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HOUSE OF COMMONS

Thursday, February 2, 2023

The House met at 10 a.m.

Prayer

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS

® (1000)
[Translation]

FEDERAL ELECTORAL BOUNDARIES COMMISSION

The Speaker: It is my duty to lay upon the table, pursuant to
subsection 21(1) of the Electoral Boundaries Readjustment Act, a
certified copy of the report of the Federal Electoral Boundaries
Commission for the Province of Alberta.

[English]
Pursuant to Standing Order 32(5), this report is deemed perma-

nently referred to the Standing Committee on Procedure and House
Affairs.

* % %

CRIMINAL CODE

Hon. David Lametti (Minister of Justice, Lib.) moved for
leave to introduce Bill C-39, An Act to amend An Act to amend the
Criminal Code (medical assistance in dying).

(Motions deemed adopted, bill read the first time and printed)

* % %

COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS

Mr. John Williamson (New Brunswick Southwest, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, I have the honour to present, in both official languages,
the 24th report of the Standing Committee on Public Accounts in
relation to the motion adopted on Monday, January 30, 2023, re-
garding McKinsey & Company.

%* % %
® (1005)
PETITIONS

COPYRIGHT

Ms. Julie Dabrusin (Toronto—Danforth, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, [
will be presenting two petitions this morning.

The first petition is close to my heart because Canadian creators
matter. Our writers and publishers are at the centre of this petition
brought forward by people from my community.

The petitioners are asking for an amendment to the Copyright
Act for the government to ensure educational copying is licensed,
with royalties flowing back to writers and publishers; to clarify that
Copyright Board tariffs are mandatory, with statutory damages for
non-compliance; and to work with provincial governments to en-
sure the education sector is properly funded so it can pay its bills
for materials and deliver essential services to Canadian students.

I thank the members of my community for bringing this petition
forward.

FOREIGN AFFAIRS

Ms. Julie Dabrusin (Toronto—Danforth, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, [
have another petition brought forward by people from my commu-
nity. This one is on foreign affairs.

The petition is asking the Government of Canada to send imme-
diate aid to severely affected countries, such as Pakistan, Democrat-
ic Republic of Congo, Yemen, Afghanistan, Syrian Arab Republic,
Sudan, northern Nigeria, Ethiopia, South Sudan, Zimbabwe, Haiti
and Burkina Faso, by releasing Canada's surplus wheat to the
above-mentioned countries, and to increase monetary donations
substantially to countries suffering from high rates of hunger and
starvation as a result of climate change.

HEALTH

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Winnipeg North, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it
is with pleasure that I table today what I believe is a very time-rele-
vant petition. It is calling upon the Government of Canada,
provinces and other stakeholders to come together to deal with a
very important issue: health care and the Canada Health Act. The
petitioners are asking for co-operation and for the different stake-
holders to work together for the betterment of health across the
country.

CANADA CHILD BENEFIT

Ms. Leah Gazan (Winnipeg Centre, NDP): Mr. Speaker, I am
honoured to rise today to present a petition in the House.

Petition e-4166 calls on the federal government to stop the
Canada child benefit clawbacks from families that received pan-
demic supports. This petition was brought forward by Leila Saran-
gi, and Campaign 2000 gathered 600 signatures.
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The petitioners call on the government to refund amounts clawed
back from the CCB as a result of families receiving pandemic bene-
fits; protect the CCB from future clawbacks by excluding the
CERB, the CRB and other pandemic benefits from the CCB in-
come test; and implement a repayment amnesty for all people who
received the CERB or the CRB whose incomes are below or just
below the poverty line and for all youth aging out of care.

In the midst of a cost of living crisis, the government should not
be punishing single parents and others who are struggling to make
ends meet with these unfair clawbacks. I am proud to table this pe-
tition in the House today.

CLIMATE CHANGE

Ms. Lindsay Mathyssen (London—Fanshawe, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, I have two petitions to present today.

The first petition is regarding just transition legislation. The sig-
natories are asking that the government reduce emissions by at least
60% below 2005 levels by 2030, making significant contributions
to the reduction of emissions globally. They are calling on the gov-
ernment to wind down the fossil fuel industry and the related in-
frastructure, end fossil fuel subsidies and transition to a decar-
bonized economy. They are also calling for the creation of new
public economic institutions; the expansion of public ownership of
services and utilities across the economy to implement this transi-
tion while creating good green jobs; an inclusive workforce and
things that will strengthen human rights and workers' rights while
respecting indigenous people's rights and sovereignty and making
them a part of this conversation; and overall the creation of a future
that our children can live in.

HEALTH

Ms. Lindsay Mathyssen (London—Fanshawe, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, the second petition, which was presented to me by a con-
stituent, is related to the privatization of health care. This petition
has 33,666 signatories.

The petitioners are calling on the government to protect our uni-
versal public health care system under the Canada Health Act see-
ing as some provincial governments have thrown the door wide
open, including in Ontario, to private, for-profit health services af-
ter intentionally underfunding and misusing federal transfers.

