
done. Obviously, we continue to stand in solidarity with Franco-
Canadians and always will.

From our consultations, we developed a series of recommenda‐
tions that we presented to the government. Obviously, we are in
constant contact with the government. The minister even has staff
who follow the work in committee and who can see what recom‐
mendations may be made in the future. It is an important job to
keep the minister and her team informed of the needs of the Cana‐
dian economy and also of Quebec's economy, which is what mat‐
ters to the Bloc Québécois.
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The report begins by noting that all the recommendations must

be read and considered “in accordance with the powers of each ju‐
risdiction”. This is an important show of respect in regard to inter‐
ference. It serves as a reminder to the government that, when the
political system was developed, the decision was made to create a
federation. That was the compromise. In fact, we know that John A.
Macdonald and his friends wanted a legislative union where every‐
thing would be decided in Ottawa, but others disagreed. For Que‐
bec to get on board, there had to be levels of government that were
equally sovereign in their own areas of jurisdiction.

However, what I have seen in the House since 2015—and this
was also the case in previous years—is that the government is
clearly tempted to constantly grab new powers, to centralize power,
to want to make all the decisions. This goes against legal instru‐
ments and, more importantly, it flies in the face of respect for my
nation, the Quebec nation. The very beginning of the report, there‐
fore, reiterates the importance that all recommendations be made
with respect for each government's areas of jurisdiction.

When my colleague from Lac-Saint-Jean and I asked the parlia‐
mentary secretary questions, we brought up a recommendation that
we care about in the report currently under discussion. A majority
of elected members in committee, including the Liberals, passed
this recommendation. I would like to quote it.

It recommends that the government:
Increase the Old Age Security pension for seniors aged 65 to 74 and review the

method for indexing to account for wage growth in Canada.

In barely half an hour, the House will discuss the bill introduced
by my esteemed colleague from Shefford precisely to support an
OAS increase for seniors aged 65 to 74. In its report, the Standing
Committee on Finance advised the government and all members to
support this bill. That is very important. In fact, all the parties sup‐
ported the bill. The problem is that the government must give the
royal recommendation to allow the bill to be studied further.
● (1825)

The Bloc Québécois told this government, which is now a minor‐
ity government, that if it wants our support for the next few months,
it has to support Bill C-319 by giving it a royal recommendation.
That is very important. It is a very important measure. It is about
dignity.

We look forward to hearing the government's response, which
will tell us whether we will continue working in the House for the
well-being of seniors and young retirees in Quebec and across
Canada, or whether we should hop on our buses and go talk to ev‐
eryone and find out how many Liberal members will be left in the
House after the election. The choice is up to the government.

We are talking about seniors aged 65 to 74 because the govern‐
ment increased old age security for seniors aged 75 and over. That
is great, but if the pension had been increased starting at age 65, I
would be clapping with both hands. However, since the increase is
only for 75 and up, I can only clap with one hand, because the job
is only half done. Now a significant inequity needs to be corrected.

Why do we want to enhance the OAS? It is a federal support pro‐
gram, and there are not a lot of those. This is a jurisdictional matter.
When the program was created, the idea was to index it annually to

the average wage. For decades, that did not happen. The pension
ended up being too small to enable seniors to live with a modicum
of dignity. A top-up was required, and one was provided for seniors
75 and up, but there is still a huge gap for those 65 to 74. Now se‐
niors are divided into two classes: those who are entitled to dignity
and those who are not. Why is this happening? It is unacceptable.

My parents are 71 and 72. The physical health, well-being and
financial security of people who are between 65 and 74 varies quite
a bit. That is where the idea for a universal program came from.
Under this program, those who earn a lot of money do not get the
full pension because they have enough money. However, the pro‐
gram is there to help those who have needs. That is the point of a
social program. The OAS should be indexed to the increase in the
average wage to allow seniors to retain that dignity.

There may be some people in that age bracket who had very
physically demanding jobs and who are physically unable to con‐
tinue working. They need to rest, and that rest is well deserved. We
need to be there for those men and women. I mention women here
because, quite often, the people who do not have a private pension
plan, RRSP or employer pension plan are women.

Often they are women because, when we ask people to be care‐
givers, to lend a hand and to make a contribution, unfortunately, in
our society, there is still a lot of inequity. Too often, women are the
ones who are asked to make sacrifices for the well-being of others.
When elderly parents need a caregiver, very often, it is a woman
who quits her job to help her parents.

During that time, she is not contributing to the Quebec pension
plan, if she lives in Quebec, or to the Canada pension plan. She
cannot contribute to a private plan either. Then, if her husband gets
sick, she is the one who will once again sacrifice her job and her
career to take care of him. It is often the same thing with children.

Quite often, it is women who make these sacrifices and have to
forgo the more dignified retirement they might have had. Social
programs such as the OAS are there to support them. Statistics
show that senior women who live alone are overrepresented among
the poor. It is important to restore fairness and justice.
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● (1830)

Women often give of themselves to support the well-being of
others, so the least we can do is restore some balance with a social
safety net to catch them. We need to give seniors aged 65 to 74
something. We need to increase the OAS, which was not indexed to
inflation or the average wage. It is a matter of dignity. It is one of
the federal government's core responsibilities, so we are asking it to
take action.

All parties supported the measure, and it is up to the government
to give royal assent. The Bloc Québécois sees this as a matter of
confidence in the government. Is the government there to help peo‐
ple? Is it there to help people in need within the limits of its juris‐
diction? If so, this is a golden opportunity to prove it. Our confi‐
dence in the government will depend on it.

I am the finance critic and my counterpart is the Minister of Fi‐
nance. Like most of her colleagues, she is particularly talented at
extending congratulations, boasting, networking and maintaining
good relations. While that may often save time, it does not result in
any serious work or specific commitments. That is why, this morn‐
ing, my leader, together with the party officers, announced that we
are setting a deadline. If this bill is not in force by October 29, if it
has not received a royal recommendation and royal assent by that
date, we will work with the other opposition parties to discuss
whether we still have confidence in the government. It is a matter
of dignity.

Furthermore, the Minister of Finance told me that this bill would
cost an estimated $3 billion a year. She said that it is expensive, that
it is a lot of money. Well, that is what governing is all about. Gov‐
erning means making choices.

We have resources. How do we allocate them? What do we
spend them on? Three billion dollars a year is expensive, yet the
Trans Mountain pipeline cost $34 billion. That is very expensive
for a heavily polluting industry whose companies earn record prof‐
its, astronomical profits. Most of the dividends paid out by these
companies leave Canada and go to other economic interests. It is an
industry that does not need money, but the government gives
it $34 billion to help it out. However, $3 billion is apparently too
much to spend on seniors aged 65 to 74, who are often women liv‐
ing alone. Does the government work for the oil lobbies, or does it
work for people in need? That is what we are wondering, and its
decision on the royal recommendation will give us an answer.

I talked about the $34 billion for Trans Mountain, compared to
the $3 billion a year needed to increase the OAS. I would also like
to talk about the Minister of Finance's plan for what she calls a
“green economy”. We see right through that. We know this govern‐
ment's newspeak. In its newspeak, “green economy” means “sup‐
port for fossil fuel industries”. Its plan to provide $83 billion over
the next few years has multiple components, but it essentially in‐
volves programs made to measure for the oil and gas industry,
which, I repeat, has no need of government support, is highly prof‐
itable and rakes in record profits year after year.

Catherine McKenna, the Liberal Party's former environment
minister, said it better than anyone, I think. The oil and gas industry
needs no support. We paid $34 billion for Trans Mountain
and $83 billion for programs like carbon capture. Does the industry

need that? The government says that it does and that this $83 bil‐
lion is more important than $3 billion for seniors, who, as I said, are
often women living alone who need this money to maintain a mod‐
icum of dignity.

Governing is about making choices. The government is now a
minority government. If it wants to dance with us, it needs to stop
serving this extremely profitable industry that does not need sup‐
port. Instead, it needs to focus on the people who actually need sup‐
port, as we are proposing in Bill C-319, which will be debated
shortly, within the limits of its jurisdiction. That is very important.

The $83 billion includes carbon capture. The oil sands industry is
getting help to set up small modular nuclear reactors to heat the
sands, which will help it save on gas. The gas could be exported,
because that is so environmentally friendly, using the new Coastal
GasLink pipeline. It could also be used to make hydrogen, because
that $83 billion also includes a tailor-made plan to transform the
gas saved thanks to the nuclear reactors into hydrogen, which can
then be exported.

● (1835)

Is that the government's vision for the future, its green vision?

Meanwhile, it says that investing $3 billion a year for seniors
aged 65 to 74 who need it is too expensive. Among the OECD
countries, which are basically the 30 richest countries, Canada is
near the bottom in terms of the gap between pre- and post-retire‐
ment income. This is called the replacement rate. This means that
Canada is basically the country where a person's income drops the
most when they stop working and retire. That has to change.

The reason Canada is doing so poorly is that the existing social
programs were not indexed. The government needs to ensure the
dignity of its citizens within the limits of its jurisdictions. In this
case, we are talking about the OAS, which falls under federal juris‐
diction. Past governments failed in their duty by refusing to index
the OAS, gradually undermining seniors' dignity. The government
topped up the payments for seniors aged 75 and up, but it decided
to abandon another class of seniors, those aged 65 to 74. This is
now a matter of confidence for the Bloc Québécois. It is a matter of
dignity. The OECD data remind us that Canada has fallen very far
behind and is doing very poorly in this area.
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Three billion dollars a year is a fair amount of money, but baby

boomers are about to retire in droves. Given the very low replace‐
ment rate, their income will drop, which will have an indirect im‐
pact on the entire economy. What will their consumption levels
look like? If they have access to a decent income, they will be able
to maintain minimum consumption levels and help keep the econo‐
my running smoothly. If not, then we could experience an econom‐
ic slowdown.

