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[English]

The Chair (Hon. Larry Bagnell(Yukon, Lib.)): Members all
the committeemembersaren'there,becauseve normallydon'tmeet
whenthebellsareringing.| will askthepermissiorof thecommittee
to continuefor the sole purposeof hearingthe minister'sopening
statementNothing elsewill occur.If we could let herdo that, then
we would go to vote.

Mr. David ChristophersofHamiltonCentre,NDP): I'm good
with that.

The Chair: Are you guysgood?Okay.

Thankyou very much,Minister.We'll getright on with it, because
we haveto go vote. Thenyou will comebackafterthe vote.

The HonourableKarina Gould (Minister of Democratic
Institutions)¥es.

Thankyou very muchfor theinvitation to addresghe committee
today.| know all of you havea copy of my remarks! will begiving
a slightly shorterversion,but you haveall of thatinformation.

It is my pleasureo appearandto usethe opportunityto outline
the government'slanto safeguardhe 2019federalelection.

[Translation]

I'm pleasedo be joined by officials todaywho will speakabout
the technical aspectsof our plan. These officials are
Allen Sutherland,Assistant Secretaryto Cabinet, Machinery of
Governmentand Democratic Institutions at the Privy Council;
Daniel Rogers,Deputy Chief of SIGNIT at the Communications
Security Establishment;and André Boucher, Assistant Deputy
Minister of Operationsat the CanadiarCentrefor Cyber Security.

Electionsarean opportunityfor Canadiango be heard.They can
expressoncernsandopinionsthroughoneof the mostfundamental
rights,whichis theright to vote. The nextopportunityfor Canadians
to exercisethis right is comingthis fall, with Canada'#¢-3rd general
electionin October.

[English]

As we haveseenoverthe pastfew years,democraciearoundthe
world have entereda new era, an era of heightenedand dynamic
threatthatnecessitateéstensifiedvigilanceby governmentshutalso
by all membersof society.

[Translation]

Eachelectionplaysoutin a uniquecontext.This electionwill be
no different. While evidencehas confirmedthat the 2015 federal
electiondidn't involve any incidentsof sophisticatecdr concerted
interferencewe can'tpredictwhatwill happerthisfall. Howeverwe
canpreparefor any possibility.

[English]

Earlier this week, along with my colleague,the Minister of
NationalDefence) announcedhe releaseof the 2019updateto the
CommunicationsSecurity Establishmen$’ report entitled “Cyber
Threatsto Canada Democratic Process”. This updated report
highlightsthatit is very likely Canadiarvoterswill encountesome
form of foreign cyberinterferencen the courseof the 2019federal
election.

While CSE underlinesthatit is unlikely this interferencewill be
on the scaleof the Russianactivity in the 2016 U.S. presidential
election, the report notes that in 2018, half of all the advanced
democraciesholding national elections, representinga threefold
increasesince2015, hadtheir democratigprocesdargetedy cyber-
threatactivity andthat Canadas alsoat risk. This upwardtrendis
likely to continuein 2019.

[Translation]

We'veseenthatcertaintools usedto strengthertivic engagement
havebeenco-optedo underminedisruptanddestabilizelemocracy.
Social media has been misusedto spreadfalse or misleading
information. In recent years, we've seen foreign actors try to
underminedemocratisocietiesandinstitutions,electoralprocesses,
sovereigntyand security.

The CSE's 2017 and 2019 assessmentsalong with ongoing
Canadianintelligenceand the experiencesf our allies and like-
mindedcountrieshaveinformedandguidedour effortsoverthe past
year.This hasled to thedevelopmenbf anactionplanbasedn four
pillars, engagingall aspectf Canadiarsociety.

[English]

Therefore,in addition to reinforcingand protectinggovernment
infrastructuresystemsandpracticesye arealsofocusingheavilyon
preparingCanadianaindworking with digital platformsthathavean
importantrole in fosteringpositivedemocraticlebateanddialogue.
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The four pillars of our plan are: enhancingitizen preparedness; [Translation]

improvingorganizationateadinessgombattingoreigninterference;
andexpectingsocialmediaplatformsto act.

I will highlightsomeof themostsignificantinitiativesof ourplan.
[Translation]

On January30, | announcedhe digital citizen initiative and a
$7 million investmentowardsmprovingtheresilienceof Canadians
againstonline disinformation.In responsdo the increasen false,
misleading and inflammatory information published online and
through social media, the Governmentof Canadahas madeit a
priority to help equip citizenswith the tools and skills neededto
critically asses®nline information.

We're also leveragingthe “Get Cyber Safe” national public
awarenessampaigno educateCanadianaboutcybersecurityand
the simplestepsthey cantaketo protectthemselvesnline.

®(1110)
[English]

We haveestablishedhe critical electionincidentpublic protocol.
This is a simple, clear and non-partisanprocessfor informing
Canadiansf seriousincidentsduring the writ period threatenthe
integrity of the2019generaklection.This protocolputsthedecision
to inform Canadiandgirectly in the handsof five of Canada most
experiencedsenior public servantswho have a responsibilityto
ensurethe effective,peacefultransitionof powerand continuity of
governmentthrough election periods. The public service has
effectively playedthis role for generationsand it will continueto
fulfill thisimportantrole throughthe upcomingelectionandbeyond.

[Translation]

This protocol will be initiated only to respondto incidentsthat
occur within the writ period and that don't fall within Elections
Canada'areaof responsibilityfor the administratiorof the election.

Thethresholdfor the panelin chargeof informing the public will
be very high and will be limited to addressingexceptional
circumstanceshat could impair our ability to hold a free and fair
election.The panelis expectedo cometo a decisionjointly, based
on consensuslt won't be one persondeciding what Canadians
shouldknow.

I'm thankful that the political partiesconsultedon the develop-
ment of this protocol set aside partisanshipin the interestof all
CanadiansThe incorporationof input from all partieshasallowed
for a fair procesghat Canadiansantrust.

[English]

Underthe secondpillar, improving organizationateadinesspne
key new initiative is to ensurethat political partiesareall awareof
the natureof the threat,so that they can take the stepsneededto
enhanceheir internalsecuritypracticesand behavioursThe CSE’s
2017report,aswell asits 2019update highlightthatpolitical parties
continue to representone of the greatestvulnerabilitiesin the
Canadiansystem.Canada national security agencieswill offer
threatbriefingsto political party leadershipto ensurethat they are
ableto play their partin securingour elections.

Under the third pillar—combatting foreign interference—the
governmenthas establishedhe Security and Intelligence Threats
to ElectionsTaskForceto improveawarenessf foreignthreatsand
supportincidentassessmerdndresponseTlhe teambringstogether
CSE, CSIS, the RCMP, and Global Affairs Canadato ensurea
comprehensivainderstandingof and responseto any threatsto
Canada.The task force has establisheda baseline of threat
awarenessand has been meeting with international partnersto
make sure that Canadacan effectively assessand mitigate any
maliciousinterferenceactivity.

[English]
Thefourth pillar is with respecto socialmediaplatforms.