The petitioners are calling on the government to ensure those
public dollars do not go into the pockets of private corporations and
their shareholders, and ask that the government stop the outsourc-
ing of medical procedures and the further burdening of our public
system with inflated costs caused by this privatization. They are
calling for the government to show leadership on this, as our party
is. I thank the over 33,000 signatories for this petition.

% % %
® (1010)

QUESTIONS PASSED AS ORDERS FOR RETURNS

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Lead-
er of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, if a revised response to Question No. 1054, originally
tabled on January 30, 2023, could be made an order for return, this
return would be tabled immediately.

The Speaker: Is that agreed?

Some hon. members: Agreed.
[Text]

Question No. 1054—Mr. Michael Barrett:

With regard to tweets made by the government that were later deleted, broken
down by each instance, since January 1, 2019: what are the details of each instance,
including the (i) Twitter handle and username, (ii) date the tweet was posted, (iii)
date the tweet was deleted, (iv) summary of its contents, (v) reason the tweet was
deleted, (vi) titles of who approved the initial tweet, (vii) titles of who ordered the
tweet's removal?

(Return tabled)
[English]

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux: Mr. Speaker, I ask that all remaining
questions be allowed to stand.

The Speaker: Is that agreed?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

GOVERNMENT ORDERS
[English]
BUSINESS OF SUPPLY

OPPOSITION MOTION—BAIL REFORM
Ms. Raquel Dancho (Kildonan—St. Paul, CPC) moved:
That, given that, after eight years of this government's soft on crime policies,
(i) violent crime has increased by 32%,
(ii) gang-related homicides have increased by 92%,
(iii) violent, repeat offenders are obtaining bail much more easily,
(iv) increasing daily acts of crime and violence are putting Canadians at risk,

(v) five Canadian police officers were killed in the line of duty in just one
year,

the House call on the government to enact policies that prioritize the rights of
victims and law-abiding citizens, namely:

(a) fix Canada's broken bail system by immediately repealing the elements en-
acted by Bill C-75, An Act to amend the Criminal Code, the Youth Criminal Jus-
tice Act and other Acts and to make consequential amendments to other Acts,
which force judges to release violent, repeat offenders onto the streets, allowing
them to reoffend;

(b) strengthen Canada's bail laws so that those who are prohibited from possess-
ing firearms and who are then accused of serious firearms offences do not easily
get bail; and

(c) ensure that Canada's justice system puts the rights of law-abiding Canadians
ahead of the rights of violent, repeat offenders.
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She said: Mr. Speaker, I will be splitting my time with the mem-
ber for Fundy Royal.

There are two reasons we are here today talking about bail re-
form and violent crime.

The first reason is that Canadians across the country are growing
increasingly alarmed by the violent crime wave impacting every
major community and our rural communities across the country.
Canadians are waking up every day to headlines of violent crime,
police officers being murdered and people being murdered on pub-
lic transit. That is why we are here. We hear their concerns and are
here to represent them and demand change.

The second reason we are here today is to demand change from
the Liberals, which have done absolutely nothing to address the vi-
olent crime surge in this country. They have taken no responsibility.
They have made no commitments to Canadians that they are taking
this seriously and will do anything about it. They have brought for-
ward no new ideas on how to address the need for immediate bail
reform in this country, address the violent crime surge in this coun-
try and address the repeat violent offenders who are being caught
and released by police over and over again and who are wreaking
havoc on our communities on a daily basis.

That is why we are here today. We want to talk about bail reform
and crime for our Conservative opposition day motion, which was
just outlined.

What I would say to Canadians is that it is not just in their heads
that violent crime is going up. It is going up. In fact, it is up 32% in
the last eight years under the Liberal Prime Minister. More than
that, gang murders have almost doubled. They have gone up 92%
in the eight years that the Liberal Prime Minister has been at the
helm.

We have also seen, as I mentioned earlier, that police officers are
being murdered on the job. There were five in the last number of
months, particularly over the holidays. A young new constable in
the Ontario police, Greg Pierzchala, was murdered by a violent re-
peat offender who was out on bail. He was shot and murdered by
that man. That man also had a weapons prohibition order. He was
deemed too dangerous to possess a firearm by our law system and
had a long rap sheet of harming people in his community. This re-
peat violent offender was let out on bail, and then he murdered a
young, innocent police officer over the holidays. That story, unfor-
tunately, is becoming less and less unique in this country.

This is not just happening in Toronto. Of course, folks from
Toronto will know better than I do that public transit is becoming
less and less safe. In fact, increasingly, women are concerned about
riding the subway because people are being murdered. There are
teenagers swarming people and stabbing them to death. People are
being lit on fire. People are being assaulted and pushed to the
ground. We just saw a CBC reporter get assaulted and die. Four
days earlier, an elderly woman had the same thing happen in Toron-
to. They were just walking down the street minding their own busi-
ness and were murdered.