In this regard, I would like to remind members of the situation in
Japan. Japan's population has been aging at a faster rate than in oth‐
er countries. The economy has stagnated faster than elsewhere,
with sluggish growth rates and deflation, because seniors, who no
longer need to buy new cars and new homes, will limit their con‐
sumption. It is partly a cultural choice, but that does not always ex‐
plain it; Japan also has poverty issues that have led the entire econ‐
omy to stagnate since the nineties. That needs to be looked at. It is a
matter of dignity, but it is also a matter of ensuring a well-function‐
ing economy.

I will stop here for the part of the report that supports our Bill
C‑319, which we will debate in exactly 18 minutes from now.
However, I will make one last point in the minute I have left.

It concerns another recommendation in the report that has to do
with supply management. That recommendation, which was sup‐
ported by the Liberal members who form the government, reads as
follows:

Make no further concessions on supply-managed products in future trade negoti‐
ations by supporting Bill C‑282, An Act to amend the Department of Foreign Af‐
fairs, Trade and Development Act (supply management).

The bill has gone through all the stages. It is now before the
Senate. I hope the Senate moves quickly to pass it. I hope the gov‐
ernment and the Liberal members here are talking to their friends in
the other place. They do not sit very often but, for once, they have a
very important job to do. We need to pass Bill C-282 as quickly as
possible in order to implement it, as the majority of members of the
Standing Committee on Finance expressed in the report we are dis‐
cussing here.

For too long, our farmers have borne the brunt of trade agree‐
ments. For too long, we have chosen to sacrifice our farmers in or‐
der to ink a deal. For us, land use means respecting our farmers
and, in this case, respecting supply management.

● (1840)

Mr. Ben Carr (Winnipeg South Centre, Lib.): Madam Speak‐
er, I know that we are here because of the Conservatives' squab‐
bling. I congratulate my colleague from Joliette, who took the time
to talk about things that are actually important. I would like to
thank him. He mentioned that there are issues that affect women in
particular, both in Quebec and across Canada. One of the most im‐
portant programs we implemented, in my opinion, is the one that
offers $10-a-day day care. Thanks to that program, there has been a
historic increase in the number of women in the workforce.

Is my colleague concerned about the Conservatives making cuts
to the program? It would be unfortunate for women in his riding
and across Canada.

Mr. Gabriel Ste-Marie: Madam Speaker, I would like to thank
my colleague for asking his question in French. His effort is much
appreciated.

Quebec adopted a family policy in the late 1990s. While the Lib‐
eral government was cutting all social transfers to the provinces in
order to balance its budget, we decided to roll up our sleeves and
forge ahead. Although it is far from perfect, we adopted a pharma‐
care plan to support people who could not afford their prescription
drugs, and we adopted an entire family policy with subsidized day
care. We even set up child care centres, which are day care centres
with a strong educational program. We did that in the late 1990s,
more than 25 years ago. Quebec did not wait for the federal govern‐
ment.

Obviously, this program allows the federal government to fi‐
nance some of Quebec's costs, which enables Quebec to offer better
services. We applaud the program and we support it. Lastly, to an‐
swer my colleague's question, yes, we are concerned.

● (1845)

Mr. Jacques Gourde (Lévis—Lotbinière, CPC): Madam
Speaker, it is always interesting to listen to my colleague. I would
like to get back to the Bloc Québécois's ultimatum and the Octo‐
ber 29 deadline. I have two questions.

My colleague appears to go further than his own leader with this
ultimatum. His leader said he was prepared to negotiate if the gov‐
ernment ignores the Bloc Québécois's demands. However, my col‐
league expressly said that if he did not get a response by Octo‐
ber 29, he would begin discussions to trigger an election. That is
my first question.

My second question is as follows: Why October 29? At the cur‐
rent rate of opposition days, there will be no more opposition days
on October 29. It will be even more difficult for our three parties to
trigger an election.

Mr. Gabriel Ste-Marie: Madam Speaker, first of all, I think my
leader was clear, and that mirrored what I said here. Second, Octo‐
ber 29 is the date that was chosen based on the fact that we will be
discussing Bill C-319 later today and proceeding to the vote next
week. This bill will then be sent to the Senate. We chose this date to
ensure that everything would be passed here by then. That is the
analysis that took place.

As for opposition days, there are plenty of ways for us to pro‐
ceed. We will keep an eye on that, of course.

[English]

Mr. Gord Johns (Courtenay—Alberni, NDP): Madam Speak‐
er, I have worked with my colleague for many years. I really appre‐
ciate him. He always comes to the House trying to bring forward
ideas on tax fairness. He is doing that again today.



September 25, 2024 COMMONS DEBATES 25877

Routine Proceedings
We know seniors are feeling the pinch when it comes to the

housing crisis and inflation. What is being proposed, and what he is
talking about in his speech, is about making sure that those who are
65 to 74 will get the same benefit in the OAS as those who are 75
and over. In that way, we would not have a two-tiered seniors bene‐
fit. I appreciate that.

When we look at the corporate tax rate, back in 2015, the PBO
calculated that it generated $2.6 billion per 1% of tax for corpora‐
tions. That would be roughly about $3 billion today, so that would
equate to a 1% increase in corporate taxes. Instead of choosing cor‐
porate welfare, because we have the lowest corporate tax rate in the
G7, how is that playing out? Big oil, big banks and big grocery are
having record profits. Meanwhile, seniors are living in poverty.

Would my colleague support a 1% increase in corporate tax, or a
windfall tax, on big oil, big grocery and big banks? Because we
know that we did it to the big banks, which generated billions of
dollars. There was a report done by the PBO that said big oil, with
the same taxation, would generate $4.2 billion.
[Translation]

Mr. Gabriel Ste-Marie: Madam Speaker, I would like to start
by returning all the compliments I received from my hon. colleague
for Courtenay—Alberni. I also consider him an outstanding mem‐
ber who works for people, for those who sometimes run into prob‐
lems. Social equity is very important to him, as his question
showed.

My personal fight in the House is a fight against tax havens.
How do we make unlawful that which is immoral? Why is it that
the banks, by using obscure clauses written in fine print and buried
among tens of thousands of pages, are allowed to get away with
paying less tax by artificially, virtually, declaring the profits they
earn in Canada through subsidiaries in the Caribbean Islands or
elsewhere? That is unacceptable.

Equity must exist across the entire economy and throughout soci‐
ety as a whole. For example, if oil companies are making record
profits while severe poverty is creating problems, we have to ask
whether something can be done to redistribute wealth in a better
way. The Scandinavian example has shown us that a better distribu‐
tion of wealth benefits everyone in the end. Solidarity generates
economic growth.
● (1850)

Mr. Maxime Blanchette-Joncas (Rimouski-Neigette—Témis‐
couata—Les Basques, BQ): Madam Speaker, I would like to be‐
gin by commending the speech by my esteemed colleague from
Joliette, whose speeches are always well structured. That is evident
here, and I think it inspires confidence in my colleagues too, based
on comments we have heard from other members of the various
parties.

As everyone knows, increasing old age security is a key issue for
the Bloc Québécois. In my region, in the Lower St. Lawrence, one
in four people is over 65. Within 20 years, it will be one in three.
This means that the wave will hit us before it hits the other regions
of Quebec.

My colleague talked about dignity and responsibility, but also
about recognizing the folks who built the Quebec we know today. I

would like him to confirm once again that we need to move for‐
ward and increase old age security for all seniors, especially those
aged 65 to 74, who are currently being discriminated against.

Mr. Gabriel Ste-Marie: Madam Speaker, I thank my hon. col‐
league and friend from Rimouski-Neigette—Témiscouata—Les
Basques, who does an extraordinary job for the people of his riding.
I also thank him for all the work he does in the House. He raised a
number of very important points.

First of all, he reminded us that a very high proportion of the
people in his largely rural riding are over 65. This concerns us once
again when it comes to land use. We know that, on average, the
population in the regions, outside the cities, tends to be older. If we
do not recognize seniors with the support they deserve, are we
working against land use?

Also, as he said, that proportion will continue to get bigger. The
time to act is now to ensure economic stability, especially in the re‐
gions.

Mr. Alexis Brunelle-Duceppe (Lac-Saint-Jean, BQ): Madam
Speaker, today my party's leader asked the Prime Minister to tell us
how important Bill C‑282, on supply management, is to him. The
Prime Minister told him that he promised farmers he would never
undermine supply management in international agreements again.

I would like my colleague to tell me the difference between the
Prime Minister's promise and Bill C‑282.

Mr. Gabriel Ste-Marie: Madam Speaker, when the Prime Min‐
ister makes a promise, that only matters to people who want to be‐
lieve it. If he is not there anymore or changes his mind, then it is
worthless. However, if there is legislation in place and a govern‐
ment wants to go against it, it will have to introduce a bill to re‐
verse it and then defend its decision to the farmers. I say good luck,
Charlie Brown.

[English]

Mr. Don Davies (Vancouver Kingsway, NDP): Madam Speak‐
er, the federal government's 2024-25 budget included an important
reform to the taxation of capital gains. Changing the way we tax
capital gains is something that has been called for by progressive
voices in this country for decades.

Capital gains occur when an asset is sold for more than it costs to
acquire and maintain. However, there are a number of very impor‐
tant exceptions to this rule, including Canadians' principal resi‐
dences and other types of assets.
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Capital gains are generally heavily concentrated among high-in‐

come Canadians, more so than any other form of income. Making
matters worse, they benefit from lucrative tax preferences. Until
this year and this change, recipients only had to declare half their
capital gains on their income tax, which is the so-called inclusion
rate of 50%, and the other half was entirely tax-free. Therefore, if a
person bought an asset for half a million dollars and sold it for a
million dollars, half of that $500,000 profit was completely tax-
free. This could be a second home, a building or stocks.

In contrast, other forms of income, such as wages and salaries,
must be fully reported on a tax return. I think Canadians are well
aware of that. In other words, the inclusion rate for salaries and
wages is 100%. Teachers, waitresses, firefighters, truck drivers,
plumbers, office workers and cleaners have to declare and pay tax
on 100% of their income, as does pretty much every person who
goes to work every day and has a job. However, people who are
trading stocks, selling secondary residences or selling large assets
do not. They only have to declare half of their profit, and the other
half goes in their pocket tax-free.