[Translation]

Thetransformatiorf Canada'snedialandscapaffectsthewhole
of societyin tangibleand pervasiveways.Socialmediaand online
platformsare the new arbitersof informationand thereforehavea
responsibilityto managetheir communities.

[English]

We know that they have also been manipulatedto spread
disinformation createconfusionandexploit societaltension.| have
been meetingwith social media and digital platforms,including
Facebook, Twitter, Google and Microsoft, to secure action to
increase transparency,improve authenticity and ensure greater
integrity on their platforms.Although discussionsare progressing
slowly, andhavenot yetyieldedtheresultswe expectedtthis stage,
we remainsteadfasin our commitmento securechangerom them.

[Translation]

Our governmenthas prioritized the protection of Canada's
democratigprocesseandinstitutions.As a result,we'vecommitted
significantnew fundingtowardstheseefforts.Budget2019included
an additional $48 million in supportof the whole-of-government
efforts.

[English]

This comprehensivelan is also bolsteredby recentlegislative
efforts.l'd like to alsohighlighttheimportantadvancesve’ve made
to modernizeCanadas electoralsystemmakingit moreaccessible,
transparenénd secure.

® (1115)

[Translation]

Bill C-76takesimportantstepsto counterforeigninterferenceand
the threatsposedby emergingtechnologies.
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[English]

Theprovisionsin thisbill, which this committeeobviouslyknows
well, are: prohibiting foreign entitiesfrom spendingany moneyto
influenceelectionswherepreviouslythey wereableto spendup to
$500 unregulatedrequiring organizationsselling advertisingspace
to not knowingly accept election advertisementfrom foreign
entities;and, adding a prohibition regardingthe unauthorizeduse
of computerswherethereis intentto obstruct,interruptor interfere
with the lawful useof computerdataduring an electionperiod.

[Translation]

Canadaasa robustandworld-renowneclectionsadministration
body in ElectionsCanada.
[English]

Whileit is impossibleo fully predictwhatkindsof threatswe will
seein the run-upto Canada'generalelection,| wantto assurehis
committegthat Canadéhasputin placea solid plan. We continueto
testand probeour readinessandwe will continueto takewhatever

stepswe can towardsensuringa free, fair and secureelectionin
2019.

[Translation]
Thankyou.
I'll be pleasedto answeryour questionseithernow or after the
vote.
[English]
The Chair: We'll do that afterthe vote period.
Beforepeopleleave,l havea coupleof things.
First, just for the minutes this is the 149thmeeting.

Onething I'll askyou, committeememberswhenyou comeback,
will relateto futurework, which | think we cando really quickly. It's
with regardto the estimate®n the debatecommissiorandwho you
want as witnessesAlso, regardingthe parallel debatingchamber,
whenwe hearfrom the Australianwitnessjt hasto bein theevening
of Monday, Tuesdayor Wednesday.

It would be at roughly whattime, Mr. Clerk?

The Clerk of the CommittegMr. AndrewLauzon):For us it
would be at about6 p.m., which for them| think would be 8 a.m.

TheChair: It wouldbe6 p.m.or 7 p.m.Decidewhetheryou want
it to be on a Monday, Tuesdayor Wednesday.

Mr. Simms.

Mr. Scott Simms (Coast of Bays—Central—NotreDame,
Lib.): My assistantells meit's a 14-hourdifference.ls thatright?

The Clerk: Yes.
Mr. ScottSimms:Whatabout7 p.m.?

The Chair: So that they don't haveto get thereat eightin the
morning?

The Clerk: It's really up to the committee.
The Chair: Checkwith your membersbeforeyou comeback.

Checkwith all your membersPavid, as to whetheryou wanta
Monday, Tuesdayor Wednesdayight.

Mr. David Christophersonll pull themall togetherjf | can.

The Chair: Steph,if you couldchatwith your people thatwould
be great.

Mr. David de Burgh Graham (Laurentides—Labelld,ib.): |
wantto putin dibs for Wednesday.

The Chair: You're puttingin dibs for Wednesday.

Thank you, Minister. We have nine minutesleft until the vote.
We'll comeright backas soonasthe voteis over.

® (1115)

(Pause)
® (1140)

The Chair: Welcomebackto the 149th meetingof the Standing
Committeeon Procedureand HouseAffairs. This meetingis being
televised.

Todaywe'rejoined by the HonourableKarina Gould, Minister of
Democratic Institutions, to discuss the government'splan to
safeguardhe2019generaklection,andthesecurityandintelligence
threatsto electionstaskforce.

She'saccompaniethy Allen Sutherlandassistansecretaryo the
cabinetmachineryf governmenainddemocratiénstitutions,Privy
Council Office; and the following officials from the Communica-
tions Security Establishment:André Boucher, assistantdeputy
minister,operationsCanadianCentrefor Cyber Security;and Dan
Rogers deputychief, SIGINT.

Thankyou for beinghere.
Beforewe start,| havetwo smallpoints.

Yes,Mr. Simms.
®(1145)

Mr. ScottSimms:| mentionedearlier about the timing of the
event.| mentionedhatwe shoulddoit at7 p.m.to accommodatthe
Australiansput really, an houris not muchof a difference.

I've heardfrom othersaroundtheroomthat6 p.m.would suffice,
and| saythatfor the sakeof my own health.

The Chair: We'll discussthis afterthe ministerhasletft.

Justso peopleknow, there'sanothertime allocationdebategoing
on, which is why we're going to rush to make sure we get the
ministerin.

Could | haveunanimousconsento stay partly into the bells for
the next vote, to finish the minister'stestimony?

Somehon.membersAgreed.

The Chair: Mr. Reid hasone otherpoint.

Mr. ScottReid (Lanark—Frontenac—KingstoiGPC): Yes.
Thankyou, Mr. Chair.



4 PROC-149

CAN.DOC.000036.001_HO006

April 11,2019

| want to return to this point of order after the minister has
departedprobablyafterwe returnfrom voting on thetime allocation
motion. | just wantedto say that | think there was a technical
violation of StandingOrder115(5)in beginningthe meetingatall. |
will explainmy rationaleat a latertime, oncewe'vedealtwith the
minister.

Thankyou.

The Chair: Thankyou very muchfor your forbearancén getting
this meetingdfinished.

Let's startwith roundsof questioningWho will be first?

Mr. Graham.
Mr. David de BurghGraham: Okay.

You weretalking aboutsocialmediacompaniesWhat incentive
do socialmediacompanieshaveto changetheir behaviour?

Hon. Karina Gould: It's an excellentquestion.| think the first
oneis public sentimentTrustwith their usersis animportantone.
Their reputationsarealsoimportant.

Canadiansresomeof themostconnectegeopleon theplanet.In
fact,| think thestatsindicatethattheyarethemostconnectegeople
on the planet. As you may know, 77% of Canadianshave a
Faceboolaccount26% areon Twitter andInstagramandl think the
statis thatabout100%areon Google.

An hon.member:Not in my riding.

Hon. Karina Gould: Maybe not in your riding, so maybeit's
99.9%.We are very connectedWe usetheseplatformson a daily
basisandin so manyaspectof our lives.

| think platformswantto respondo that.| think you'veseensome
responseglobally, not justherein CanadaTheywantto be seenas
goodactorsthat are promotingdemocratiozaluesand participation.
That'swhy you've seensomechangein behaviourand somemore
public reporting.| think there'sstill moreto be desired.