In Vancouver, the community is facing serious drug issues, with
people face down in the street overdosing. It is horrible. I think ev-
eryone agrees that we need immediate action on that. We are also
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seeing terror inflicted on that community, on the most vulnerable
communities and in Vancouver at large by a very small group of
people. In fact, last year, 40 people were arrested 6,000 times. That
means each of those 40 people was arrested 150 times in one calen-
dar year. That is every two or three days, or sometimes multiple
times a day. Police say they are sometimes arresting the same per-
son committing violent acts twice in one day. Forty people were ar-
rested 6,000 times. I think that is astounding, so I will keep repeat-
ing it. What kind of justice system do we have if 40 people can
wreak havoc and commit 6,000 crimes in one year?

The bail system is broken in this country, and it is not just the
Conservatives saying this. The Conservatives have been saying we
need bail reform for quite some time, but it is also a non-partisan
issue. It is also said by every single premier in Canada. It is all
three premiers of the territories and all 10 premiers of the
provinces, representing Conservatives, the NDP and Liberals. This
is a non-partisan issue.

They all signed a historic letter to the Prime Minister in the last
couple of weeks demanding bail reform. Do members know how
difficult it is to get every region of the country to sign on to one
letter and agree on a specific policy? It is pretty rare and very diffi-
cult, and they did that on their own volition. They came together,
signed the letter and demanded bail reform from the Prime Minis-
ter. One would think we would have heard the Prime Minister call a
press conference and say he is going to do something about this as
every region in the country is concerned about it, but there were
crickets. Nothing is happening on the Liberal benches.

® (1015)

Liberals have made no announcement and no commitment to
bring in bail reform. When we have asked questions in question pe-
riod, the Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada, the
man tasked with the responsibility for the Criminal Code, says that
is on police and provinces, blaming police and provinces for the is-
sues in this country.

The minister says they are open to ideas. There is an idea right
here from the premiers, every single premier in this country, in fact,
and more ideas, if the Liberals would like them, from the Toronto
police, the epicentre of violent crime in this country. The Toronto
police penned a letter, on their own, to the Prime Minister of this
country proposing three measures concerning bail. In fact, police
associations across the country and municipal police forces are say-
ing bail reform will save lives. That is what police are saying.
Those are the frontline people putting their lives at risk for commu-
nity safety, the ones dealing with violent repeat offenders, saying
that we need bail reform and Canadian lives will be saved.
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The data tells us that as well. I recently heard from Chief Myron
Demkiw of the Toronto police, who said there were 44 murders by
shooting in Toronto last year, 44 innocent lives taken by violent
criminals using guns. Of those 44 murderers, 24 were out on bail. If
our bail system was a little tougher on repeat violent offenders, 24
people would still be alive. Therefore, the data shows that the po-
lice are correct that bail reform would save lives, and yet there is
nothing from the Liberal benches. They are not taking this serious-
ly. They are taking no responsibility, and people are dying. I do not
understand it. They are tasked with public safety.

The Minister of Public Safety spent the better part of January
touring the country and talking to hunters about taking away the
tools they use because the Liberals are getting tough on guns, as
they say, gun control, on duck hunters, farmers and sport shooters.
He spent considerable time and resources going to talk to hunters
about taking their firearms away. Meanwhile, police officers are be-
ing murdered in Toronto. People are being murdered on the sub-
way. Why was the public safety minister of Canada not touring our
cities to talk to police about what they are facing on a daily basis?
Where are the time and resources on that?

This is a Liberal government that is going to spend billions and
billions of dollars going after people like me, people on these
benches who have firearms legally and lawfully, who hunt and
shoot with their families. That is what the Liberals are focused on.
That is what all the resources are being focused on by the Liberal
government when it comes to guns, for the most part. Meanwhile,
people are being murdered by repeat violent offenders who contin-
ue to get bail. That falls at the feet of the Liberal government.

We can look at Bill C-75, a bail reform bill the Liberals brought
forward a few years ago. When we talk to police, all those changes
in policies that made it easier for repeat violent offenders to get bail
are coming home to roost now. That is what we are hearing from
the brave frontline police officers in this country.

We need to repeal the most harmful aspects of Bill C-75. That
would be leadership from the Prime Minister: to get tough on
crime, tough on the 40 people being arrested 6,000 times for violent
crime in Vancouver, and ensure that we save 24 people in Toronto
next year. The statistics are about the same every year in Toronto:
Over half of the shooting murders are by people who are out on
bail. Let us save those lives next year. That could be done in the
next few months. That could be announced today by the Liberal
government.

To conclude, the Conservatives have a tough-on-crime record. In
fact, under Stephen Harper, in the 10 years he was Prime Minister,
crime went down 26%. They brought forward 80 criminal justice
bills. It was a top priority for Stephen Harper. In the eight years that
the Liberal Prime Minister has been at the helm and in power in
this country, violent crime reversed and went up 32%. There is a
clear difference in approach to dealing with crime, and a Conserva-
tive government will be the one to save lives in Canada, get tough
on crime, treat law-abiding citizens with respect, put victims' rights
first and ensure that repeat violent offenders stay off our streets.

