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● (1105)

[English]
The Chair (Hon. Larry Bagnell(Yukon, Lib.)): Members,all

thecommitteemembersaren'there,becausewe normallydon'tmeet
whenthebellsareringing.I will askthepermissionof thecommittee
to continuefor the sole purposeof hearingthe minister'sopening
statement.Nothingelsewill occur.If we could let herdo that, then
we would go to vote.

Mr. DavidChristopherson(HamiltonCentre,NDP): I'm good
with that.

The Chair: Are you guysgood?Okay.

Thankyouverymuch,Minister.We'll getright onwith it, because
we haveto go vote.Thenyou will comebackafter the vote.

The HonourableKarina Gould (Minister of Democratic
Institutions):Yes.

Thankyou very muchfor the invitation to addressthecommittee
today.I knowall of you haveacopyof my remarks.I will begiving
a slightly shorterversion,but you haveall of that information.

It is my pleasureto appearandto usethe opportunityto outline
the government'splan to safeguardthe 2019federalelection.
[Translation]

I'm pleasedto be joinedby officials todaywho will speakabout
the technical aspects of our plan. These officials are
Allen Sutherland,AssistantSecretaryto 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 CanadianCentrefor CyberSecurity.

Electionsareanopportunityfor Canadiansto beheard.Theycan
expressconcernsandopinionsthroughoneof themostfundamental
rights,whichis theright to vote.Thenextopportunityfor Canadians
to exercisethis right is comingthis fall, with Canada's43rdgeneral
electionin October.
[English]

As we haveseenoverthepastfew years,democraciesaroundthe
world haveentereda new era,an era of heightenedand dynamic
threatthatnecessitatesintensifiedvigilanceby governments,butalso
by all membersof society.

[Translation]

Eachelectionplaysout in a uniquecontext.This electionwill be
no different. While evidencehas confirmedthat the 2015 federal
electiondidn't involve any incidentsof sophisticatedor concerted
interference,wecan'tpredictwhatwill happenthisfall. However,we
canpreparefor any possibility.

[English]

Earlier this week, along with my colleague,the Minister of
NationalDefence,I announcedthereleaseof the2019updateto the
CommunicationsSecurity Establishment’s report entitled “Cyber
Threats to Canada’s Democratic Process”.This updated report
highlightsthat it is very likely Canadianvoterswill encountersome
form of foreigncyberinterferencein thecourseof the2019federal
election.

While CSEunderlinesthat it 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 democraticprocesstargetedby cyber-
threatactivity andthat Canadais alsoat risk. This upwardtrendis
likely to continuein 2019.

[Translation]

We'veseenthatcertaintoolsusedto strengthencivic engagement
havebeenco-optedto undermine,disruptanddestabilizedemocracy.
Social media has been misused to spread false or misleading
information. In recent years, we've seen foreign actors try to
underminedemocraticsocietiesandinstitutions,electoralprocesses,
sovereigntyandsecurity.

The CSE's 2017 and 2019 assessments,along with ongoing
Canadianintelligenceand the experiencesof our allies and like-
mindedcountries,haveinformedandguidedoureffortsoverthepast
year.Thishasled to thedevelopmentof anactionplanbasedon four
pillars, engagingall aspectsof Canadiansociety.

[English]

Therefore,in addition to reinforcingand protectinggovernment
infrastructure,systemsandpractices,wearealsofocusingheavilyon
preparingCanadiansandworkingwith digital platformsthathavean
importantrole in fosteringpositivedemocraticdebateanddialogue.
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The four pillars of our plan are:enhancingcitizenpreparedness;
improvingorganizationalreadiness;combattingforeigninterference;
andexpectingsocialmediaplatformsto act.

I will highlightsomeof themostsignificantinitiativesof ourplan.
[Translation]

On January30, I announcedthe digital citizen initiative and a
$7million investmenttowardsimprovingtheresilienceof Canadians
againstonline disinformation.In responseto the increasein false,
misleading and inflammatory information published online and
through social media, the Governmentof Canadahas made it a
priority to help equip citizenswith the tools and skills neededto
critically assessonline information.