The federal budget announced a change in the capital gains in‐
clusion rate. As of June 24 of this year, it rose to 66.7% for capital
gains inclusion declared by corporations. This means that, instead
of sheltering 50% of their profits, corporations can now only shelter
one-third. However, they still get to shelter one-third of their prof‐
its.

The inclusion rate for individuals remains at 50%, the way it has
always been for many decades, for all capital gains under $250,000.
It will be increased to 66.7% for any capital gains declared
above $250,000 in a single year. In other words, half of the capital
gains for an individual is still tax-free under $250,000, and a third
of their capital gains above $250,000 is still tax-free. Therefore, the
tax benefit to capital gains in this country is still lucrative, just
modestly less so.

Now, the number of individuals directly affected by this change
is very small. Canada Revenue Agency data indicates that only
about 0.1% of tax filers, which is about 40,000 people in this coun‐
try, report over $250,000 of capital gains per year. The proportion
of Canadians who would declare over $250,000 in capital gains in
any year in their lives is also very small.

While the number of Canadians significantly affected by this
change is small, these Canadians are mighty. This reform, which
has been advocated for many years by tax specialist and equality
advocates, as I said, will primarily have an impact on the richest
Canadians. They are very powerful, as are their allies and advisers
in the financial sector. Therefore, this new policy is being aggres‐
sively resisted by an alliance of wealthy Canadians, financial advis‐
ers and Conservatives.

The Conservative leader has promised to reverse these capital
gains tax reforms, and he is trying to start a broader revolt against
taxes in general and the public programs they pay for. The cam‐
paign against capital gains tax reform has relied on scare tactics and
outright misinformation about who will be affected, how much ex‐
tra they will pay and even why capital gains are taxed at all. In fact,
the reason we are here tonight is that the Conservatives have decid‐
ed to move a motion with some 360 recommendations. These were

made to the finance committee before the last budget, the one that
was introduced here in April. These come from recommendations
that were made in February as a way to stall the introduction of a
ways and means motion that would pave the way for these capital
gains inclusion changes. That is why we are here tonight: The Con‐
servatives are stalling tax fairness.

● (1855)

New Democrats believe, as the Carter commission in the 1960s
found, that a buck is a buck is a buck, and that is how taxes should
work. It should not matter whether one gets their income in the
form of a dividend or a capital gain, or through their hard work in a
salary or wage; it should be taxed the same. That is the principle
that came out of the royal commission in the 1960s.

However, the Conservatives are doing the bidding of the wealthi‐
est people in this country, people who have capital gains
over $250,000. They do not want that money to be taxed the same
way that wages are.

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): I am sor‐
ry, but I have to interrupt the hon. member and also interrupt the
proceedings on the motion at this time. Accordingly, the debate on
the motion will be rescheduled for another sitting.

[Translation]

It being 6:59 p.m., the House will now proceed to the considera‐
tion of Private Members' Business as listed on today's Order Paper.

Before the House proceeds to Private Members' Business, the
Chair wishes to remind members that pursuant to the decision made
on Thursday, May 11, 2023, a royal recommendation is required for
Bill C-319, an act to amend the Old Age Security Act regarding
amount of full pension, since the bill would appropriate part of the
public revenue.

● (1900)

[English]

Accordingly, if the bill is concurred in at report stage, the ques‐
tion will only be put on the motion for third reading of the bill if a
royal recommendation is submitted in due time.
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[English]

OLD AGE SECURITY ACT
The House proceeded to the consideration of Bill C-319, An Act

to amend the Old Age Security Act (amount of full pension), as re‐
ported (without amendment) from the committee.

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): There
being no motion at report stage, the House will now proceed, with‐
out debate, to the putting of the question on the motion to concur in
the bill at report stage.
[Translation]

Ms. Andréanne Larouche (Shefford, BQ) moved that the bill
be concurred in.

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): If a
member participating in person wishes that the motion be carried or
carried on division, or if a member of a recognized party participat‐
ing in person wishes to request a recorded division, I would invite
them to rise and indicate it to the Chair.

Ms. Andréanne Larouche: Madam Speaker, I ask that
Bill C‑319 be carried unanimously at report stage.

(Motion agreed to)
Ms. Andréanne Larouche moved that the bill be now read a

third time and do pass.
[English]

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux: Madam Speaker, I rise on a point of or‐
der. It might have been just because of interpretation. We did want
to see the bill go to third reading, but we did not want to see it go
unanimously. I am not too sure whether that was being suggested.

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): I did
correct the record, and it was adopted.

Mr. Blake Richards: Madam Speaker, on a point of order, I was
a little unclear because you did say that it was adopted on division
and you are now saying—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): I cleared
it up. When I asked if it was being adopted, nobody stood up to say
otherwise so it was adopted, and not on division.

The hon. member for Shefford has the floor.
[Translation]

Ms. Andréanne Larouche: Madam Speaker, we have reached a
crucial stage for this bill. Here is what I was thinking. Given every‐
thing that we are hearing, how should I discuss Bill C‑319 at third
reading stage?

I will begin with a brief introduction and a little background.

I want to make it clear that, when I talk about Bill C-319 and age
discrimination, this is something that I care a lot about. Perhaps
there are people who do not know this about me, but before I be‐
came an MP, I worked for over two years at a community organiza‐
tion as a project manager responsible for raising awareness of elder
abuse and intimidation.

I wanted to take my work on the issue of discrimination and prej‐
udice against seniors even further. That is one of the reasons I de‐
cided to go into politics. I am not the only one who wanted to work
on this issue. When I decided to go into politics, I gave it a lot of
thought. I remember very well that, leading up to the 2019 election
campaign, I was not the only one who wanted to do something to
help seniors. The member for Beloeil—Chambly, the leader of the
Bloc Québécois, wanted to bring this issue to the table in the House
of Commons. While we were hoping that the Bloc Québécois
would make a comeback in the House at the time, the Bloc leader
already intended to bring the issue of seniors before the House, be‐
cause he had noticed that the House had not talked about that issue
for a long time. The House was not talking enough about seniors.
Helping seniors is really part of the Bloc Québécois's DNA.

I also remember that, before I was asked to take on this cam‐
paign and bring the issue of seniors back to the forefront in the
House of Commons, I worked as an assistant to a Bloc Québécois
member from 2007 to 2011. I was in charge of constituent cases. I
realized that the most frequent questions were about the guaranteed
income supplement and the fact that it was not completely automat‐
ic and not easy for seniors to access. Bloc members were the ones
who worked on this issue, determining how to make the GIS pay‐
ment automatic, how to ensure that more of our eligible seniors
would get it. Seniors were already on the Bloc's radar.

I took a break from politics and worked in the community. As I
said, before I was elected, I worked with groups, round tables and
seniors' groups. We were already talking about this discrimination
against seniors back then. We were talking about how too many se‐
niors are financially vulnerable. That topic was already being dis‐
cussed. It is nothing new. We were talking about it before the Bloc
Québécois came back with a vengeance in 2019.

I will briefly give some background. During the election cam‐
paign, the Liberals were already talking about increasing pensions
by 10% for people aged 75 or over. I remember that we stood out
early on in campaign debates because we were already arguing that
creating two classes of seniors was wrong, that it was not done, and
that we had to increase old age security, the universal program for
everyone, starting at age 65. That is how the program operates.
That is the base amount provided at retirement. This issue became
the focus of the first questions we asked when the House returned
in December 2019. Even then, we were asking the government
about this legislation, about its plans to discriminate on the basis of
age.
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When we came back in early 2020, my colleague from Joliette

and I met with the Fédération de l'Âge d'Or du Québec, or FADOQ,
at the Olympic Stadium in Montreal as part of our pre-budget meet‐
ings. One of FADOQ's demands was to increase old age security,
but for all seniors, starting at age 65. FADOQ members had also
heard rumours that the government was thinking of increasing pen‐
sions for people aged 75 and over. They were the ones who asked
us to champion this demand, which was a priority for them. We
made it a condition for passing budget 2020.
● (1905)

We have made it a condition every time a budget has been tabled
since the 32 Bloc Québécois members have been in the House, go‐
ing back to 2019. We have made this issue a condition. Regardless
of what my Conservative colleagues may think, it is also one of the
reasons we did not support the government on budgetary matters.
We voted against the budgets because we had set conditions. It was
not just that one. We had also set conditions regarding funding for
oil and gas companies. We set a lot of other conditions for various
budgets over the years, but this one was always among them.

Then, the pandemic happened. Assistance was announced for ev‐
eryone, except seniors. Even though they were isolated, they had to
continue to pay their bills, and they, too, were affected by what was
known as the COVID-19 tax, the additional fees that started being
charged. Many companies had to start charging delivery fees. Se‐
niors were affected by the pandemic too, but the government did
not announce any assistance for them. We had to come back to the
House. I remember those somewhat strange times at the beginning
of the pandemic when we came back to Parliament. There were not
very many of us here. However, we came back to ask the govern‐
ment to provide assistance for seniors, who had not received any
help. It was good that the government helped families and business‐
es, but it forgot about seniors, and we had to come back to the
House. In the end, what the government proposed at the time was to
give seniors the much-touted one-time cheque for $300, or $500 in
the case of those who were receiving the GIS. That was a partial
win for seniors. They did not get as much assistance as everyone
else, but at least they got something because we had come back to
the House to talk about it. However, the fact remains that it was just
a one-time cheque.

Time went by and the pandemic wound down, but the govern‐
ment did not announce any other assistance measures for seniors.
We raised the issue again and proposed increasing the OAS pension
for all seniors aged 65 and up. In 2021, we once again included that
in our list of conditions for supporting the budget. We then tabled a
first petition in the House. What is interesting is that this is an inter‐
generational concern. It affects all generations. A young man in his
20s, Samuel Lévesque, had contacted me to say that he did not
think this discrimination was fair. His grandparents had told him
that their friends who were 75 and up were getting help, but that
they were not. He understood the situation and he wondered what
more he could do. He ended up starting a petition.