® (1020)

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Lead-
er of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr.

Speaker, first and foremost, I do not believe the manipulation of
stats that are often portrayed from the Conservative Party of
Canada. If one listens to the Conservatives, one would think there
was never any crime when the Conservatives were in power. They
have this attitude of “get tough on crime” and they know all the
wonderful spin words. The Conservatives were in power, true, and
they supported bail and probation officers and the important roles
that probation officers and judicial independence at times play in
society, or at least they would give that image.

Does the member believe that our judges and the independence
of our judicial system, our probation system, are fundamentally
flawed? Is that what the Conservative Party believes today?

Ms. Raquel Dancho: Mr. Speaker, I do not know if the member
from Winnipeg spent any time speaking with police, but my re-
marks are fuelled by facts and police officers I have spoken to in
Winnipeg and across the country. If he does not believe me, we can
talk about Stats Canada. I do believe he believes in the institutions
and the researchers in government, so I am going to assume he is
going to take me at face value, but I am happy to share this with
him afterwards.

In the 10 years Stephen Harper was Prime Minister, there was a
decrease of 25.86% in crime per capita. A 26% decrease is a statis-
tical fact. In those same stats, one can see a 32% increase in violent
crimes since the member's leader has been Prime Minister. Those
are the facts. The women who are concerned about riding public
transit in Toronto, I do not think it is all in their head. Perhaps he
does, but the stats show they are more at risk today than eight years
ago, before the Liberal Prime Minister brought in all of his soft-on-
crime policies and ensured that violent repeat offenders were let out
on bail in our communities. We will stand up for them, unlike the
Liberals.

® (1025)

[Translation]

Mr. Luc Desilets (Riviére-des-Mille-fles, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
my first university degree was a bachelor's degree in criminology.

During my studies, we would discuss being for or against parole,
loosening or tightening restrictions and so on. As we progressed
through the program, the better we understood the issues, the more
we read and the more we relied on science and credible studies. By
the end of our undergraduate program, we understood that this
rigidity that the Conservatives want would not get us anywhere.
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The best example is the United States. That country has the
harshest and most coercive system in the world, with appalling in-
carceration rates and a drive to keep inmates in prison and on pa-
role as long as possible. It just so happens that the United States is
also seeing a jump in its violent crime rate.

What makes my colleague and the Conservatives believe that a
tougher stance will result in lower rates of violent crime?

[English]

Ms. Raquel Dancho: Mr. Speaker, I have two quick points. The
member said a factually incorrect statement. Under Stephen Harper,
the days spent in prison by an average individual in prison went
from 126 days to 105 days, so he is factually incorrect on that part.

I am disappointed in the Bloc Québécois, actually, because in
Quebec a woman was violently raped. She fought her rapist. She
was violently raped by a man. How many days in prison did that
rapist get for violently raping that woman? Because of Bill C-5
from the Liberal government, it was zero days. The Bloc Québécois
party supported Bill C-5. Now her rapist will see zero days in
prison because they allowed conditional sentencing for rapists. He
is going to serve his sentence for violently raping that woman from
the comfort of his home, so I will take no lectures from that mem-
ber about being tough on crime and the results we are going to see.

Hon. Rob Moore (Fundy Royal, CPC): Mr. Speaker, it is an
honour to rise today on what is a very important and pressing issue
in our country today.

Our justice system under the Liberals is broken. Everybody
knows it. All 13 premiers have gotten together to demand change.
Our bail system is the responsibility of the federal government.
Those provisions are in the Criminal Code. It is this Parliament that
has jurisdiction over the Criminal Code. Our bail system is badly
broken.

Some of the recent stats that we have seen out of Toronto will
absolutely amaze members. We have heard from police associations
across the country. We have heard from the Ontario Provincial Po-
lice. We have heard from the Toronto police. We have heard from
police officers, and my fellow members have probably heard in
their own ridings, about the dangers of our current catch-and-re-
lease bail system: the same individuals being caught for a crime
and being let back on the street.

In Toronto, and I find this amazing, there were 44 shooting-relat-
ed homicides last year. Of those 44 perpetrators, the accused, 24
were on bail. Our system is broken. That stat alone will tell us that
our system is badly broken, when over half of the homicides in
Toronto are committed by people on bail. There are people walking
the streets in our community whom we had in custody. The police
did their job. They caught them after committing a crime. They
charged them, but because of a broken Liberal bail system, they are
back out on the street.

This other one, again, amazes me, from the Toronto police: In
2021, 47 individuals were let out on bail. Who are these 47 individ-
uals? They were individuals who were arrested for a firearms of-
fence but were given bail. They committed a firearms offence, but
now they are out on the street. They were re-arrested for another
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firearms offence, and 47 of them were given bail again, given bail
twice for firearms offences. The system is broken.