We're also leveraging the “Get Cyber Safe” national public
awarenesscampaignto educateCanadiansaboutcybersecurityand
the simplestepstheycantaketo protectthemselvesonline.
● (1110)

[English]

We haveestablishedthecritical electionincidentpublic protocol.
This is a simple, clear and non-partisanprocessfor informing
Canadiansif seriousincidentsduring the writ period threatenthe
integrityof the2019generalelection.Thisprotocolputsthedecision
to inform Canadiansdirectly in the handsof five of Canada’s most
experiencedsenior public servants,who have a responsibilityto
ensurethe effective,peacefultransitionof powerandcontinuity of
governmentthrough election periods. The public service has
effectivelyplayedthis role for generationsand it will continueto
fulfill this importantrolethroughtheupcomingelectionandbeyond.
[Translation]

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

Thethresholdfor thepanelin chargeof informing thepublic will
be very high and will be limited to addressingexceptional
circumstancesthat could impair our ability to hold a free and fair
election.The panelis expectedto cometo a decisionjointly, based
on consensus.It won't be one persondeciding what Canadians
shouldknow.

I'm thankful that the political partiesconsultedon the develop-
ment of this protocol set asidepartisanshipin the interestof all
Canadians.The incorporationof input from all partieshasallowed
for a fair processthatCanadianscantrust.
[English]

Underthe secondpillar, improvingorganizationalreadiness,one
key new initiative is to ensurethat political partiesareall awareof
the natureof the threat,so that they can take the stepsneededto
enhancetheir internalsecuritypracticesandbehaviours.TheCSE’s
2017report,aswell asits 2019update,highlight thatpoliticalparties
continue to representone of the greatestvulnerabilities in the
Canadiansystem.Canada’s national security agencieswill offer
threatbriefingsto political party leadership,to ensurethat they are
ableto play their part in securingour elections.

[Translation]

Under the third pillar—combatting foreign interference—the
governmenthas establishedthe Securityand IntelligenceThreats
to ElectionsTaskForceto improveawarenessof foreignthreatsand
supportincidentassessmentandresponse.Theteambringstogether
CSE, CSIS, the RCMP, and Global Affairs Canadato ensurea
comprehensiveunderstandingof and responseto any threats to
Canada.The task force has establisheda baseline of threat
awareness,and has been meeting with internationalpartnersto
make sure that Canadacan effectively assessand mitigate any
maliciousinterferenceactivity.

[English]

The fourth pillar is with respectto socialmediaplatforms.

[Translation]

Thetransformationof Canada'smedialandscapeaffectsthewhole
of societyin tangibleandpervasiveways.Socialmediaandonline
platformsare the new arbitersof informationand thereforehavea
responsibilityto managetheir communities.

[English]

We know that they have also been manipulatedto spread
disinformation,createconfusionandexploit societaltension.I have
been meetingwith social media and digital platforms, including
Facebook,Twitter, Google and Microsoft, to secure action to
increasetransparency,improve authenticity and ensure greater
integrity on their platforms.Although discussionsare progressing
slowly,andhavenotyetyieldedtheresultsweexpectedat thisstage,
weremainsteadfastin our commitmentto securechangefrom them.

[Translation]

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

[English]

This comprehensiveplan is also bolsteredby recentlegislative
efforts.I’d like to alsohighlight theimportantadvanceswe’vemade
to modernizeCanada’s electoralsystem,makingit moreaccessible,
transparentandsecure.