Mr. David de Burgh Graham: Are actionssuchas the recent
blocking of Faith Goldy by Facebookthe kind of actionsyou're
looking for, or are theredifferent actionsyou're looking for from
socialmediacompanies?

Hon. Karina Gould: One thing | spoke about at the press
conferenc®n Mondayandin severamediainterviewssincethenis
that we have been talking to the platforms about a number of
different issues that fit within three buckets, which are the
authenticity, transparencyand integrity of their platforms and of
the activity that takesplacethere.

Oneitemwe havediscussedvith themis justenforcingtheirown
termsof serviceand their own conditions.Most of the platforms
havewordingto the effectthatthey do not accepfillegal contentor
activitiesthat call for violenceor thatdemonstrateiolenceon their
platforms. Theyhavearangeof otherthings.Partof thisis justabout
enforcingtheir own ruleswith their users.

| think thatFacebook'stepon Mondaywasa steptowardsthat.|
welcome that. | think that's important. Those are ongoing
conversationsve'rehavingwith them.

Mr. Davidde BurghGraham:In anothemf the committeeghat
| sit on, we're discussingcybersecurityas a threat to national
economicsecurity.There'salot of interestingopic mattercomingup
relatingto physicalandtechnologicathreats How severearethese
threatsagainstour democracy,againstElections Canada,against
parties and againstanybody who is involved in the democratic
process?

Hon. Karina Gould: We'retaking all of thesethreatsseriously,
whichis why assoonas| wasappointedo this position,| askedthe
CSEto preparehis reportandmakeit public. It's thefirst time that
anyintelligenceservicearoundtheworld hasmadepublic a reportof
this nature.We're seeingmore of that happeningelsewherel also
askedthe CSEto providetechnicalsupportfor IT securityto all of
the political partiesthat arerepresenteih the Houseof Commons.
Thatrelationshiphasbeenestablisheandit's ongoing

We announcedon January30 our plan to protect Canadian
democracythe amendment¢hat were madeto Bill C-76,andthen
this updateto the reportand the ongoing engagementith social
mediaplatforms.l would saythat the threatis real. We'retaking it
seriouslyandwe'reactingto protectCanadians.

® (1150)

Mr. David de Burgh Graham: Have you seenany significant
cultureshift inside the parties,all of them,as a resultof this work
with the CSE?

Hon. Karina Gould: | would not be able to commenton that
becausel'm not engagedin it. | actually don't know about the
relationshipbetweenthe CSE and the parties.| think it's really
importantthatthe relationshipfor trustpurposedetweerthe parties
andthe CSEremainthatway, butit's up to the partiesto decidehow
they usethatinformationand how they operate.

Mr. Davidde BurghGraham: That'sall | havefor the moment.

Thankyou very much, Minister.
The Chair: Wereyou splitting your time?

Mr. David de BurghGraham: Sure.
The Chair: Okay.

Mr. Simms,you havethreeminutes.

Mr. ScottSimms\Whena seriousncidenthasoccurredwhatdo
you see,jn your mind,assomeof theessentiatriteriain orderfor us
to be effective?

Hon. Karina Gould: That'san excellentquestion.It's one for
which | think we canlook at pastexamplesaroundthe world to say
thatthesearethingsthatwould merit Canadiango be awareof. For
examplejn the Frenchpresidentiaklection therewastheleakingof
the Macron campaignemailspublicly. Thatwas a pretty big thing
which the Frenchgovernmentook uponthemselvedo inform the
French people about. There was the consistentand coordinated
attemptby the Russiango interferein the U.S. presidentiaklection
which we sawin 2016.

Those are things that we would be alerting Canadiango. It's
importantto notethatthis all falls underthecritical electionincident
public protocol,which hasa panelof five seniorpublic servantsvho
will receiveinformation from our intelligence agenciesand will
makethat determinatiorbasedon consensus.
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Mr. ScottSimms:Whatdoesthe informationlook like whenthe
panellists for this protocol get it? When they receive that
information, will it be a definitive “This is what'shappening”or
“We suspectind herearethe datathat we've collected,”and so on
andso forth? How comprehensivés that?

Hon. Karina Gould: It could be either, becauseit could be
difficult to determineattributionspecificallyat thatmomentbut our
security agenciesare professional They are diligently looking at
everythingthat'sgoing on and shouldthey feel thereis something
thatmeritsthe attentionof the panel,they areduty boundto inform
themof the informationthey haveat thattime.

Mr. ScottSimms:Speakingof the panel, who constitutesthis
panel?What are you looking for in the individual panelliststo be
qualified for this position?

Hon. Karina Gould: Therearefive seniorpublic servantswho
makeup this panel.Oneis the Clerk of the Privy Council. Thereis
the deputyministerof justice,the deputyministerof global affairs,
the deputy ministerof public safetyand the nationalsecurityand
intelligenceadviser.

These are five individuals—or five positions, | should say,
becausét's not aboutthe individual; it's aboutthe positionthatthey
hold—whohavean extensivebackgroundn public servicebut also
havean eye for and an understandingf the global contextof the
public safetyand threatenvironmentAlso we specificallyput the
deputyministerof justicethereaswell to havea look at how this
impactsthingsfrom a rule-of-lawperspective.

The Chair: Now we'll go to Ms. Kusie.

Mrs. StephaniKusie(CalgaryMidnapore,CPC): Thankyou
very much,Mr. Chair,and thankyou so much, Minister, for being
hereagaintoday.

Beforel proceedwith my questioningand sincewe are shorton
time, I'm going to move right into a motion that | know you
previouslystatedyou supportedpecauseertainlyl do believeyou
arelooking to PROCto assistyou in thesechallengef trying to
comeup with appropriatdegislationgiven the balancingnatureof
all the considerations.

| move:

That,pursuanto StandingOrder108(3)(a)(vi)the Committeecontinuethe study
of Securityand IntelligenceThreatsto Elections;that the study consistof five
meetingsandthat the findings be reportedto the House.

The Chair: Do you wantto debatethis motion now?
® (1155)

Mrs. StephanidKusie:No. | will justput thattherefor thetime
being.

The Chair: Thendo you wantto go on to your questions?

Mrs. StephanidKusie:No, | hadgiventhe noticepreviously,so
this is the moving of the motion.

Then!'ll moveinto my questioning.

Of coursethere'sbeena lot in the newsrecentlyin regardto the
social media platforms.We've seenFacebookwith two responses
now, the first one being the repository,if you will, andthe second
onein regardto the hatespeechearlier.

Then this week Google,of course,haseliminateditself entirely
from our electoralprocessAt presentwe'restill waiting for Twitter.

Now you havesaidin the mediathat the socialmediaplatforms
havenot respondedvith the appropriateactionthatyou would have
hopedfor. Certainlywe look to you asthe governmento takesome
form of actionin an effort to find the delicatebalancebetweerfree
speechandthe integrity of our elections.