Now we look at the tragic death of a police officer that has galva-
nized police organizations and has galvanized the premiers, every
premier in our country. As my colleague just said, it is hard to get
multiple parties from multiple provinces, different premiers, to all
agree on something. We do not expect, in Canada, that we would all
agree on something, but every single premier in this country, of ev-
ery province and every territory, agrees that we need bail reform.
They are saying that repeat violent offenders who commit gun
crimes should not be let out on the street. That is not too much to
ask.

Two days after Christmas, a young police officer was gunned
down by an individual who was on bail, an individual who had a
lifetime firearms prohibition order against him. If someone with a
lifetime firearms prohibition commits a firearms-related offence
and we cannot keep them in custody, the system is badly broken.

Who broke the system? It was the Liberals. In 2019, Bill C-75
made it far more difficult for offenders who should be behind bars
to be kept behind bars. Bill C-75 was a sweeping bail reform by the
Liberal government that established a catch-and-release system that
ensured that even repeat violent offenders who use guns to commit
their crimes would be back out on the street.

It gets worse. The Liberals like to say that the Conservatives'
“tough on crime” does not work. The fact of the matter is that it
does work. Violent crime went down when we were in government.
What is happening with crime now? Crime is up 32% in Canada
since the Liberals took government. Gang-related crime and gang-
related homicides nearly doubled since the Liberals took govern-
ment, less than eight years ago. To lay this at the feet of the Liber-
als is entirely appropriate. It is their system.

® (1030)

What does Bill C-5 do? It removes mandatory minimum sen-
tences for crimes like extortion with a firearm, robbery with a
firearm and for drive-by shootings. It allows house arrest for indi-
viduals who burn down homes, arsonists. They burn down someone
else's house, but they get to serve their sentence from the comfort
of their own house. Those who commit sexual assault are now able
to serve their sentence from their home and possibly in the same
community as their victim.

When we say the Liberal justice system is broken, it absolutely
is. Liberals will often talk about the tough-on-crime approach of the
Conservatives. If someone is a repeat offender and commits rob-
bery with a firearm in this country, if someone walks into a store or
into someone's home with a firearm and robs them, they do not
need to be out on the street. They need to be in jail.
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It is not helping anyone. We are not helping the victims. We are
not helping our communities. We are not even helping the offender.
How does putting an offender back on the street help them? Under
the Conservatives, if someone committed robbery with a firearm,
they went to jail for a minimum of four years.

Under Bill C-5, which recently passed into law, the Liberal Bill
C-5 that is soft on crime, there is no longer a mandatory jail sen-
tence for committing a robbery with a firearm. There is something
interesting I heard the justice minister say many times. He said that
tough on crime is not constitutional.

Less than a week ago, just yards from here, the Supreme Court of
Canada said the mandatory penalty of four years for robbery with a
firearm is constitutional. It was a seven-to-two decision. The
Supreme Court of Canada said that a mandatory penalty of five
years for robbery with a prohibited weapon is constitutional. What
a surprise. That was a seven-to-two decision. Those were two sepa-
rate cases.

Soft on crime does not work. Canadians know it. Conservatives
know it. Premiers of all political stripes know it. The only people in
this country who like this approach would be the Liberals and re-
peat offenders. That is poor company to keep.

We have to take action on behalf of victims. I do not know how
we can look a victim's family in the eyes and say the system does
work. Then we say that the person who was out on bail for a
firearms crime, who had a lifetime firearms prohibition, was able to
murder their loved one and the system is working. The system is
not working.

We need strong changes. We need to repeal Bill C-5. We need to
that ensure if someone robs another with a firearm they go to jail.
We need to ensure that if someone burns someone's house down or
commits sexual assault, they are not serving their sentence from the
comfort of their own home. We need to ensure that a repeat
firearms offender serves their time in jail.

We need to make sure that when the police catch someone who
has a firearms prohibition order and who has committed another
firearms-related crime, like a drive-by shooting or robbery with a
firearm, it is not too high a bar to meet to say that while that person
is awaiting trial, for the safety of the victims, the community and
our frontline police officers, they are going to be held behind bars.

That is appropriate. It is reasonable. It is what all premiers are
calling for. It is what the police are calling for. It is what Canadians
are calling for. Unfortunately, for three days in a row, we have
asked the government, in good faith, to do something and correct
the mistake it made. Will it change the bail laws so individuals,
who should absolutely not be roaming our streets, committing
crimes and murdering people, are held behind bars? It is crickets
over there.

The Liberals said if the opposition wants to come up with some-
thing, they will consider it. They are almost victim blaming by say-
ing the police and the provinces have a role. No, the Criminal Code
is their job. We are calling on them and demanding that they do
something to reform our broken Liberal bail system. They have to
do it today.

® (1035)

Mr. Gary Anandasangaree (Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, with respect to Bill C-75, I just want to make something
absolutely clear. Bill C-75 imposed a reverse onus on those who are
charged to prove they should be released. It is a very important tool
in the criminal justice system. It is one that imposes an onus on the
individual to prove that they should be released, whereas in most
cases it is a presumptive release.