Then an election was called, but right before that, once again,
one-time $500 cheques were sent out to people aged 75 and over.
Although this should have made people happy, I received emails
from seniors who said they felt used and exploited. They said that
these were purely vote-seeking cheques and that this one-time as‐

sistance, which consisted of a single cheque, was not what they
needed. What they needed was a complete overhaul of assistance
measures for seniors.

That is why we, once again, made this a key issue in the election
campaign. We proposed that assistance be provided to all seniors
who receive the pension starting at age 65. In early 2022, we dedi‐
cated an opposition day in the House to this issue. The Bloc
Québécois used one of its opposition days to discuss this topic, to
say that the government had to reconsider its plan to increase OAS
only for people aged 75 and over. In the end, in the summer of
2022, only seniors aged 75 and over received the 10% increase. We
did not let up. Another petition was launched calling on the govern‐
ment to correct this unacceptable inequity. In 2023, we even held a
symposium in Granby, where people from across Quebec and civil
society organizations came to share their thoughts. Once again, it
became clear that the growing economic inequalities among seniors
needed to be addressed.

Then, last year, we came up with Bill C-319. It was introduced in
March 2023, and the first hour of debate at second reading took
place in May 2023. The last hour of second reading and the vote
were held in the fall of 2023. I spent the entire month of August last
year touring around. I went to Amqui, in the riding of my colleague
from Avignon—La Mitis—Matane—Matapédia.

● (1910)

I went to the riding of Beauport-Limoilou. I also went to meet
the people of Thérèse-De Blainville and many others. Finally, we
came back to the House after that tour motivated us to take action.
The tour pushed us to move forward with this bill.

That was not the first time. To go back a bit, in 2021, I remember
attending some of my colleagues' nomination meetings in the
Abitibi‑Témiscamingue region. There were some seniors chatting
around a coffee shop. It was nice. They came to meet me and we
talked. They said that we absolutely needed to eliminate this age
discrimination. We also need to start removing barriers seniors face
when they want to stay in the workforce. These two considerations
are reflected in Bill C‑319.

Last fall, we won a majority vote in the House. That is quite
something. It was a majority vote in which I even managed to con‐
vince my Conservative colleagues that the extra 10% should also
go to people aged 65 to 74. People who wanted to work should be
able to earn a little more without having their guaranteed income
supplement clawed back. So the bill had to increase from $5,000
to $6,500 the amount people could earn without having their GIS
reduced.
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We had that majority vote and referred the bill to the Standing

Committee on Human Resources, Skills and Social Development
and the Status of Persons with Disabilities. I appeared at committee
for an hour. My colleague from Thérèse-De Blainville, who sat on
the committee, questioned witnesses. Thanks to that hour of testi‐
mony I had with the witnesses and my colleague's work, which I
would like to commend, we managed to get a unanimous report
from the committee. Even government members recognized that
this unacceptable inequity had to end.

I have given a bit of the background. I have talked about the bill.
Third, just quickly, I would like to say that the sums requested for
this initiative are neither exaggerated nor outrageous. We have pre‐
sented a bill that is realistic and achievable. The famous figure
of $16 billion over five years amounts to barely $3 billion a year.
At that point, it is a question of political will. The money can be
found. The government can give royal recommendation by the end
of third reading and acknowledge that it has the money and is capa‐
ble of investing in this bill.

This is about fairness for seniors. This is about aging with digni‐
ty. This is a baseline amount. This is what seniors start their retire‐
ment with. This is the universal amount. It is unfair that there are
two classes of seniors. It is unfair to classify them as “young old”
and “old old”. It is not fair that these people are not on a level play‐
ing field when they retire. Of course, this is not going to solve ev‐
erything. The Bloc Québécois would never claim that the bill be‐
fore us is going to be a panacea and fix everything.

We hear all kinds of things. For example, we have heard that
some people may not need it. Keep in mind that this is the taxable
portion. The GIS is not taxable, but the OAS is. It means that peo‐
ple who need it less will spend a little more in their local economy
and pay a little more in income tax. It gives them a little extra help.
While $80 a month will not make a huge difference, some people
do need it.

We have to be careful. Fully 36% of seniors are living on the GIS
and the OAS. That is nothing to sneeze at, and it would be wrong to
say that every other senior has no need of the extra help. It is not
true that people living above the poverty line, set at a mea‐
gre $22,000 a year, are able to grow old with dignity. When a per‐
son is just above that line, they fall into a grey area where they have
to wonder what help is available to them to cope with inflation.

Another factor we have to keep in mind is that seniors live on
fixed incomes. These people do not see their pensions increase at
the same rate as salaries, so that is problematic. Salaries are in‐
creasing much faster than retirees' fixed incomes. I want to point
out that I have been touring ridings, including Liberal ridings, for
two summers now. Before I even got a chance to speak, people
were telling me that they went to see their MP to send a clear mes‐
sage that having two classes of seniors was unacceptable. I even
went to Chicoutimi, to the riding of a Conservative Party member.
Regardless of which party represents the riding, when I went to
meet with seniors' groups, there was unanimous support for this
bill. More than that, groups across Canada are writing to thank the
Bloc Québécois for speaking up for seniors.

● (1915)

I will wrap up by saying that perhaps what these people are ask‐
ing for is recognition that they are a grey force. They are tired of all
the prejudice and, above all, they are tired of being seen as an eco‐
nomic burden. They want to be recognized as the grey power that
they are.

[English]

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Lead‐
er of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, consistently, virtually from day one, the Government of
Canada, in particular the Prime Minister, has been very supportive
of seniors in all regions of Canada. One of its very first initiatives
was the dramatic increase in the guaranteed income supplement,
and I will have the opportunity to expand on that issue shortly,
which literally took tens of thousands of seniors across the country
out of poverty. The Bloc at the time voted against that measure.

I wonder if the member could provide her thoughts on the Bloc's
perspective with respect to the importance of the GIS and contrast
that, possibly, to the OAS.

● (1920)

[Translation]

Ms. Andréanne Larouche: Madam Speaker, that is an interest‐
ing question.

I would like to address two things.

Some say that the GIS is welfare for seniors. Personally, I do not
like that, but it is a fact. Increasing the GIS helps only a few people.
Those are not my words. Experts at the conference said that. We
can make numbers say what we want, but there are some people
who are just above the poverty line, who are not entitled to the GIS
and who are not entitled to the 10% increase in OAS either because
they are 67. The thing is, illness does not wait until 75, poverty
does not wait until 75 and grocery bills cost the same whether we
are 67 or 77.

As I explained, we voted against this because of the demands we
made of the government in the budgets. We are not against the
guaranteed income supplement. We can give it more thought later,
but for now the main problem is that there is a disparity in the base
amount of the program.

I invite the government to review this because unlike other pro‐
grams the government tries to meddle in, OAS is its responsibility.
It is one of the rare programs that is the federal government's re‐
sponsibility. It is in charge of pensions, which fall under its jurisdic‐
tion.

Mr. Jacques Gourde (Lévis—Lotbinière, CPC):
Madam Speaker, I thank my colleague for her speech, and I want to
acknowledge her passion for Bill C‑319.
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However, I am still concerned about the Bloc Québécois's Octo‐

ber 29 deadline because I hear the Liberals, and they do not seem
very open to it. They seem very calm, cool and collected. I have
some concerns about the Bloc Québécois with respect to the Liber‐
als.

Will the Liberals dangle a little carrot in front of them at the end
of October? Will the Bloc Québécois take the bait and wait until the
next budget? Or rather, are the Bloc Québécois members here in the
House to get what they want on October 29, or else they will trigger
an election?

I would like to be sure. Will the Bloc Québécois extend its dead‐
line or will it really end this government on October 29?

Ms. Andréanne Larouche: Madam Speaker, I thank my col‐
league for his question, which allows me to reiterate two points.

First, our request for a 10% increase for people aged 65 to 74 is
not new. As the leader of the Bloc Québécois made clear, there is
no room for compromise on this issue. We are going to hammer
home the message. We do not want half-measures. We want 10%
for people aged 65 to 74. That is our specific request. There can be
no compromise.

I would like to extend an invitation to everyone, including my
Conservative colleagues. If the Liberals deny our request and insist
on going against the will of their own members as expressed in
committee, they will have some explaining to do during the elec‐
tion. They will have to say why they made this choice, despite re‐
peated requests, despite pressure from organizations on the ground,
despite what we have heard, despite the testimonials from citizens
that have piled up over the years as we have repeatedly made this
request, and as the government stubbornly refuses to give this 10%
increase to people aged 65 to 74. The Liberals will have to bear the
brunt of this.

My Conservative colleagues supported Bill C‑319. The bill has
moved forward, and I invite them to continue—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): The hon.
member for Courtenay—Alberni has time for a brief question.
[English]

Mr. Gord Johns (Courtenay—Alberni, NDP): Madam Speak‐
er, first, I want to thank my colleague from Shefford for putting for‐
ward this bill. It is such a great bill dealing with inequity.

We know that when Conservatives were in government, they
raised the age of retirement from 65 to 67. They went after seniors.
When the current government came forward with an increase, it
wanted to create a two-tiered system, ignoring those between 65
and 74, so what did it do? It maintained the corporate tax rate the
Conservatives had brought in for big corporations that are making
record profits, such as big oil, big banks and big grocery.

Does my colleague believe there should be a tax increase on big
corporations to make sure we can take care of our seniors in this
country?
[Translation]

Ms. Andréanne Larouche: Madam Speaker, one thing is cer‐
tain: As we have always said, at this point, it is a political choice.

Some funds could be found elsewhere, and some funds could be
better invested. I am just throwing that out there because I have to
keep my answer short.

I would also like to know the Liberals' idea of retirement age. Is
it 65 or 75? I asked them that in committee. What is your idea of
retirement age? You boast about increasing it to 65, but by forcing
seniors to get by without assistance. Sometimes you force them to
stay in the labour market when their health prevents them from
working, yet they feel they have no choice but to try to keep work‐
ing to make ends meet.