Our leader,Andrew Scheersaid yesterdaythat he is opento the
idea of regulation. Should these social media platforms not be
willing to take any action, what are you preparedto do as the
ministerandthe governmentn an effortto find the balancebetween
thesetwo mediums?

Hon.Karina Gould:Thankyou for thequestionI'm gladto hear
thatit soundsasif we havemulti-party supportfor action,which |
think is very encouraging.

| would say that | think we're at a time globally when other
countriesaroundthe world are also looking at how we can best
achievethe objectivesthat we all share,which is to ensurethat
peopleareableto expresgshemselvesnline, but notdo it in away
that would lead to activitiesor actionsthat harm our society.I'm
really glad to hearthe commentyou made.

What I've talked about publicly alreadyis to say that this is a
momentwhere,really, all optionsareon thetable.| really welcome
the committeelooking at this. | think that'sa greatopportunity.

I'm very interestedn following what other countriesaroundthe
world are doing at the moment.| would point to the U.K., which
releaseda white paper on Monday that puts forward a really
interestingconceptof the duty of care,which is somethingthat |
think is novelandinterestingn termsof how socialmediaplatforms
would havea responsibilityto look at—

Mrs. Stephaniusie:Minister, if you don'tmind, I'll moveon.

| don'treally feel we'regettinga directanswerfrom you in regard
to the actionyou'rewilling to take.l understangou areevaluating
bestpracticesnternationallybut | think Canadianarelooking for a
responsasto whatyou arewilling to do to find thatbalanceSol,
alongwith Canadiansyery muchlook forwardto whatis aheadin
regardto that.

Moving on, in regardto thethird part,you'vesaidthatCSE,CSIS,
theRCMPandGlobalAffairs Canadareworkingtogethetto ensure
a comprehensivainderstandingf and responsdo any threatsto
CanadaHowever,in my evaluationso far, which is laid outin a
good document,| think, the CSE 2017 documentwe look at the
motivationsof nation-stateshacktivists,cybercriminalsetc.

In my opinion, Minister, it's not enoughthat we understandind
respondto any threats.What are you doing, along with your
counterpartsspecificallyto detercybercriminalsor foreign adver-
sariesfrom influencingthe election?
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Hon. Karina Gould: We announcedon January30, a seriesof
measurethatwe'retakingherein Canadao protectCanadiangrom
foreign cyber-threatsOf course,the very natureof foreign cyber-
threatsmeansthat they are covert,so they'renot doing it in a way
thatsays, Hey, we'reheredoingit.” Therearelots of conversations
goingon atthegloballevel thataredenouncinghis kind of activity.
Counterpartaroundthe world havestatedthat,andwe havestated
thatherein Canadal think thevery factsthatwe havethe SITE task
forceup andrunning,which s activelymonitoringthis, andthatwe
have our public protocol that will inform Canadiansare really
importantsteps thingsthatdidn't existbeforeherein Canadagquite
frankly. This is a really positivething.

Theotherpartof theannouncemerihatl think is reallyimportant
to mentionis the $7 million thatwasannouncedor civic digital and
medialiteracy initiatives for Canadiancitizensto have a broader
understandingf the digital environmenparticularlyin elections.

® (1200)
Mrs. Stephaniusie:Thankyou, Minister. | appreciatéhat.

Again, I'm not really seeinga direct, clear path of actionthat|
think Canadiansand| would appreciate.

Theonepieceof actionyou havecomeout on quiteclearlyis the
critical incident protocol, which we, as Conservativeswere very
concernedabout,being that this group of five would be left in the
control of the governmentind that we asthe oppositionpartiesare
beholdento acceptwhat they say, through you, to be full and
completeinformation.| think thatwe arevindicatedin our concern,
given the absenceand departureof the previousClerk of the Privy
Council. To me, thatdefinitely showsthe potentialflaws within this.

Hon. Karina Gould: | would just push back on that. In the
developmenbf the protocol, all of the partieshad input into that.
Although it was not parliamentarians} was eachof the political
parties.

One thing we did announcewhich | think is a very clearand
tangible action and is really importantto ensurethe non-partisan
natureof this, is the fact thatwe haveextendedsecurityclearances
andongoingbriefingsto eachof the leadersof the political parties
representedh the Houseof Commonsand up to four of their top
campaigrstaff. Thisis somethingo really ensurdhateveryones on
the samepageand getsinformationto build that trustandto have
thattrust. Thatis somethingthatis ongoing.

Mrs. Stephani&usie:l think we shouldhaveincludedthe Chief
ElectoralOfficer, but perhapsve canhavethatconversatioranother
day.

Hon. Karina Gould: I'd be happyto talk aboutwhat the Chief
ElectoralOfficer statedwhenthis announcementvas made,which
wasthat,in fact, his job is to administerthe electionandthathe has
beenengagedn this processandthatit is up to thesecurityagencies
to determinewhethertherehasbeena threat.

| think that'sa really important—

Mrs. Stephanidusie:Thatsoundsridiculous,Minister, thatthe
oneadministeringheelectioncould providea freeandfair election,
very frankly.

The Chair: We'refinishedthis round.

We'll go to the NDP.

Mr. Christopherson.
Mr. David Christophersonthankyou, Mr. Chair.

Minister, thankyou very muchfor attendingagain.

| justwantto saythat, unlike someministerspast,not oncehave
you playeda gameor takenthe opportunityfor schedulingchanges
in orderto dodgeor avoid the questionsSomeof themhavebeen
pretty tough meetings.You werealwayswilling to be accountable,
andthat'sappreciatedThankyou, Minister.

| want to ask one question,and then | want to turn to my
colleagueMr. Cullen,who is far moreimmersedn the minutiaeof
this andwill askfar betterquestionghanl would. However,l have
one.

On the protocolpanel,| look at the five membersClerk of the
Privy Council, national security and intelligence adviser, deputy
minister of this, deputy minister of that, and deputy minister of
anotherEveryoneof themis, of courseappointedy theexecutive.
Parliamenis muchlike my dad: Trusteveryoneput alwayscut the
cards.

Assumingthat nothingis going to change—wehavea majority
governmenthathasdecidedthis is the way we'regoingto doiit, so
this is the way we're going to do it—will therebe built into the
processan opportunityfor Parliamento reviewtheinformationthis
panelreceivedandtheactionsthey choseor did not chooseto take?

Hon. Karina Gould: Thereis a plan to report, following the
election,onhow it reportedandhow it functioned! amsurethatthis
committeefollowing the election,could takethat up.

Mr. David ChristophersonThat soundsa little wishy-washy.
They'rereportingto whom?Either there'sgoing to be a review by
Parliamenbr thereisn't. If they'regoing to issuea report—

Hon. Karina Gould: Thereportwill be presentedo the National
Security and Intelligence Committee of ParliamentariansThe
NSICOPcanreviewit.

Mr. David Christophersonill right. WhataboutPROC?

Hon. Karina Gould:| think thatbecausef the classifiednature
of the information....NSICOPwas set up so that parliamentarians
could review classifiedinformation.