Can my friend opposite outline what change he would make to
Bill C-75 that would undo this, or is he asking that we strengthen
this? I am not clear on where he is going with this. As is, Bill C-75
did strengthen bail and it made our communities stronger. I think
my friend opposite is misleading us in that regard.

Hon. Rob Moore: Mr. Speaker, unfortunately, the facts do not
back up my colleague's assertion. Bill C-75 enshrines in law the
principle that the least onerous provision possible has to be put in
place for offenders. That means that the onus is on the prosecution
to show why a less onerous provision would not be appropriate,
which has resulted in a broken bail system.

Members do not have to take my word for it. We are on opposite
sides of the House here. However, they should listen to the 13 pre-
miers from their own provinces. The Ontario Provincial Police and
the Toronto police are saying the same thing. They are all laying
the blame on Bill C-75. They are saying it is easier for repeat vio-
lent offenders who commit gun crimes, since Bill C-75 passed, en-
trenching this in law, to get bail. The results are in. Individuals who
are out on bail are committing murders. Over half the murders in
Toronto are committed by individuals out on bail. What more evi-
dence do we need to see?

® (1040)

Mr. Randall Garrison (Esquimalt—Saanich—Sooke, NDP):
Mr. Speaker, there is no disagreement from New Democrats that we
have some very serious issues with the bail system in this country,
especially when it comes to violent offenders, and we have public
order problems, which a few repeat offenders cause. However, I am
a bit perplexed, because on Monday, the member for Fundy Royal,
at the justice committee, presented a motion to have the committee
work on effective and serious solutions to these problems. Three
days later we are here in the House with a sensational, heightened
rhetoric motion that is trying to divide us on this issue.
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Which is the Conservative Party here? Is it the one that wants to
take serious action at committee to find real solutions to the prob-
lem or the one that wants to fundraise off this issue and motivate its
base?

Hon. Rob Moore: Mr. Speaker, this is the Conservative Party
and these are parliamentarians. We are going to take action through
every avenue at our disposal as an opposition for now. We are go-
ing to take every avenue in the House, at committee and every-
where to ensure that the government listens to the police, to vic-
tims, to communities and to the 13 premiers in this country who are
calling for bail reform. We make no apologies for that. We will take
every action we can to get the job done.

Ms. Raquel Dancho (Kildonan—St. Paul, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
I would like to ask the member for his thoughts on the recent ruling
where a violent rapist was sentenced to zero days in prison because
the Liberal government brought forward the option of conditional
sentencing for rapists. Can he comment on that with a bit of the his-
tory?

Hon. Rob Moore: Mr. Speaker, in Bill C-5, the mandatory
penalties for serious gun crimes were eliminated. House arrest was
prohibited for certain offences, including sexual assault, under the
Criminal Code, thanks to changes that were made during our years
in government as Conservatives. We said that arsonists who burn
down someone else's house and individuals who commit sexual as-
sault should not serve their sentence from the comfort of their own
home in the same community as their victims. All Canadians un-
derstand that. However, Bill C-5, which recently passed in the
House, allows for sex offenders who commit sexual assault to get
house arrest. That is wrong and we need to change that.

Hon. David Lametti (Minister of Justice and Attorney Gen-
eral of Canada, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I will be sharing my time to-
day with the hon. Minister of Public Safety.

[Translation]

I am pleased to have an opportunity to speak to the important is-
sue of bail and a possible reform in Canada. I know that Canadians
are concerned about this issue. Making sure that our laws are effec-
tive and fair and that they protect Canadians is certainly a priority
for my government.

[English]

First, I would like to express my condolences to the families of
Constable Greg Pierzchala and Michael Finlay and Katie Nguyen
Ngo, and of all victims of the disturbing incidents of violence
across this country that we have seen in recent months. Each has
been a personal tragedy and a blow to our communities.

Canada has a strong and effective criminal justice system, in-
cluding its bail laws, but we all know that things could always be
improved. Canadians deserve to be and to feel safe, and we have a
role to play in protecting our communities. I want to reassure Cana-
dians that, if someone poses a significant threat to public safety, the
law tells us they should not be released on bail.

I am disappointed that the official opposition is using tragedies to
try to score political points. Canadians know that these are serious
and complicated issues, and there are no quick or easy solutions.
That is why we have been working hard for months, in collabora-
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tion with our provincial and territorial counterparts, to find solu-
tions that would ensure the long-term safety of our communities.

Canada is not broken, despite what the Leader of the Opposition
would like people to think. Indeed, data from Toronto shows that
between 2019 and 2021, there was a decrease, both in the percent-
age of individuals granted bail and the number of people rearrested
while on bail.

® (1045)

[Translation]

That being said, our government is always looking for ways to
improve public safety and the efficiency of our justice system. At
the federal-provincial-territorial meeting in October, the Minister of
Public Safety and I committed to continue working with our coun-
terparts on the issue of bail. This work is well under way. We also
received a letter from the premiers about bail and we are carefully
reviewing their proposals and other options.