● (1115)

[Translation]

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

Theprovisionsin thisbill, which thiscommitteeobviouslyknows
well, are:prohibiting foreign entitiesfrom spendingany moneyto
influenceelectionswherepreviouslythey wereableto spendup to
$500 unregulated;requiringorganizationsselling advertisingspace
to not knowingly accept election advertisementsfrom foreign
entities;and, adding a prohibition regardingthe unauthorizeduse
of computerswherethereis intent to obstruct,interruptor interfere
with the lawful useof computerdataduring an electionperiod.
[Translation]

Canadahasa robustandworld-renownedelectionsadministration
body in ElectionsCanada.
[English]

While it is impossibleto fully predictwhatkindsof threatswewill
seein the run-upto Canada'sgeneralelection,I want to assurethis
committeethatCanadahasput in placea solid plan.We continueto
testandprobeour readiness,andwe will continueto takewhatever
stepswe can towardsensuringa free, fair and secureelection in
2019.
[Translation]

Thankyou.

I'll be pleasedto answeryour questionseithernow or after the
vote.
[English]

The Chair: We'll do thatafter the vote period.

Beforepeopleleave,I havea coupleof things.

First, just for the minutes,this is the 149thmeeting.

Onething I'll askyou,committeemembers,whenyoucomeback,
will relateto futurework, whichI think wecando reallyquickly. It's
with regardto theestimateson thedebatecommissionandwho you
want as witnesses.Also, regardingthe parallel debatingchamber,
whenwehearfrom theAustralianwitness,it hasto bein theevening
of Monday,Tuesdayor Wednesday.

It would be at roughly what time, Mr. Clerk?
The Clerk of the Committee(Mr. AndrewLauzon):For us it

would be at about6 p.m.,which for themI think would be 8 a.m.
TheChair: It wouldbe6 p.m.or 7 p.m.Decidewhetheryouwant

it to be on a Monday,Tuesdayor Wednesday.

Mr. Simms.
Mr. Scott Simms (Coast of Bays—Central—NotreDame,

Lib.): My assistanttells me it's a 14-hourdifference.Is that right?

The Clerk: Yes.
Mr. ScottSimms:Whatabout7 p.m.?
The Chair: So that they don't haveto get thereat eight in the

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

Checkwith all your members,David, as to whetheryou want a
Monday,Tuesdayor Wednesdaynight.

Mr. David Christopherson:I'll pull themall together,if I can.
TheChair: Steph,if you couldchatwith your people,thatwould

be great.
Mr. David de BurghGraham(Laurentides—Labelle,Lib.): I

want to put in dibs for Wednesday.
The Chair: You'reputting in dibs for Wednesday.

Thank you, Minister. We havenine minutesleft until the vote.
We'll comeright backassoonasthe vote is over.
● (1115)

(Pause)
● (1140)

The Chair: Welcomebackto the 149thmeetingof theStanding
Committeeon ProcedureandHouseAffairs. This meetingis being
televised.

Todaywe'rejoinedby theHonourableKarinaGould,Ministerof
Democratic Institutions, to discuss the government'splan to
safeguardthe2019generalelection,andthesecurityandintelligence
threatsto electionstaskforce.

She'saccompaniedby Allen Sutherland,assistantsecretaryto the
cabinet,machineryof governmentanddemocraticinstitutions,Privy
Council Office; and the following officials from the Communica-
tions Security Establishment:André Boucher, assistantdeputy
minister,operations,CanadianCentrefor CyberSecurity;andDan
Rogers,deputychief, SIGINT.

Thankyou for beinghere.

Beforewe start,I havetwo smallpoints.

Yes,Mr. Simms.
● (1145)

Mr. ScottSimms:I mentionedearlier about the timing of the
event.I mentionedthatweshoulddo it at7 p.m.to accommodatethe
Australians,but really, an hour is not muchof a difference.

I've heardfrom othersaroundtheroomthat6 p.m.would suffice,
andI saythat for the sakeof my own health.

The Chair: We'll discussthis after the ministerhasleft.

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

Could I haveunanimousconsentto staypartly into the bells for
the next vote, to finish the minister'stestimony?

Somehon.members:Agreed.

The Chair: Mr. Reid hasoneotherpoint.
Mr. ScottReid (Lanark—Frontenac—Kingston,CPC): Yes.