Mr. David ChristophersonYes, | understandhat. We might
needto haveal little bit of a discussioraboutthat.| canappreciate
that.Again, I've spentsometime in thatworld, but atthe endof the
day, they are guided by some pretty strong issues around
intelligence,and that'snot what we would be seeking.We would
be seekingthe informationthat was given and any actionthat was
takenor nottaken,asmuchascanbedivulged.If it hasto beatwo-
tier processandwe get a reportfrom our committee fine, but—

Hon. Karina Gould: Perhapghat'sa good way to do it.

Mr. David ChristophersonAt the end of the day, that body
shouldnot be allowedto proceedwhenthey'reappointedsolely by
the executivewithout having, at the very least,a key scrutinizing
processatthe endto ensuregheydid whatParliamentvould expect,
andif we canmakeany improvementgoing forward.
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Clearly, that'sa little bit of work. Hopefully, we cantie that up
beforewe risein June,Mr. Chair.

(1205)

Hon. Karina Gould: Therewill be a classifiedversionthatgoes
to NSICOP,and therewill be a public reportavailableas well. If
PROC wishes to study that, | think that would be absolutely
welcome,and| think this processhouldbe reviewedfollowing the
nextelection.| absolutelywelcomethat from parliamentarians.

Mr. David Christophersonthat soundsgood. We just needto
nail down the details,Chair, but we cando that.

Thanks,Minister.

Now I'll passit to my colleagueMr. Cullen.

Mr. Nathan Cullen (Skeena—Bulklealley, NDP): Thank
you, Mr. Christopherson.

Welcome Minister.

It's interesting,becausethe flaw of the designwas somewhat
exposedwhen the Clerk of the Privy Council satin front of the
justicecommitteeand endedup resigningbecauseashe saidin his
letter, he had lost the faith of the other political parties.That was
inherentlyoneof our concernsvith thedesignof your procesgyoing
into somethingas sensitiveasan electionandthe decisionghat get
made Whetherto divulgethatthere'sbeena hackof a political party
or not canswayan election,asyou would imagine,oneway or the
other.

Mr. Boucher,l havea quick question.

You said in your recentreport, which confirms a report from
almosttwo yearsago,thathackinginto our electionsis—I think the
termyour agencyusedwas—verylikely, in termsof foreigncyber-
attack.ls thatright?

Mr. André Boucher{AssistanDeputy Minister, Operations,
CanadianCentrefor Cyber SecurityCommunication8ecurity
Establishment)Attemptsof foreigninterferencento our elections
arevery likely.

Mr. NathanCullen:We'veseenin thepast,in theU.S.,theU.K.
andFrance thatone of the pointsof attackhasbeenpolitical party
databaseds that correct?

Mr. AndréBoucher:Thatis.
Mr. NathanCullen:Is thatalsotrue for Canada?

Mr. André Boucher:The intent of the methodsby which the
opponentaregoingto try to addresdoreigninterferencelefinitely
includesthe political parties’key information.

Mr. Nathan Cullen:Right, becausehat key information,those
databasesyoter information, voter preferences...lf somebodyis
looking to interferein a Canadiarelection,gettingaccesdo those
databasewould help weaponizeheir lies, | supposepr weaponize
their attemptdo interfere.ls that a fair point to draw?

Mr. AndréBoucherAbsolutely,andthat'swhy we'reengagedo
proactively with the parties,so they can preparethemselvesand
detectandreact—

Mr. Nathan Cullen: Right, and you're providing that valuable
advice, but there'snothing required under law, under the recent
electionschangesthat this governmentbroughtin, to make those

partiesfall under,say,somethindike PIPEDA, andthere'sno legal
standardf how to protectthatvital information.Is that correct?

Mr. AndréBoucheri cansaythat, within the currentmethodof
work, the partieshavebeenengagingwith us, and they are taking
hold of whatthe importantmeasureareandtaking action.

Mr. Nathan Cullen: | understandMy questionis, is there
anythingrequiredunderlaw in termsof the standardof protection
for thatinformation?

Mr. André BoucherNot to my knowledge.

Mr. Nathan Cullen:Right. So, Minister, why not? You, asthe
democratidgnstitutionsminister,hada reportmorethana yearanda
half agowarningof this asthe point sourceof threat.The Standing
Committeeon Accessto Information, Privacy and Ethics recom-
mendedo you, thatpartiesshouldbebroughtin andrequiredby law
to havethis standardof protectionto keepour electionssafe.You
chosenot to do that. The adviceis great.The counselworking with
the parties,is great,but you chosenot to do that. Why not?

Hon. Karina Gould: We specifically chose to develop this
relationshipbetweenCSE andthe political partiesbecauseolitical
partiesare separatdrom governmentThey'reuniquein termsof
how theyengagewith Canadiansandit's importantfor themto have
thatindependenceé believe,andl think youwould agreewith meon
that. That'swhy we choseto go down this route,to ensurethatwe
wereprovidingthe adviceto political partiest's how theychoosdo
useit, but particularlyfrom a securitypoint of view, it's to give them
the bestadviceandthe besttools availableto protecttheir databases
andtheir information.

Mr. Nathan Cullen: We're talking about the safety of our
elections.On the safetyof our roads,we don't give driversadvice
andlet themchoosehow fastto drive. We give them speedimits,
becauseve know there'sa dangerin goingabovecertainspeedsWe
know from your own reportthat you askedfor from the CSE 20
monthsago now that thereis a crediblethreatand that one of the
accespointswasthis. You saidto drive atwhateverspeedyou like,
and here'ssome advice that you should only drive this fast, but
there'snothing required.That's what concernsme going into this
electionthat'sjust a few monthsaway.

| havea questioraboutsocialmedia.You suggestethatyou were
disappointedvith the lack of actionfrom the socialmediaagencies
in terms of hate speechand banning certain groups. Facebook
banneda few, which is a goodfirst start,but therearemanymore,
andthosegroups,Faith Goldy and the others,havebeenspreading
that hatefor years.

You expressedlisappointmentand you alsosuggestedhat they
havedonemorein the Europearcontext.Europehaslaws.Europeis
bringing in regulations. England has introduced some more
regulationsyulesto guidethe socialmediaagencies.

Hon. Karina Gould: Well, they'veintroduceda white paperto
discussthem,and | would say, with regardto the regulations that
what'sgoing on in the EU with socialmediaplatformsis thatit's a
voluntary code of practicethat the social media platforms have
undertakethemselvesT hatis basicallytheconversationve'vebeen
having, if they would do the the samething herein Canada.
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®(1210)
Mr. NathanCullen:They'renot.

Hon. Karina Gould: To date, they have decided that's not
somethingthey want to pursue.However,thoseconversationsre
ongoing.l would saythatafterthe commenton Monday,therehas
beena renewedinterestin havinga conversatioraboutwhat they
will do herein Canada.

Mr. NathanCullen:| understandll that, but if you look at the
main differencesbetweenCanadaand the EuropeanUnion, the
EuropearUnionhasdonemuchmorein legislationthanCanadaas.
That's—

Hon. Karina Gould: Canadas the first country—
Mr. NathanCullen:Allow meto—
The Chair: Be brief, Minister.

Thetimeis up.