[English]

Yesterday, I had the pleasure of meeting with my B.C. counter-
part, Minister Sharma. Minister Sharma and I agreed that the best
way to address the complicated issue of bail reform is by working
together. I am hopeful that all of my provincial and territorial coun-
terparts will agree.

[Translation]

Unfortunately, there is a lot of misinformation out there on the
old Bill C-75. Bill C-75 is the result of a lengthy collaborative ef-
fort with the provinces and territories. It codified the bail principles
set out in binding Supreme Court of Canada rulings.

1 want to reiterate that Bill C-75 did not make any fundamental
changes to the bail system. It did not change the criteria under
which an accused can be released by the court. On the contrary,
Bill C-75 made it harder to get bail for certain offences, such as vi-
olence against intimate partners, by reversing the onus of proof.

[English]

I trust that the hon. member for Fundy Royal will also be reas-
sured to learn that there is already a reverse onus where an accused
subject to a weapons prohibition is charged with a firearms offence,
exactly as his motion calls for. That means the accused would be
denied bail unless they can prove to the court that their release
would not pose a significant risk to public safety or undermine the
public's confidence.
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I also know the hon. member for Fundy Royal well enough to be
sure he was not deliberately trying to mislead the House on the re-
cent Supreme Court decision, which actually confirmed everything
we did in Bill C-5. The minimum mandatory penalty we struck
down, the court struck down as unconstitutional, and the minimum
mandatory penalties we chose to retain in that bill have been upheld
by the court. I would suggest the member read the Supreme Court
decision a bit more closely.

One of the calls in the letter from the premiers is to establish a
reverse onus for additional offences. I can assure the House that I
am giving this serious consideration, and the work is well under
way. We have also heard calls for law enforcement reform. I am
grateful for their recommendations based on frontline experience.
Work is under way to develop legislative and non-legislative op-
tions to address the particular challenges of repeat violent offend-
ers.

[Translation]

We also know that it will take more than a legislative reform to
completely fix this problem. The police need the necessary re-
sources to monitor offenders who are out on bail and to arrest those
who breach their release conditions.

We have already provided significant funding and we are open to
providing more where it is needed. There has to be support and care
for mental health, as well as for addictions treatment. There needs
to be a social safety net. The previous government cut social pro-
grams and now we are seeing the very real and serious conse-
quences of those cuts. As a government, we have made unprece-
dented investments in mental health, including $5 billion for the
provinces and territories to increase access to care.

[English]

I commend our partners in B.C. for the action they took on bail
in November as part of their safe communities action plan. I en-
courage all provinces to use the many existing tools at their dispos-
al to ensure bail laws are applied safely, fairly and effectively. Yes-
terday I was happy to see the Premier of Ontario commit to action
in this space, and I will reach out to my counterpart in coming days
to discuss how we can collaborate.

Addressing the particular challenges posed by repeat violent of-
fenders requires a comprehensive approach that crosses jurisdic-
tions and levels of government. We will be acting at the federal lev-
el, and I hope my provincial counterparts will do the same. The on-
ly way to solve this problem is by working together. To this end, as
has been planned since our last meeting in October, in the coming
days I will be reaching out to justice and public safety counterparts
to convene an urgent FPT meeting to continue our important work
on bail.

I am hopeful that together we can review the product of months
of joint work by federal and provincial officials and agree on a
comprehensive path forward.

® (1050)

[Translation]

We know there is no easy solution to such a complex problem.
We strongly believe that we need to protect Canadians.

[English]

At the same time, we must ensure that any measures taken will
not exacerbate the overrepresentation of indigenous peoples and
Black and racialized Canadians in our jails. We must not further
marginalize vulnerable people, including those struggling with
mental health issues and addiction, and we must also ensure that
everything we do is compliant with the charter.

I look forward to sincere debate in this House today, and I will
happily take any good-faith suggestions made by members of Par-
liament. I discourage members from wasting this opportunity with
empty rhetoric designed to inflame the fears of Canadians. Let us
debate real solutions and focus our energy on offering ideas for
how the system can be changed to better keep Canadians safe while
respecting our fundamental rights and values.

Mr. Larry Brock (Brantford—Brant, CPC): Mr. Speaker, |
encourage the Attorney General and Minister of Justice to reread
the Supreme Court of Canada decision released last week. I am
looking at it right now, and for the record, it is R. v. Hilbach. In a
seven-to-two decision, that particular court indicated that the four-
and five-year mandatory minimums for robbery with a firearm and
robbery with a prohibited firearm were not grossly disproportion-
ate, did not constitute cruel and unusual punishment and were char-
ter-compliant, but the court opined that, given the results of Bill
C-5, the issue was now moot, so I encourage the justice minister to
reread that decision.

My point, however, is that I heard him indicate earlier this week
that he was open to suggestions and that he was looking for some
ideas. He has literally heard from the provinces, police chiefs, pre-
miers and interested parties, for close to 11 months now, crying out
for bail reform. He is indicating that talks are in the works.