Thankyou, Mr. Chair.
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I want to return to this point of order after the minister has
departed,probablyafterwereturnfrom votingon thetimeallocation
motion. I just wanted to say that I think there was a technical
violationof StandingOrder115(5)in beginningthemeetingat all. I
will explainmy rationaleat a later time, oncewe'vedealtwith the
minister.

Thankyou.
TheChair: Thankyou very muchfor your forbearancein getting

this meetingfinished.

Let'sstartwith roundsof questioning.Who will be first?

Mr. Graham.
Mr. David deBurghGraham:Okay.

You weretalking aboutsocialmediacompanies.What incentive
do socialmediacompanieshaveto changetheir behaviour?

Hon. Karina Gould: It's an excellentquestion.I think the first
one is public sentiment.Trust with their usersis an importantone.
Their reputationsarealsoimportant.

Canadiansaresomeof themostconnectedpeopleon theplanet.In
fact,I think thestatsindicatethattheyarethemostconnectedpeople
on the planet. As you may know, 77% of Canadianshave a
Facebookaccount;26%areonTwitterandInstagram,andI 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 arevery connected.We usetheseplatformson a daily
basisandin so manyaspectsof our lives.

I think platformswantto respondto that.I think you'veseensome
responsesglobally,not just herein Canada.Theywantto beseenas
goodactorsthatarepromotingdemocraticvaluesandparticipation.
That'swhy you'veseensomechangein behaviourandsomemore
public reporting.I 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 I spoke about at the press
conferenceon Mondayandin severalmediainterviewssincethenis
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 havediscussedwith themis justenforcingtheirown
termsof serviceand their own conditions.Most of the platforms
havewordingto theeffectthat theydo not acceptillegal contentor
activitiesthatcall for violenceor thatdemonstrateviolenceon their
platforms.Theyhavearangeof otherthings.Partof thisis justabout
enforcingtheir own ruleswith their users.

I think thatFacebook'sstepon Mondaywasa steptowardsthat.I
welcome that. I think that's important. Those are ongoing
conversationswe'rehavingwith them.

Mr. DaviddeBurghGraham:In anotherof thecommitteesthat
I sit on, we're discussingcybersecurityas a threat to national
economicsecurity.There'sa lot of interestingtopicmattercomingup
relatingto physicalandtechnologicalthreats.How severearethese
threatsagainstour democracy,againstElectionsCanada,against
parties and againstanybody who is involved in the democratic
process?

Hon. Karina Gould:We'retaking all of thesethreatsseriously,
which is why assoonasI wasappointedto thisposition,I askedthe
CSEto preparethis reportandmakeit public. It's the first time that
anyintelligenceservicearoundtheworld hasmadepublicareportof
this nature.We'reseeingmoreof that happeningelsewhere.I also
askedthe CSEto providetechnicalsupportfor IT securityto all of
the political partiesthat arerepresentedin the Houseof Commons.
That relationshiphasbeenestablishedandit's ongoing

We announcedon January30 our plan to protect Canadian
democracy,the amendmentsthat weremadeto Bill C-76,andthen
this updateto the report and the ongoingengagementwith social
mediaplatforms.I would saythat the threatis real.We'retaking it
seriouslyandwe'reactingto protectCanadians.
● (1150)

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

Hon. Karina Gould: I would not be able to commenton that
becauseI'm not engagedin it. I actually don't know about the
relationshipbetweenthe CSE and the parties. I think it's really
importantthattherelationshipfor trustpurposesbetweentheparties
andtheCSEremainthatway,but it's up to thepartiesto decidehow
they usethat informationandhow they operate.

Mr. DaviddeBurghGraham:That'sall I havefor themoment.

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 seriousincidenthasoccurred,whatdo

yousee,in yourmind,assomeof theessentialcriteriain orderfor us
to be effective?

Hon. Karina Gould: That'san excellentquestion.It's one for
which I think we canlook at pastexamplesaroundtheworld to say
thatthesearethingsthatwould meritCanadiansto beawareof. For
example,in theFrenchpresidentialelection,therewastheleakingof
the Macroncampaignemailspublicly. That wasa pretty big thing
which the Frenchgovernmenttook upon themselvesto inform the
French people about. There was the consistentand coordinated
attemptby theRussiansto interferein theU.S.presidentialelection
which we sawin 2016.