What is retirement age in the Liberals' opinion?

● (1925)

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): I would
remind the hon. member that she must address her comments to the
Chair and not directly to the government.

Resuming debate.

The hon. Parliamentary Secretary to the Leader of the Govern‐
ment in the House of Commons.

[English]

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Lead‐
er of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, it is a pleasure to rise and talk about an issue facing se‐
niors. I can tell the member that Liberal members of Parliament
have been very supportive of seniors in Canada through the years.

When I was first elected to Parliament, one of my colleagues had
conducted a white paper on seniors in regard to how we could
move forward as a political party. A number of years ago, I was sit‐
ting not far from where the member for Shefford is sitting today,
when Stephen Harper was in Davos and made the decision to in‐
crease the age of retirement from 65 to 67.

To answer the question the hon. member has put to members of
the Liberal caucus, I can assure her our response at the time was
immediate. We understand and appreciate the retirement age of 65.
The Prime Minister, when he was leader of the Liberal Party, made
a very clear indication that we would restore the age of retirement
back to 65. A number of months passed, and ultimately we were af‐
forded the opportunity to form a government. One of the first ac‐
tions of the Liberal government was to bring forward the change
that reduced the age of retirement from 67 to 65.
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We are also very aware of the issue of poverty, of having a fixed

income with limited resources, and how we could help seniors liv‐
ing in poverty. Another initiative the government took up was to try
to lift seniors out of poverty, which it did by making a dramatic in‐
crease to the guaranteed income supplement, the GIS. I believe se‐
niors were going to receive an increase somewhere between $800
and $950 per year. That initiative alone literally lifted thousands of
seniors out of poverty, including hundreds from my own con‐
stituency. As I pointed out, members of the Bloc voted against it.
That is why I posed the specific question in regard to the GIS and
how the Bloc voted back then. I think it is a valid question.

How do we maximize tax dollars to support our seniors? I be‐
lieve it was a good decision back then to dramatically increase the
guaranteed income supplement, and the numbers clearly show that
we were right.

The member asked about the age of retirement being 65. As I
say, we reduced it from 67 back to 65, and then we also went to
work negotiating with provinces to deal with the CPP. Those in the
workforce contribute in a very significant way, as all members of
society, whether they are working or not, will ultimately contribute.
We put an emphasis on increasing the CPP. To do that, unlike the
previous government, we had to work it through a number of the
provinces and build the support to do so. We were successful in do‐
ing that. A lot more people will be retiring in the coming years, and
they will have better retirement savings as a direct result of actions
we took nine years ago. That is another initiative the government
has taken.
● (1930)

Going back to the fixed income issue, during the pandemic, as
has been pointed out, there was a need to provide extra support for
seniors. Liberal members of Parliament and others were hearing in
their constituencies about the different types of benefits. We came
out with all sorts of programs, but we came out with something
separate and unique for seniors. We gave two amounts. One was for
OAS and an additional amount was for seniors who were collecting
GIS, in recognition of the issue of their finances. That was during
the pandemic.

Then the election followed and the Liberal Party of Canada made
it very clear, which we heard through representations in many dif‐
ferent forms, that as people age, they often require additional needs,
such as medical assistance. They may be more fragile, on average,
as they age. Their savings may dwindle over time or their ability to
earn additional income might be diminished, so the Liberal Party of
Canada made an election platform commitment to deal with the
three specific factors I just raised. We said we would increase, for
those 75 and over, the OAS by 10% because of what I just indicat‐
ed. Canadians were very much aware of it. Seniors were aware of
it. We won the election and fulfilled that election commitment.

There have been huge investments to support seniors. For the
dental program, the first people who were eligible to receive the
dental benefit were seniors, and seniors in all regions of the country
took advantage of that program, as they should. That was the pur‐
pose of the program, contrary to what members opposite might say.
One of the biggest factors in developing the dental program was se‐
niors, but the pharmacare program was also important. When we

think of diabetes and the costs related to it, seniors will benefit
from that.

As a government, we have made tangible commitments to deal
with long-term health care facilities, and we are working with dif‐
ferent levels of government to improve those conditions. We have
made investments in housing to both non-profit agencies and differ‐
ent levels of government. We have come up with enhanced financ‐
ing for support programs such as the New Horizons for Seniors and
other organizations that support seniors.

The bottom line is that, from day one until today and going for‐
ward, I can assure members of the Bloc, Canadians and others that
the government is very much in tune with the needs of seniors, and
we will continue to look at ways to support them. That is the way
we started, and I can assure the members opposite that we will con‐
tinue that going forward.

● (1935)

Mrs. Tracy Gray (Kelowna—Lake Country, CPC): Madam
Speaker, it is always a privilege to rise on behalf of the residents of
Kelowna—Lake Country. Today I am here to speak to Bill C-319,
an act to amend the Old Age Security Act. I have spoken on this
issue in the past and appreciate the opportunity to do so again.

Our seniors deserve respect. Seniors have raised families, teach‐
ing their beliefs and values; founded businesses, employing people;
taught and taken care of people; volunteered; built our country; and
served our country, fighting for the freedoms we have today. Time
and time again, I am told remarkable stories by seniors in Kelow‐
na—Lake Country. There are few areas of life not touched positive‐
ly by our seniors. It is clear that Kelowna—Lake Country, and real‐
ly all of Canada, would not be the same without the hard work of
seniors and all they have contributed over their lives and still do.

Seniors are mentors and leaders in our communities. That is why
it is so unacceptable that seniors are facing the challenges they cur‐
rently are. I have talked to many seniors who are very stressed and
concerned. The cost of living has ballooned after nine years of the
Liberal Prime Minister, causing seniors to struggle like never be‐
fore just to pay for basic necessities.

Seniors in my community have reached out about how they are
struggling to pay their heating bill. Many have sent me pictures of
their heating bill, which includes the carbon tax. The minimum
amount for the tax is set by the federal government, and the govern‐
ment is increasing it every year to be on track to increase it to 61¢
per litre.

Local seniors have also commented on how GST is being
charged on top of the home heating carbon tax, which is a tax on a
tax. This is wrong. A resident, Grant, wrote to me about his heating
bill and all the taxes. He said that he used $50.18 worth of gas, yet
owed $316.65. He then went on to say that he has worked since he
was 12 years old, non-stop, and has paid his fair share of taxes.
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I have talked to retirees who have had to go back to work and

who feel sad that they cannot spend as much time volunteering or
cannot donate as much to their favourite charities as they used to. I
hear from seniors who are afraid to walk around their own neigh‐
bourhood that they have lived in for many years due to crime and
concerns over their safety. I have talked to many seniors who are
worried about their adult children making their mortgage payment
and about their grandchildren who will have a tough time ever ow‐
ing their own home.

Seniors have reached out to me who were just about to retire, and
because of the Liberal capital gains tax increases, they have told me
they will have to work longer. Seniors who are looking to retire on
modest savings are finding that this is no longer possible in Canada,
especially with the new Liberal tax changes. It is untenable that se‐
niors are finding themselves priced out of the country they have
built.

Here is the situation of many seniors: They worked their whole
life providing for their family and contributing to this country. They
have contributed economically through their job and through creat‐
ing businesses. They have raised a family and volunteered in their
community. They have contributed by being a good citizen by fol‐
lowing the rules. They have saved for their retirement. However,
now the golden years for many have melted away. This is not the
reality that seniors deserve, yet it is the one that many of them face
due to the Liberal Prime Minister and his partners in the NDP, the
costly government.

Many seniors in my community struggle to make ends meet, and
many are forced to choose between paying for necessities such as
food and medication. One senior reached out to me and said that
there is absolutely no hope for those on fixed and low income as
they are being taxed to death, literally. The senior went on to say
that every time they go to the grocery store, prices are going up. A
senior couple from Kelowna—Lake Country reached out to me to
say that living on their pensions is becoming harder and harder all
the time.
● (1940)

This is a result of the reckless, inflationary spending of the Liber‐
al Prime Minister, who is propped up by his partners in the NDP
and, now, apparently also the Bloc.

Liberal policies have led to record inflation, with millions of
Canadians now struggling to simply keep their heads above water.
The standard of living continues to drop in Canada, which has ex‐
perienced the worst decline in per-person income out of all the G7
countries over the last five years. Seniors on a fixed income are
uniquely at risk from inflation, as fixed incomes are unable to keep
up with the cost of living, which keeps growing because of all the
increased spending.

It is not just in my own community that seniors are struggling,
but across Canada. According to the Salvation Army, 75% of Cana‐
dians currently face challenges managing limited financial re‐
sources. Moreover, 25% of Canadians continue to be extremely
concerned about having enough income to cover their basic needs,
such as food and shelter. Not all seniors have paid off their mort‐
gages, and this has led to even more stresses. The Bank of Canada
recently confirmed that Canadians will see a steep jump in pay‐

ments as millions of Canadians renew their mortgages over the next
two years. This is just one more area in which seniors, especially
those on fixed incomes, are struggling.

This legislation provides equity for all seniors, ensuring that old
age security is available to those between 65 and 74 years old. Se‐
niors aged 65 to 74 should not be treated differently than seniors 75
or older, something that has occurred under the Liberal govern‐
ment. As such, Conservatives support this measure as part of the
legislation.

The legislation also serves to safeguard seniors from potential
clawbacks within the guaranteed income supplement. It seeks to in‐
crease the exemption amount for employment income that is taken
into account for eligibility. Increasing the GIS earnings exemption
would minimize some of the clawbacks seniors may experience.
Seniors should be able to continue to work or go back to work, if
they choose to and are able to, without the loss of federal retirement
GIS. Especially considering that rising inflation has had a dispro‐
portionate impact on seniors, they should not be penalized for
working if they choose to and want to.