Be specific, Minister. What are you doing?

The Speaker: Before the minister answers, I just want to remind
the hon. members that the questions go through the Chair and not
directly across.

Hon. David Lametti: Mr. Speaker, I would recommend to the
hon. member that he reread not only the Supreme Court decision,
but also Bill C-5. I realize the problem was the inflammation of
rhetoric during the debate on Bill C-5. We did not remove all the
minimum mandatory penalties with respect to those gun offences.
We only did it in a very narrow band, and it mirrored exactly what
the Supreme Court did.
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We have been on this question for a long time, since at the very
least the federal-provincial-territorial meeting of last October. As I
mentioned in my speech, Bill C-75 basically reframed the Supreme
Court of Canada jurisprudence that had evolved over previous
years. It added reverse onuses with respect to intimate partner vio-
lence. There are some reverse onuses that already exist.

We are working with the provinces to find other ways to improve
the law while remaining charter compliant. These discussions have
been going on, particularly at a technical level with our experts. We
are going to continue to do this.

We have a responsibility to do this. We have exercised that re-
sponsibility. We do not wait until inflammatory rhetoric drives us.
We have been doing this for a long time in a prudent way in collab-
oration with our partners.

Mr. Charlie Angus (Timmins—James Bay, NDP): Mr. Speak-
er, my brother drives the Bloor-Danforth line every day. He says
that the violence in the subways has become much worse, but he al-
so says that it is caused by the homelessness. At 6 a.m., the sub-
ways are full of homeless people. It is also caused by the lack of
mental health services and the crisis of the pandemic.

That being said, the need to address bail reform is a huge issue,
because we have seen senseless acts of violence. I know my New
Democrat colleagues in the justice committee have pushed for a re-
view of this, because we need to do this right. I was here in all the
Harper years, and every single one of their tough-on-crime bills
was tossed out by the Supreme Court because they were playing to
their fundraising base as opposed to doing smart, intelligent review
so the laws lasted.

Would my colleagues support our call to investigate bail reform
to make sure we get this right and we keep people safe? We also
need to put the resources on the ground to deal with the clear men-
tal health and homelessness crisis that is driving a lot of the sense-
less violence we are seeing in the city of Toronto.

® (1055)

Hon. David Lametti: Mr. Speaker, the hon. member's question
comes from a very sincere place. First of all, with respect to what is
happening in Toronto, certainly his assessment of it is similar to the
assessments I have heard, which is that there is a real problem with
homelessness and mental health and mental health supports. This is
exacerbated by cold snaps in the winter, which make the subway
system an ideal place to get warm, and other things happen. We are
working on that with the provinces. I can assure him we do have
that goal in mind, to work with the provinces to improve that situa-
tion.

With respect to his question on bail, we will work with members
of the House. I am looking at the hon. member from Sooke as well.
We will work to look at good-faith attempts to reform the bail sys-
tem. We know there have been issues. We have been well aware of
these issues. We are working with other governments and will cer-
tainly work with parliamentarians in this place.

Hon. Marco Mendicino (Minister of Public Safety, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I want to thank my colleagues for the opportunity to have
this important debate about bail reform. Before I come to the re-
marks that have been prepared for me in advance, I want to take a
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few moments to acknowledge the grief, trauma, loss and the sense
of suffering being felt by communities across the country. I had the
chance to visit with many communities, whether it was out west in
Vancouver or out east in the Atlantic communities with the families
and the victims in Portapique and Truro.

[Translation]

More recently, it was in Quebec City, with all the families and
survivors at the commemoration of the sixth anniversary of the
mosque shooting.

[English]

It is also in my hometown, where we are seeing a recent spate of
violence in our public transit system. It is imperative that we have a
thoughtful discussion based on a number of pillars. Yes, we need to
take a look at our policies and our laws.

I want to commend the Minister of Justice for many of the re-
forms he has advanced to improve the administration of justice so
that we can focus on serious offenders who do, in many instances,
need to be separated from the community for protection. Also, I
want to underline the work that he and our government are doing to
address many of the systemic challenges that have led to overrepre-
sentation in federal incarceration facilities, as well as provincially,
when it comes to indigenous peoples and racialized Canadians. We
cannot have these discussions in isolation.

I have grieved with families. I have grieved with the community
of law enforcement officers who have lost five of their own. We
owe it to them and to every single Canadian to make sure we are
informing our discussion on the basis of principles that are under-
lined in the charter, but equally by the experiences of those who
have suffered. It is in that spirit that I hope we can have this debate
today.

My colleague, the Minister of Justice and Attorney General of
Canada, has spoken about an openness to receiving proposals with
regard to the bail system. I have worked on the front lines of the
criminal justice system. I have seen how these laws are applied in a
very real, practical and tangible way. Even as we navigate the pro-
posals being put forward by the various constituencies, including
the law enforcement community, I hop