Mr. Nathan Cullen: Sorry, but | haven'tactually finished my
question.

Europehasactuallybroughtin regulationsandrules.Socialmedia
groupshaveactually respondedYou seemnaive and disappointed
thatthey haven'tdonethe samething here.

Hon. Karina Gould:SohasCanadaMr. Cullen.With Bill C-76
we are the first jurisdiction to requireonline platformsto havean
online ad registry. Actually, there has been responsefrom that.
Facebools doingtheiradlibrary. Googlehasactuallysaidtheywill
not havepolitical adsherein CanadaWe are still waiting to hear
from Twitter.

Whenyou talk aboutregulation,in fact, Canadahasacted.We
werea first movementPoliticaladsarewhatwe sawparticularlyin
the U.S. election,particularlyin the British referendumThey were
oneof theprimarytoolswith regardto foreigninterferencaisingan
online mechanismThis is a really importantstep.It's an important
methodfor transparencandto protectour elections.

The Chair: Thankyou.

MadamLapointe.
[Translation]

Ms. Linda Lapointe(Riviére-des-Mille-iled,ib.): Thankyou,
Mr. Chair.

| wantto thankMinister Gouldandeveryonégor beingheretoday.

Whenyou wereansweringjuestiongarlier,you werecutoff. You
mentionedthe white paperin the United Kingdom. Do you have
anythingto add?You spokeaboutthe EuropearlJnion, but do you
haveanythingto add aboutGreatBritain?

Hon. Karina Gould: The white paperreleasedon Monday in
GreatBritain is very good. There'she concept—Idon'tknow how to
sayit in French—

[English]

it's a duty of care.

[Translation]

The term hasbeenusedin the hospitalityindustryto ensurethat
accommodationnits,for examplehavefunctionalelevatorsandso
on.

This concepthasbeenappliedto digital platformswith regardto
illegal contentor contentthatmay poserisksto people'ssafety.The
platformsmusttakeresponsibilityin this area.

This is good. The idea is to apply a policy regimeto digital
platforms, since the platforms can be held accountablefor their
actions.lt's new, it's differentandit's forward-looking.We want to
avoidcreatingegislationor policiesthatresolvepastissuesput that
aren'tflexible for the future.

My officials and | have been carefully studying this matter.
However,we'vealsobeenlooking at otheractivities for examplejn
GermanyFranceor Australia,wheregood thingsarebeingdone.|
think that we could find a Canadiarsolution.

Ms. Linda Lapointe:Thankyou.

You mentionedFranceearlier.You just mentionedFranceagain,
while alsotalking aboutGermany.

At lastyear'sG7 summitin Charlevoix,you discussedhe issues
concerningsocial media platforms. You said that there had been
issuesn Francesuchasinformationleaks.We'vealsobeenlooking
at the Americanelection,andit's clearthat somethingvaswrong.

Do you shareinformation that makesit possibleto go even
further? You were just talking about Great Britain and the
EuropeanUnion. However,do you shareinformationto help us
learnfrom the mistakesof others,soto speak?

Hon.Karina Gould:Yes.| think thatthe exampleof Germanyis
good. Germanyhas a bill againstonline hate, which the country
wants to apply to digital platforms. To that end, Germanyhas
introducedvery heavyfines for digital platformsthat fail to erase
messagesr imagesthat promotehate. That'sgood.

We needto think aboutillegal contentand about how we can
ensurethat platformsaren'tmanipulatedo facilitateillegal activity.
We alsoneedto think aboutviolent contentWe needto think about
a numberof things to changethe experienceof peoplewho use
digital platforms.

® (1215)
Ms. Linda Lapointe:Okay.

You expressedomedisappointmentvith regardto your meetings
with representativesf social media,suchas FacebookHave any
othermeetingsbeenscheduled?

You said that the EuropeanUnion has a voluntary code of
practice.ls our approactcoercive?

Hon. Karina Gould: We're continuing our discussionswith
representativesf digital platformsto seewhattheycoulddo herein
Canadabefore the next federal election. My office has meetings
scheduledor nextweek.| hopethatthey'll bemoreopento applying
in Canadaheelectionprotectionmeasure¢hattheyimplementedn
othercountries] think thatCanadiansleservahe sametreatments
otherpeoplearoundthe world.
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Ms. Linda Lapointe:Thankyou, Ms. Gould.

Do | haveany time left, Mr. Chair?
[English]
The Chair: You havea minuteanda half.
[Translation]
Ms. Linda Lapointe:Okay. I'll takeit.
[English]
Mr. David de Burgh Graham: Nathanwantsit.
[Translation]
Ms. Linda Lapointe:No, it's my turn. I'm very territorial.

Minister Gould, a referencevas madeearlierto your confidence
in the Chief ElectoralOfficer of CanadaCanyou elaboraten this?

Hon. Karina Gould: | havea greatdeal of confidencein the
Chief Electoral Officer of Canadawith regard to the entire
administrationof federal elections.Canadianscan be very proud
of this organization,which | believeis the bestin the world. A
number of countriesdraw inspiration from the organizationof
Canadianelectionson a technicallevel. | have a great deal of
confidencen the peoplein this organizationandI'm very proudof
their work. They'revery professionabnd they take their responsi-
bilities very seriously.

Canadianshave confidencein the electoralprocessand in the
electionresults,which is the mostimportantthing.

Ms. Linda Lapointe:Thankyou, Ms. Gould.

Hon. Karina Gould: Thankyou, Ms. Lapointe.
[English]

The Chair: Thankyou.

For onelastintervention,we haveMs. Kusie, for five minutes.
Mrs. Stephaniusie:Thankyou very much,Mr. Chair.

Minister, Il go back to the critical election incident public
protocol.How doesthe teammaketheir decisionon whetheror not
to inform the public asto a threatwithin the election?

Hon. Karina Gould: The decisionto inform the public will be
basedon their assessmerthatwill be derivedfrom consensuasto
whetherthe incidentcompromises free andfair election.We have
made this bar significantly high, becausef there were a public
announcementfhat would obviously be of significanceto the
Canadiarpopulation.Thereforejt's really importantthat the bar be
setvery high.

Mrs. Stephaniusie:What criteriaarethey using,please?

Hon. Karina Gould:Whatwe haveestablisheds a free andfair
election—

Mrs. StephanieKusie: How do you determinea free and fair
election?

Hon. Karina Gould: They will makethat assessmeritasedon
the informationthey have.

One thing | think is importantto noteis that this will be very
context-drivenand context-specificbecauseit could be that an
incident that occurredin anothercountry that we may use as an

exampledoesn'thave the samekind of impact here in Canada.
What'simportantis for them to make that decisionbasedon the
informationthat our securityagenciesare providing them.

Onething | would note with regardto the protocolis that when
they decideto makethat public, they will be advisingthe CEO of
ElectionsCanadaaswell astheleadersf thepolitical parties Also,
asl mentionedkarlier,thefactthatboth theleadersanda numberof
theirseniorcampaigradviserswill begivensecurityclearanceshey
will bein regularcontactwith our securityagenciedo give theman
updateof what'sgoingon duringandin thelead-upto the campaign.