To be clear, however, I must say that the legislation will not fix
the cost of living crisis or the devastating situation caused by the
Liberal government. Conservatives will continue to focus on fixing
the budget to get the government spending under control, as well as
axing the tax and stopping the tax increases during this unprece‐
dented cost of living crisis, which has affected seniors in my com‐
munity and communities across the country.

In stopping the broken policies of the Liberals, along with their
NDP and Bloc partners, common-sense Conservatives will bring
back the promise of Canada: If one works hard, one should be able
to get ahead and live and retire in a safe community.

Mr. Gord Johns (Courtenay—Alberni, NDP): Madam Speak‐
er, it is an honour to rise to speak to Bill C-319, an act to amend the
Old Age Security Act. I want to thank the sponsor, my colleague
from Shefford for moving this bill.

The bill before us today is about increasing old age security by
10% for those who are between the ages of 65 and 74. These people
were initially excluded by the Liberal government when the gov‐
ernment decided to increase the OAS for seniors. The government
decided to create a two-tiered system of seniors, those who were
over 75 and those who were under 75. Those aged between 65 and
74 were going to be penalized and not get the increase. This is simi‐
lar to what the Conservatives did when they raised the retirement
age from 65 to 67.

We are seeing a pattern of both Liberals and Conservatives want‐
ing seniors to work longer, and this was no different. Seniors de‐
serve better. Many seniors across the country do not have the re‐
sources to deal with the high cost of housing and the increase in in‐
flation, especially those who are on fixed incomes. They are the
ones bearing the brunt of this. I would argue that seniors and people
living with disabilities are feeling the pinch the most.
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employment is also important in the calculation of the guaranteed
income supplement, from $5,000 to $6,500, which is also incorpo‐
rated into this bill. We want to make sure seniors who do wish to
participate in the workforce are not being penalized. We know we
need to do more, which is why the NDP put forward a dental care
plan and a plan for pharmacare, so seniors are not making the
choice of whether they are going to buy food or take the medicine
they need.

We are going to continue to work on ideas to help lift seniors out
of poverty and ensure they have the best retirement possible, and a
retirement with dignity.

In 2021, when the Liberals brought in the 10% bonus for seniors
75 and over, they decided to leave some seniors out, and they creat‐
ed those two categories I discussed earlier.

I am hoping we can move this bill forward quickly. This is a mi‐
nority Parliament. To make this minority Parliament work, this is
clearly a really important aspect of that.

I also want to speak about the cost of this. I have raised this in
the House of Commons many times since the Liberals brought in
this two-tiered benefit for seniors and neglected those who were
over 65 and under 74. I have raised this also at the government op‐
erations committee, where I have asked the former president of the
Treasury Board and the current President of the Treasury Board to
re-examine this. I helped her break down the numbers, because we
know that she knows we have the lowest corporate taxes in the G7.
That was something the Harper government did. It did not do that
for small business. It lowered corporate taxes by 5%. We have seen
corporate taxes drop from 28% to 15%, from the Chrétien era to to‐
day.

The Liberals have maintained that low corporate tax rate while
oil and gas, big grocery and big banks have had record profits.

The Liberals have also failed to tackle the issue around tax
havens. The Parliamentary Budget Officer, in 2019, calculated that
between $21 billion and $26 billion a year was being lost to tax
havens. The ultrarich get these tax benefits, but seniors who are try‐
ing to retire with dignity are being targeted.

In 2021, it was projected that $31 billion was leaking from the
Canadian economy so the ultrarich and CEOs could get off the
hook again while seniors struggled to make ends meet. What did
the government do? It hired more people at CRA, but the people at
CRA are focusing on small business people, on people struggling to
make ends meet and seniors. Seniors in my riding have come to me
and told me that the government is coming after them for small
amounts of money, when in fact the government could have hired
auditors at CRA to target those who are manoeuvring around the
tax system to benefit themselves, the super rich and these big cor‐
porations. Instead, the government is focused on everyday people,
and that needs to change.
● (1945)

This is an excellent bill and an excellent start. I have some ideas
on how we can cover it because it is projected to cost $3 billion.
Back in 2015, the PBO projected that a 1% increase in corporate

tax would be about $2.6 billion. I would argue that that would be
around the same amount today. Therefore, a 1% increase in corpo‐
rate tax would cover the costs of taking care of our seniors. What
will the government do? We know the Liberals and the Conserva‐
tives. They are always going to be there for the big corporations
and their friends and are not going to do that.

The NDP was able to apply pressure to increase the excess profit
tax on the big banks. That was a 15% tax on profits of over a billion
dollars. That generated billions of dollars, that windfall tax. The
PBO did an analysis of the government applying that tax to big oil
and gas, which would generate a profit of $4.2 billion.

We know that Conservatives in the U.K. charge an excess profit
tax, a windfall tax, on oil and gas. We cannot even get the Liberals
to do that in Canada. The oil oligarchy here is always arguing in the
House of Commons about who can build more pipelines between
the two of them. I can tell members that they are both good at
building pipelines, but they are not good at tackling climate change.
They are also not good at taking care of seniors. We know that right
across the country. We are seeing that constantly. Therefore, I urge
the government to look at an excess profit tax, at closing tax loop‐
holes for the super-rich and for tax havens, and at possibly increas‐
ing the corporate tax rate. It should not be like this for seniors.

I got an email from Janice from my riding. She writes:

I must ask, why is it seniors collecting cpp and old age pensions receive less
than CERB?

The federal government stated they felt $2000.00/month a livable wage yet
many seniors are receiving substantially less.

Many seniors are living silently in poverty. Are there any plans to address this
shameful situation?

She wrote about being excluded from the OAS increase.

Today, with the bill put forward by my colleague from Winnipeg
Centre, we had the opportunity for an annual basic income. The
Liberals and Conservatives could have got behind that bill. They
could have, at committee, prioritized people living with disabilities
and seniors, the most vulnerable in our society, but they chose not
to. It would have made sense.
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should continue the corporate welfare that is happening with tax
havens, with the lowest corporate tax rate in the G7, with the con‐
tinued focus of CRA audits on everyday people while the big play‐
ers get off the hook, and with preferential tax rates for CEOs. Ev‐
erybody who I have talked to in my riding believes that we should
be prioritizing taking care of our seniors and those living with dis‐
abilities. A guaranteed livable income could have done that, but the
Liberals chose not to do that.

We are going to continue to come here to the House to bring for‐
ward good ideas.

I am really grateful to the Bloc for bringing forward this initia‐
tive. I do appreciate my colleague using her spot in the order of
precedence to move the bill. We will be supporting this bill whole‐
heartedly. I hope everybody in the House does, and that we can
move it quickly, because people are struggling right now. Seniors
are struggling with how they are going to pay their rent, buy food
and get their medicine. I am glad we are able to take some pressure
off of them with dental care, but we know that, with the rising cost
of inflation, they cannot keep up with it. Therefore, I hope we can
move this rapidly along here today, and in the weeks ahead.

I want to thank my colleague one last time for moving the bill.
● (1950)

[Translation]
Ms. Louise Chabot (Thérèse-De Blainville, BQ): Madam

Speaker, with the little time I have, my first words will be for my
colleague from Shefford. I am proud of her, just as I am proud to be
a member of the Bloc Québécois, which has been calling for fair‐
ness for seniors since 2019. The main takeaway from Bill C‑319 is
that it is about two things: fairness and dignity.

Why is it about fairness? My colleagues have talked about this.
Old age security is a universal plan that applies to people aged 65
and over and falls under federal jurisdiction. By discriminating, as
the government has done, on the basis of age—that is, by increas‐
ing the pension for those aged 75 and over—it has turned its back
on people aged 65 to 74, even though they are part of the universal
program. This is an infringement. In labour relations, we would call
this an “orphan clause” or a clause that discriminates on the basis of
age. That would be unacceptable, yet that is what the government
did. The government can correct this inequity. This is an infringe‐
ment that needs to be corrected.

We heard from witnesses in committee. We are talking about
millions of people who are affected and what we need to keep in
mind is that 30% to 40% of them live only from old age pensions. I
will give an example. When it comes to the Fédération de l'âge d'or
du Québec, or FADOQ, and the Association québécoise de défense
des droits des personnes retraitées et préretraitées, or AQDR, half
their members, including 39% of Quebeckers, live on an income of
roughly $21,000 or $22,000. That is what they get from OAS and
GIS. It is unacceptable.

It is true that seniors groups are not homogenous, but there is no
more homogeneity among seniors 65 to 74 than there is among
those 75 and up. We need something universal. People who retire at
65 need an equal and fair OAS increase. Not increasing it is totally

unacceptable. That is why we are calling on the Liberal government
to correct this injustice, to work on giving seniors dignity. We had
support in committee and we will have support in the House.

We are being told it will cost $3 billion, but is that an expense or
an investment? When people are left in a vulnerable or precarious
situation, their whole standard of living is negatively affected. Fi‐
nancial insecurity is a form of isolation. One witness told us that a
person who earns $21,000, $22,000 or $23,000 will come up with
excuses not to go when they get invited to the movies because they
do not have any discretionary income. That is the situation. If we
want people between the ages of 65 and 74 to be healthy, then we
need to make sure that they have a decent quality of life, which will
also help them when they are aged 75 and over. As the Conserva‐
tives would say, that is common sense.

The Government of Canada does not have very many social pro‐
grams. Employment insurance and old age security were created to
protect vulnerable people. In committee, I heard government mem‐
bers saying that seniors aged 65 to 74 do not need this assistance.
There is something really shameful about comments like that. This
could make a big difference for people who are living on a fixed
income, given the cost of housing, groceries and health care.

● (1955)

We cannot forget about women. A majority of these people live
alone and are women. It is no coincidence that those over the age of
65, our generation, are in this situation. Often, women have chosen
to stay at home. They have had odd jobs. They did not contribute
much to the Quebec Pension Plan, or QPP, or could not afford a pri‐
vate pension plan. Maybe there was no group plan. Essentially, the
system has made their situation even more precarious.

The AQDR rightly reminded us that in 1927, when old age secu‐
rity was introduced, it was seen as a major step forward. We were
seen as an example. Now, we rank 13th among OECD countries in
this area.

Increasing the baseline level of OAS—we are not talking about
the GIS here—from the age of 65 will permanently benefit these
people who have contributed so much to society.

● (2000)

[English]

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): The time
provided for the consideration of Private Members' Business has
now expired, and the order is dropped to the bottom of the order of
precedence on the Order Paper.



September 25, 2024 COMMONS DEBATES 25887

Adjournment Proceedings

ADJOURNMENT PROCEEDINGS
A motion to adjourn the House under Standing Order 38 deemed

to have been moved.
[English]

FINANCE

Hon. Mike Lake (Edmonton—Wetaskiwin, CPC): Madam
Speaker, tonight, I have a chance to revisit an exchange I had in
question period at the end of May. Sadly, it was an exchange about
the economy. Things have not gotten any better since May here in
Canada, and we find ourselves dealing with a continuing economic
crisis brought on by the policies of the Liberal government follow‐
ing, of course, the failed Trudeau economic plan of the seventies
and eighties. Now, in successive Liberal governments led by that
family, we have run 24 deficits in 25 years and had a constant
stream of crises: housing crises, energy crises, unity crises and the
like.

My question back then was about how the most incompetent,
reckless government in Canadian history was undertaking radical
experiments with objectively terrible results. Of course, it has been
supported by the NDP and now the Bloc. Back then I referenced an
RBC report that talked about “a slow bleed over the last 2 years
[that] left per-capita output back at 2016 levels”, and I asked about
that falling per-person income in Canada.

The response from the parliamentary secretary at the time was
kind of interesting. He did not defend the government, talk about
the successes that the government had or refute any of my claims.
He took issue with the fact that I would use GDP per capita, or
growth per capita, as a measure. He said it was “not a particularly
useful one, as most economists will say.” Therefore, I did a bit of
digging.

This was not very hard, actually, to find on the Statistics Canada
website, so I am not sure whether the Liberal government is anti-
Statistics Canada right now. However, this year, Statistics Canada
had this to say: “Slower economic growth over the past year and
near-record population increases fuelled by temporary and perma‐
nent immigration have put the spotlight on recent trends in
Canada’s gross domestic product...per capita.” It went on to say,
“Recent reports...have all stressed the trend towards weaker per
capita growth, highlighting its negative implications for living stan‐
dards and wage growth.”

This Statistics Canada document quotes information that the par‐
liamentary secretary, on behalf of the government, says is not credi‐
ble or supported by economists. A little later in the same document,
Statistics Canada said, “GDP per capita is widely used to gauge dif‐
ferences in living standards across countries. Higher levels of per
capita output are generally found in more developed economies
with advanced infrastructure, better health care and education sys‐
tems, and higher levels of access to technologies and innovation.”

As such, whichever parliamentary secretary is going to answer
the question today, I would like them to correct the record if they
could or clarify the Liberal position on whether rapidly declining
GDP per capita is bad. My assertion is that it is bad for Canada.
The parliamentary secretary said it was not necessarily bad. More
importantly, I want to hear something about a plan. We have four

minutes right now; I hope we will hear something about a plan,
moving forward, to reverse the economic devastation being inflict‐
ed on our country by the Liberal, NDP and now Bloc coalition.

● (2005)

Mrs. Élisabeth Brière (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minis‐
ter of Families, Children and Social Development and to the
Minister of Mental Health and Addictions and Associate Minis‐
ter of Health, Lib.): Madam Speaker, I thank my colleague for this
opportunity to defend our government's responsible economic plan,
which has left Canada in an enviable fiscal position. Let me begin
by stating some facts.

Canada's net debt-to-GDP ratio is well below that of our G7
peers, and we are one of only two G7 countries rated AAA by at
least two of the three major global rating agencies. This has been
achieved through our government's responsible economic plan. It
has enabled proactive investments to support Canadians and
Canada's long-term prosperity, which will have a direct and lasting
impact for future generations.

In budget 2024, we provided an economic plan that makes gener‐
ational investments by raising revenues through an increased capi‐
tal gains inclusion rate. This will make life cost less for Canadians
while making our tax system fairer for everyone.

Transformative investments in clean energy, in opportunities for
workers, in innovation and to improve housing affordability will
support a business environment that gives investors confidence that
Canada's workforce is ready for more opportunities. This will en‐
able our economy to attract more investment and will create more
jobs.

Budget 2024 also supports fairness for every generation by stick‐
ing to the fiscal objectives laid out in the fall economic statement,
setting deficits and the federal debt burden on a downward track.
Moving forward, we are committed to keeping deficits below 1%
of GDP beginning in 2026-27 and in future years.

[Translation]

Since the April budget, Canada's economic indicators have also
remained positive. Canada was the first G7 country to lower its in‐
terest rates and to do so three times. This is good news for home‐
owners with mortgages up for renewal, as well as for first-time
homebuyers. It is also good for businesses.
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Canada's inflation rate dropped to 2% in August, marking eight

consecutive months of decline and the lowest inflation rate since
February 2021. In addition, Canadian workers are earning more on
average than they were before the pandemic, even after accounting
for inflation.

Overall, the Canadian economy, under our government's leader‐
ship, is strong and resilient. For Canadians, this means more jobs
and better wages. Our government's fiscally responsible economic
plan is delivering an economy that works for everyone.
[English]

Hon. Mike Lake: Madam Speaker, the hon. parliamentary secre‐
tary talked about the enviable position we have in Canada. She
touted good news for property owners renewing their mortgages.
However, because of the policies of the Liberal government, a
Canadian renewing, say, a five-year fixed-term mortgage in
September today versus someone who had a mortgage in Septem‐
ber 2019 could be paying between $500 and $1,000 more in month‐
ly mortgage payments for the same house. That is for an average
house in Canada, depending on where someone lives. I do not
know that this is good news for anybody, and it is in a context of
record food bank usage and unemployment that is 1% higher than it
was five years ago at the same time.

I would love the hon. member to explain how that is good news
for people renewing their mortgages.

Mrs. Élisabeth Brière: Madam Speaker, I am happy to rise in
this House tonight to speak about our good economic financial
plan.

From universal public health care to employment insurance to
strong, stable, funded pensions like the Canada pension plan, there
has always been an agreement that we will take care of our neigh‐
bours when they have the need. It gives our workers stability and
our businesses confidence that the right supports are in place to
keep our economy fair, keep people healthy and keep the middle
class strong.
[Translation]

With budget 2024, our government is renewing its commitment
to that goal by unlocking the door to the middle class for millions
of young Canadians in a fiscally responsible way.

Later this year, the government will unveil its fall economic
statement, delivering the next phase of an economic plan to build
more homes, make life more affordable and continue to invest in
Canada's clean, growing economy.
[English]

IMMIGRATION, REFUGEES AND CITIZENSHIP

Mr. Kevin Vuong (Spadina—Fort York, Ind.): Madam Speak‐
er, on April 29, 2024, I asked the immigration minister to explain to
Canadians why an individual convicted five times of criminal
charges facing a deportation order upheld by a Federal Court man‐
aged to get ministerial intervention to stop his removal. Ministerial
interventions are for serious, extreme circumstances, often life-and-
death situations. I asked the minister if it was his intention to make
a mockery of our legal and immigration systems, or if his interven‐
tion was guided by a political calculation to get more votes for his

party. Regrettably, the minister responded by stating that these are
not matters that we talk about publicly, much less on the floor of
the House of Commons.

Given the total mess of the immigration system under the gov‐
ernment's watch, I do not blame the minister for not wanting to talk
about it. For the record, the minister was not asked to divulge pro‐
tected, private information. I was asking him why he personally in‐
tervened in such a clear case of deportation, as it was upheld by his
own department and the courts.

It is worth giving the background on this case as there are impor‐
tant questions that any reasonable Canadian would ask as to why
that particular deportation was not carried out. First and foremost,
why did a five-time convicted person receive preferential treat‐
ment? What warranted special consideration by the minister to per‐
sonally overrule not only his own department but also the Federal
Court?

I have constituents who have been waiting almost three years for
family sponsorship and others with loved ones who have been wait‐
ing over a year for visitor visas, but a person with five convictions
who blocked the building of national pipeline infrastructure, some‐
one who was sentenced to two weeks of imprisonment for criminal
contempt of court, who has also served time for blocking the main
road to Vancouver's international airport warranted the minister's
special attention and his personal intervention. Is there something
Canadians do not know about that person which made him so spe‐
cial to the minister that he was willing to throw out the rule of law
and the integrity of our immigration system?

At a time when Canada is still struggling to deal with the full
scope of foreign interference in our country, the minister personally
intervened to stop the deportation of a five-time convicted person
who boasted about having $170,000 U.S. in foreign money to fund
illegal blockades of roads, bridges and highways in B.C.'s Lower
Mainland. At a time when the immigration system is leaking like a
sieve, where literal terrorists are being granted citizenship after tak‐
ing part in ISIS terror videos dismembering the bodies of people
who were murdered, that was what the minister thought deserved
his intervention. What was the criteria? Thousands upon thousands
of applicants would love to know. Is there a new Liberal two-tier
immigration policy? Does the new Liberal policy have a limit on
how many criminal convictions is too many? Clearly, five criminal
convictions were not a problem for the minister.
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foreign interference when people who boast about being foreign
funded as they block key roads, bridges and other infrastructure are
saved from deportation. Therefore, I am going to ask my question
again. Now that the parliamentary secretary understands what I am
asking, was the minister's intervention intended to make a mockery
of our legal and immigration systems or was his intervention politi‐
cally motivated to get a few more votes?
● (2010)

Mr. Paul Chiang (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Immigration, Refugees and Citizenship, Lib.): Madam Speaker, I
want to thank the member for raising this important issue. In gener‐
al, applications are assessed on a case-by-case basis. Decisions are
made by highly trained officers who carefully and systematically
assess each application against the criteria set out in the Immigra‐
tion and Refugee Protection Act, or IRPA, and its regulations.