® (1220)

Mrs. StephanieKusie:| appreciatdhis. | feel asthoughwe're
just gettinginformationwe receivedpreviously.l wish therewere
more specificsand more information. Will the panel meeton a
consistenbasisor only on the occasionof anincident?

Hon. Karina Gould: The panelwill receiveregularbriefings.

Mrs. Stephani&usie:Will theybemeetingregularlyto evaluate
the briefings?

Hon. Karina Gould: They will receiveregularbriefings,and it
will beup to themto determinehow they dealwith thatinformation.

Mrs. StephanidKusie:Again, that'snot very specific.

Will political partiesbe notified if the panelis convening?

Hon. Karina Gould: Not necessarilyonly if they feel they will
needto makesomethingpublic. However,the political partieswill
receiveregularbriefingsfrom the securityagencies.

Mrs. Stephanidusie:Whichindividualswill decidewhetheror
not to bring critical threatsto the attentionof the panel?

Hon. Karina Gould: That will be left up to our very capable
securityagencies.

Mrs. Stephani&usie:If thepartiesdisagreavith thedecisionto
bring an incident to the panel, is there a meansto appealthe
decision?

Hon. Karina Gould: For the integrity of the processthe parties
will not beinformedof whetheranincidentis broughtto the panel.

Mrs. Stephani&usie:As | said,we would appreciata lot more
information in regard to the criteria. We know that in other
jurisdictions,adversariebiave usedsocialmediato manipulatethe
public, andto createandpolarizepolitical andsocialissues Similar
to my questionbefore,what concretdnitiativeshaveyou employed
to ensurehatthis type of influencedoesnot happerherein Canada
leadingup to the 2019 election?

Hon. Karina Gould: Within Bill C-76, as was noted, social
media platforms have been banned from knowingly accepting
foreignfunding for political advertisements hey arealsorequired,
if they do receivepolitical advertisementsguring the pre-writ and
writ periods,to have an ad registry to disclosethat information.
Those are two really important stepsthat have been taken that
addresssomeof the previousissueswe've seenaroundthe world
with regardto how socialmediaplatformswere manipulated.
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In terms of other conversationsve've beenhaving with social
mediaplatforms,| havediscussedvith themtheideaof a “Canada
too” concepffor activitiesthey'vebeenwilling to undertaken other
jurisdictionsto safeguardhoseelections—thathey do that herein
Canadaas well, and that they label bot activity on their platforms.
Canadianshouldknow if they'reinteractingwith a personor with a
bot whenthey'reinteractingonline. They shouldbe monitoringfor
authenticbehaviouras well. | do know that the platforms are
monitoringthis space andthatthey areactivelyremovingaccounts
they find to be problematic.We would just like more clarity and
more transparencyn thoseactivities, so that Canadianscan have
greaterconfidencein the activity they'reseeingonline.

The Chair: Thankyou very much, Minister. We appreciatéhat,
and|'m surewe'll seeyou again.

We have 17 minutesleft. We havejust a couplethings for the
whip, as| said,beforethe break.

Scott,oneof the thingswe askedaboutis the time we meetwith
the Australians—MondayTuesdayor WednesdaywVhich time were
you saying?

Mr. Scott Simms: | originally said 7 p.m. However, after
receivinga wave of apprehensiomand hate—maybéhat'sa strong
word—sixo'clockis fine.

The Chair: We would meetat six o'clock. Would that be on
Monday, Tuesdayor Wednesday?

Mr. ScottReid: We're not sure which Monday, Tuesdayor
Wednesdayt would be.

The Chair: It would be the first or secondweekback.

Mr. ScottReid: To statethe obviousproblemwith someof these
days,we couldberunninginto votesat thattime, which could throw
things off. This is relevantto Scott. The problemwith trying to
schedulesomethindor 6 p.m.ona Tuesdayor Wednesdays thatit's
right in the middle of whenvotesarelikely to be. We standa very
goodchanceof standingup our Australiansafterthey'vegoneto the
trouble of arrangingto be therefor us. Notwithstandinghosewho
expressetatredandloathingtowardsyou atanearlierpointin time,
I amconcernedhatby choosingsix insteadof sevenwhenvotesare
typically over,we couldcreatea situationwherethey'recoolingtheir
heelsfor an hour. Thatis, | think, a meaningfulconsideration.

® (1225)
Mr. ScottSimms:Would you like to hold the meetingat seven?
Mr. ScottReid: Sevenwould be my own preference.

Mr. ScottSimms:That'sseveno'clock and 8:30 in Newfound-
land?

The Chair: We will meetatseveno'clockon theearliesfTuesday
possiblethatthe Australiansareavailable.ls thatokay?

Mrs. StephanieKusie: Chair, beforewe adjournto go to vote,
could we perhapsvote on the motion| put forward, please?

Mr. Davidde BurghGraham:| havea questionon that.Do we
havepropemoticeof that?l havea noticeof motionfrom Ms. Kusie,
butit's not that motion.

The Chair: Wait a secondThere'ssomethingelsel wantto finish
first.

On the debatescommissionestimates,| know you had the
witnesses/ou wanted.Canyou just saythat?

Mrs. StephanidKusie:We'd do one hour for eachof them.

The Chair: The Conservativeare proposingone hour with the
debatescommissioner,and one hour with the minister, on the
debatescommission'snain estimates.

Mr. ScottSimms:Thatsoundsgoodto me.

The Chair: Doeseveryoneagree?

Mr. ScottReid: We agree They'reseparatéours.

The Chair: Yes.

Mr. David de BurghGraham: s it concurrenbr consecutive?

The Chair: As soonasthey'reavailable....
There'soneotherthing, Ms. Kusie, beforewe go to your motion.

Mr. Reid, could you hold up thosereports?Do you still have
them?

Mr. ScottReid:| do,asa matterof fact.| will returnthemto you.

The Chair: Oneof theothercommitteesyesterdayif youwerein
the House,actuallymadea report—itwas on foreign policy in the
Arctic—in four aboriginallanguagesThey madea mistakein not
sayingwhich onesin thereport,but | proposeo our committeethat
we actually get the report that we did on aboriginal languages
translatednto....

They pickedthe languagesereby picking the languagef the
witnesses Any witnesseswho were aboriginal or who spokean
aboriginallanguagethey pickedthoselanguages.

I mightsuggesthatwe minimally do thatandmaybeusethethree
languagesnostpopularlyusedin Canadaywhichwould be Inuktitut,
Creeand Ojibwa. Mr. Reid, do you haveany thoughtson that?

Mr. David Christophersonthatsoundsgood.We'regettingour
reporttranslated.

Mr. ScottReid:| waschattingaboutthe point of order,andasa
result,| didn'thearwhatyou hadto say.If it's thesamething thatyou
saidto me earlier,that'sa good thought.

Mr. David de Burgh Graham: The only question| have
procedurallyis if it mattersthatit's alreadybeentabledandadopted
by the House.

Mr. ScottReid: | will raiseoneconcernMr. Chair.

Thisreport,if I'm notmistakendealtwith thenorth.Am | correct?
The indigenouslanguagesthat were chosenare effectively the
languageof—

The Chair: —of the witnesses.