IRPA sets out the core principles and concepts that govern
Canada's immigration and refugee protection program, including
provisions relating to refugees, sponsorships and removals, deten‐
tion reviews and admissibility hearings, and the jurisdiction and
powers of tribunals. A decision to remove someone from Canada is
not taken lightly.

I would like to add that IRPA authorizes designated officers to is‐
sue temporary resident permits, or TRPs, to inadmissible foreign
nationals when it is justified in certain circumstances. A TRP al‐
lows the holder either to enter Canada or to remain in Canada dur‐
ing the validity period of the TRP. A TRP provides the foreign na‐
tional temporary resident status in Canada. If the TRP is valid for at
least six months, the foreign national may apply for a work or study
permit. Upon cancellation or expiration of the TRP, the foreign na‐
tional must leave Canada.

TRPs allow officers to balance the objectives of the IRPA to
meet Canada's social, humanitarian and economic commitments
while maintaining the health and security of Canadians. Clear
records of decisions allow for the monitoring and research neces‐
sary for the preparation of the annual report to Parliament. The
number of TRPs issued is included in the annual report, and they
are categorized according to the grounds of inadmissibility.

I would like to point out that, under the Immigration and Refugee
Protection Act, a foreign national who, in the opinion of an officer,
is inadmissible or does not meet the requirement of this act be‐
comes a temporary resident if an officer is of the opinion that it is
justified in the circumstances and issues a temporary resident per‐
mit, which may be cancelled at any time.

The Minister of Immigration, Refugee and Citizenship is autho‐
rized by legislation to exempt foreign nationals, including those
who may be under a deportation order, from any applicable criteria
or obligation of the act, where he deems it is justified on humanitar‐
ian and compassionate considerations. The minister takes this au‐
thority very seriously, as well as his responsibility as minister to en‐
sure that he is executing his duties in a fair and objective manner.

Due to privacy reasons, I will not speak on any individual cases.
However, I assure members that he assesses each case brought to
his attention to ensure that he exercises his authority in the best in‐

terest of Canada, Canadians and the people who use our immigra‐
tion system. I hope this is helpful.

● (2015)

Mr. Kevin Vuong: Madam Speaker, the parliamentary secretary
said three key words: “highly trained officers”. Why were the high‐
ly trained officers overruled by the minister? I am not asking for
specific case details. What I am asking for is the criteria that led the
minister to intervene in the case of an individual who was convict‐
ed five times by Canada's courts. Not only did the minister override
the highly trained officers in his own department, he also overrode
Canada's courts.

Frankly, it must take a lot of deep thought to overrule one's own
department and ignore the findings of the court. I ask the parlia‐
mentary secretary why because, frankly, I really need something to
tell my constituents who are not getting special treatment from the
Minister of Immigration.

Mr. Paul Chiang: Madam Speaker, generally speaking, all of
the cases processed by IRCC are assessed individually. Decisions
are made by highly trained officers who carefully and systematical‐
ly assess each application against the criteria set out in the Immi‐
gration and Refugee Protection Act, or IRPA, and its regulations.

The Minister of Immigration, Refugee and Citizenship is autho‐
rized by legislation to exempt foreign nationals, including those
who may be under a deportation order, from any applicable criteria
or obligations of the act where he deems it justified on humanitari‐
an and compassionate consideration. The minister takes this author‐
ity very seriously, as well as his responsibility as minister, to ensure
that he is executing his duties in a fair and objective manner. Due to
privacy reasons, I will—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): The hon.
member's time is up.

The hon. member for Courtenay—Alberni.

HEALTH

Mr. Gord Johns (Courtenay—Alberni, NDP): Madam Speak‐
er, we have now lost 47,162 people to a poisoned drug supply. That
is between January 2016 and May 2024. That is more people than
we lost in World War II, yet we are not seeing a war-type effort to
save lives in this country and to fight this crisis.

We have heard from the experts: the First Nations Health Au‐
thority; the Canadian Association of Chiefs of Police; the chief
medical health officers of both British Columbia and Ontario; the
chief coroners of Alberta, B.C. and Ontario, the provinces where
the highest number of deaths are happening; the Canadian Expert
Task Force on Substance Use, which was made up of a wide spec‐
trum, including law enforcement; Moms Stop The Harm; and the
Canadian Mental Health Association.
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They have been consistent and unanimous in saying we need to

stop criminalizing people who use substances; we need to replace
the toxic street supply with a safer supply of drug replacement ther‐
apy; we need to have treatment on demand, no-wait treatment and
no-wait stabilization beds, so when people want help, they get help;
and we need to invest heavily in recovery and prevention focused
on our youth and, of course, in enforcement, so law enforcement
can go after the manufacturers of the substances and those traffick‐
ing, especially those at the high levels. Most importantly, all of
them have said we need to treat this crisis like the emergency it is.

The government has spent less than 1% responding to this crisis
than it did on COVID-19. Why? It is because of stigma. We know
who is dying. It is mainly men. Those living in my home province
are 5.9 times more likely to die if they are first nations; in Alberta,
it is eight times higher. The Nuu-chah-nulth Tribal Council, in my
riding, just declared a state of emergency. It is losing so many
members. The Ahousaht First Nation has lost over 100 members
because of the mental health and substance use crisis just in the last
few years. I know many of them. It is very painful to see what is
happening. Also, the big-city mayors have been calling for help.
They are saying that not enough resources are being applied to re‐
spond to this.

We have seen countries do this. Portugal saw a 77% drop in
chronic daily users because it got the politicians out of the way.
That is what we need to do. We need to support the experts with
evidence-based policy and provide the resources. The government
put forward its drug strategy, and it is great. It uses the same lan‐
guage we see in Portugal, a compassionate, coordinated, integrated
plan, but guess what it is missing. There is no timeline, and there
are no resources, regarding how it is going to respond to the crisis.

The government had an auto theft summit. I am not saying that is
not an important issue, but it has still not had a summit on the toxic
drug crisis. In the substance use assistance program on Vancouver
Island, only one riding, Victoria, got funding. Everybody else was
shut out. There are first nations that needed that money. Greater
Waterloo region, as my colleague was saying, got nothing.

We need action. We need the government to treat this with the
war effort that it requires. Nobody is not feeling this right now. No
community is being left. This is what I would call an emergency,
and the government is not treating it like that.
● (2020)

Mrs. Élisabeth Brière (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minis‐
ter of Families, Children and Social Development and to the
Minister of Mental Health and Addictions and Associate Minis‐
ter of Health, Lib.): Madam Speaker, I thank the member for
Courtenay—Alberni for his strong advocacy on the matter.

The overdose crisis is one of the most serious and unprecedented
public health threats in Canada's recent history. It is driven by the
increasingly toxic and ever-changing illegal drug supply. We are
committed to examining all tools at our disposal, and evidence, to
respond to the tragic increase in overdoses and to help save lives,
while supporting a balance between public health and public safety.

We know that a comprehensive approach is needed to address the
crisis. This includes efforts across the continuum of care to prevent

drug use, reduce harms and support people in accessing treatment
and recovery services, as well as enforcement efforts to maintain
public safety. It also includes ensuring that people have access to
critical supports such as housing.

The government of Canada has invested almost $200 billion over
10 years to support provinces and territories to deliver services, in
addition to the $1 billion we have directly invested to address the
crisis. Regarding the member's question, the minister has been
clear: Officials are working to reconstitute the expert task force so
our response can be driven by evidence, not by ideology.

The government remains committed to addressing substance use
and addiction as a health issue and not a criminal one. People strug‐
gling with addiction are not criminals. They need health care, not to
be in jail. We changed the legislation and issued guidance to make
sure that in cases of simple possession, police and prosecutors must
now consider referring the person to health and social services, is‐
suing a warning or taking no further action. As a result, they can
consider both public health and public safety.

We know that we cannot act alone. All partners must work to‐
gether to make health and social services available and accessible
so people can be diverted from the criminal justice system into
health care. As with any policy, these efforts must be made with a
comprehensive plan for implementation. An exemption can be one
piece of the puzzle, but we know that the changes need to be com‐
plemented by a range of other actions to have their intended impact.

We will continue working in partnership with all provinces, terri‐
tories, municipalities, indigenous communities and experts to deter‐
mine the best ways to support the health and well-being of people
who use substances. We remain committed to taking a public health
approach to the crisis and keeping everyone in our communities
safe.

● (2025)

Mr. Gord Johns: Madam Speaker, I am urgently calling on the
government to treat this as a wartime-like effort and to come up
with a plan with resources and a timeline.
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Adjournment Proceedings
The Liberals have spent less than 1% of what they did during

COVID in responding to the crisis. They keep saying jurisdiction is
a barrier, but they found a way through it during COVID. They
need to listen to local communities and indigenous peoples on how
to work through it. We need to get politicians out of the way. Let
experts lead with evidence-based policy. We need to debunk and
fight back against the Conservative disinformation, and the Liberals
need to stop the incrementalism.

This is an emergency. Here, it is just me and you, Madam Speak‐
er, and the parliamentary secretary, again, at the end of the night. I
will keep bringing them back here until the government responds.
People are dying on our streets.

Mrs. Élisabeth Brière: Madam Speaker, as I said, we are com‐
mitted to addressing substance use and addiction as a public health
issue, while protecting public safety. There is no one-size-fits-all
solution. We must keep working together to save lives, reduce
harms and help people access the health care services they need,
when and where they need them.

We will continue working with provinces, territories, municipali‐
ties, indigenous communities and experts to determine the best
ways to support the health and well-being of people who use drugs.
This includes working with partners to divert people from the crim‐
inal justice system into the health care system, and making health
and social supports more available and accessible.

Our commitment to addressing the crisis is unwavering, and we
will continue to consider all options.

[Translation]

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): The mo‐
tion that the House do now adjourn is deemed to have been adopt‐
ed. Accordingly, the House stands adjourned until tomorrow at
10 a.m. pursuant to Standing Order 24(1).

(The House adjourned at 8:28 p.m.)
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