Mr. ScottReid: That'sright. The issuewe haveis in choosing
which indigenoudanguagedo useandwhich not to use.l haveno
ideahow to resolvethat.

The Chair: | justmadea proposabn thatwhile you weretalking.
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| said that, first of all, we useany of the aboriginallanguages

spokenby the witnessesbefore us, plus perhapsthe three most
prevalenbnesin Canadalnuktitut, CreeandOjibwa. Someof them
arecoveredby witnessesanyway.

Mr. ScottReid:| haveno objectionto this. Doesanybodyelse...?

Mr. ScottSimms:| would like to hearMr. Cullen'sthoughtson
this, if that'sall right.

Mr. Nathan Cullen: All thoselanguagesstop at the Rockies,
which would be onething.

| very much echothe sentimentsf the witnessesabouthaving
their languagesput down properly, but the committeearbitrarily
pickingthreejustby volumeof speakerd, understandhelogic butit
doesfeel a bit arbitrary,especiallywith somethingas sensitiveas
how somethings goingto beexpressedAs goodareportasthisis, |
would maybegive the committeesometime to contemplateand
maybeevenconsultwith indigenoudanguagespeakerasto how to
go aboutit.

The Chair: Would thecommitteebein agreemenwith translating
it into the language®f the withessesvho were proposedo us on
this study?

Somehon.membersAgreed.

The Chair: We'll leaveit up to you to find themoney,Mr. Clerk.

Mr. David ChristophersorChair,| know you'reaboutto go to
anothernotice of motion and engagein a debate.l'd just like the
opportunityto formally submita noticeof motion,not to be debated
today,but alsoto underscor¢hatl'm justthe vehiclefor this. Thisis
thework of a numberof respectedeteranparliamentariangho are
looking for changesMr. Reid is amongthem. Hopefully we'll be
ableto give theman opportunityto havetheir thoughtsaired.That's
whatthis is about.

Fornow, it's justatechnicality It's in bothlanguagesndit won't
comeup againuntil the next meeting.

Thankyou, Chair.
® (1230)
The Chair: Thankyou.

Mr. ScottReid: Mr. Chair,strictly speakingpointsof ordertake
priority, so | guessl'd be able to have priority over Ms. Kusie's
motion, but thatis not my objective.

My objective was to say this. We had agreed,in sort of a
gentlemen'sagreement—ora gentle people's agreement,to be
politically correct—thatve would dealwith the point of orderafter
we return. Given the amountof time we're going to have left,
howevermay| suggesthatwe all know whatthe point of orderis
about.The sectionhasbeenmentionedso| suggesthatwe leaveit
andreturnto it at our nextmeetingwhich would be afterthe break.
That would give people a chanceto look over the procedural
questionsandwe'll havea moreinformeddebate We won'tall have
to comebackwith five minutesremaining.

The Chair: Sure.We'll do it at the next meetingwherewe have
space.

Mr. ScottReid: Yes, that'sright.

The Chair: Okay. Ms. Kusie, you want a vote on your motion,
you basicallysaid.

Mr. David de Burgh Graham: | raisea point of orderon that,
which is thatwe hada noticeof motion for Ms. Kusie on a motion
on that topic but not on that motion. I've neverseenthat motion
before.Thereforejt would be procedurallyinvalid at this point, but
it could be broughtin asa notice.

The Chair: Clerk, you canusethe microphone.

The Clerk: The committee'soutine motion allows memberso
move motionswhenthey'rerelevantto the subjectbeingstudied.

Mrs. StephaniKusie:Okay, that'swhat| wasgoing to say.

Pardonme. Continue,Clerk.
[Translation]

Ms. Linda Lapointe:Canl haveit in French?
[English]

The Chair: Is the motion translatednto French?

Well, shedid it verbally, right? So you can—
[Translation]

Mrs. StephanidKusie:| canintroduceit in Frenchif you wish.
[English]

The Chair: Whenyou'rediscussinga topic, you cando a motion
verbally at the committeeat the time.

We'll just readit again,andthenyoul'll getit in French.Okay?
[Translation]

Ms. Linda Lapointe:l wantedto haveit in writing.

Do you haveit in writing in French?
[English]

Mr. Davidde BurghGraham: Might | suggesthatwe startour
next meetingon this topic?

The Chair: Our next meetingis on the estimates.

Mrs. StephanidKusie:| would preferthatit be resolvedtoday.

The Chair: Okay, we canvote. Shecando a verbalmotion,and
we canvoteon it.

Justsayit again.

Mrs. StephaniKusie:Okay.

The motionreads:

That, pursuanto StandingOrder108(3)(a)(vi)the Committeecontinuethe study
of Securityand IntelligenceThreatsto Elections;that the study consistof five
meetings;andthatthe findings be reportedto the House.

The Chair: Is the committeereadyto vote?

Mr. Graham.

Mr. Davidde BurghGraham:If we'renotgoingto takethetime
to havea properdiscussion)'m going to haveto vote againstit at
this time.

It's up to you. If you wantto havea properdebatein the future,
I'm happyto do that, but if it's now, it's no.

The Chair: Is thereany otherdebate?
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The Chair: Mr. Cullen.

Mr. NathanCullen:That'sa suggestiorof opennesso the idea
andthe concepfof studyingthis, butit's just a matterof the process
being used.Theremight simply be a needto havea conversation
betweerpartiesor within parties,but thereis a seriousopennesso
consideringt. | think thetopicis excellentClearlythisis something
thatwe shouldall be—

Mr. David de Burgh Graham: I'm happy to have a proper
discussionput we havesix minutesuntil the votes.

Mr. NathanCullen:| understandsothetime pressurenightbea
factor.

| wonder,my Conservativecolleague,if this is somethingthat
we'reinterestedn doing, if standingit for a moment,but with an
indicationanda commitmento seriouslyconsiderit andevenlook
atmaybemakingthis happerprior to Parliamentisingwouldbe....|
justdon'twantto throw the babyout with thebathwaterastheysay.

The Chair: Stephanieit's up to you. We could vote now or we
coulddiscussit later.

Mrs. StephaniKusie:Okay, we candiscussit later.

The Chair: Okay, we'll discussit assoonaspossible.

Thankyou very muchfor beingeffective.

As we said before, we have estimatesat the next couple of
meetingsandwe'll do thesetwo motions.

Mr. ScottReid:Mr. Chair,beforewe adjourn,| dohaveoneother
thing to say.

Regardingthe practice of keepingthe committeegoing with
unanimousconsentthe consentwas given for one purposeandwe
havemorphedinto severalpurposesNobody did anythingwrong,
but| think we agreedo extendit for the purposeof listeningto the
minister'stestimony,and severalotheritemscameup.

As apracticaimatter, think we shouldbe preparedo discusshat
whenwe returnto my point of order,becausé think thisis relatedto
that point of order.

The Chair: Is that partof your point of order?

Mr. ScottReid: Well, it will be oneof the thingsthatwe should
all be preparedo discussat thattime.

Thankyou.
The Chair: Okay.

The meetingis adjourned.
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