Thoseare things that we would be alerting Canadiansto. It's
importantto notethatthisall falls underthecriticalelectionincident
publicprotocol,whichhasapanelof five seniorpublicservantswho
will receive information from our intelligenceagenciesand will
makethatdeterminationbasedon 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 suspectandherearethe datathat we'vecollected,”andso on
andso forth?How comprehensiveis that?

Hon. Karina Gould: It could be either, becauseit could be
difficult to determineattributionspecificallyat thatmoment,but our
securityagenciesare professional.They are diligently looking at
everythingthat'sgoing on andshouldthey feel thereis something
thatmeritstheattentionof thepanel,theyareduty boundto inform
themof the informationthey haveat that time.

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

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

These are five individuals—or five positions, I should say,
becauseit's not aboutthe individual; it's aboutthepositionthat they
hold—whohaveanextensivebackgroundin public servicebut also
havean eye for andan understandingof the global contextof the
public safetyand threatenvironment.Also 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. StephanieKusie(CalgaryMidnapore,CPC): Thankyou

very much,Mr. Chair,and thankyou so much,Minister, for being
hereagaintoday.

BeforeI proceedwith my questioningandsincewe areshorton
time, I'm going to move right into a motion that I know you
previouslystatedyou supported,becausecertainlyI do believeyou
arelooking to PROCto assistyou in thesechallengesof trying to
comeup with appropriatelegislationgiven the balancingnatureof
all the considerations.

I move:
That,pursuantto StandingOrder108(3)(a)(vi),theCommitteecontinuethestudy
of Securityand IntelligenceThreatsto Elections;that the study consistof five
meetings;andthat the findingsbe reportedto the House.

The Chair: Do you want to debatethis motionnow?
● (1155)

Mrs. StephanieKusie:No. I will just put that therefor the time
being.

The Chair: Thendo you want to go on to your questions?
Mrs. StephanieKusie:No, I hadgiven thenoticepreviously,so

this is the movingof the motion.

ThenI'll moveinto my questioning.

Of coursethere'sbeena lot in the newsrecentlyin regardto the
social mediaplatforms.We've seenFacebookwith two responses
now, the first onebeing the repository,if you will, and the second
onein regardto the hatespeechearlier.

Then this weekGoogle,of course,haseliminateditself entirely
from our electoralprocess.At present,we'restill waitingfor Twitter.

Now you havesaidin the mediathat the socialmediaplatforms
havenot respondedwith theappropriateactionthatyou would have
hopedfor. Certainlywe look to you asthegovernmentto takesome
form of actionin aneffort to find thedelicatebalancebetweenfree
speechandthe integrity of our elections.

Our leader,AndrewScheer,saidyesterdaythathe is opento the
idea of regulation. Should thesesocial media platforms not be
willing to take any action, what are you preparedto do as the
ministerandthegovernmentin aneffort to find thebalancebetween
thesetwo mediums?

Hon.Karina Gould:Thankyou for thequestion.I'm gladto hear
that it soundsas if we havemulti-partysupportfor action,which I
think is very encouraging.

I would say that I 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 expressthemselvesonline,but not do it in a way
that would lead to activitiesor actionsthat harm our society.I'm
really glad to hearthe commentyou made.

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

I'm very interestedin following what othercountriesaroundthe
world aredoing at the moment.I 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 I
think is novelandinterestingin termsof howsocialmediaplatforms
would havea responsibilityto look at—

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

I don't really feelwe'regettinga directanswerfrom you in regard
to theactionyou'rewilling to take.I understandyou areevaluating
bestpracticesinternationally,but I think Canadiansarelooking for a
responseasto whatyou arewilling to do to find thatbalance.So I,
alongwith Canadians,very muchlook forwardto what is aheadin
regardto that.

Moving on, in regardto thethird part,you'vesaidthatCSE,CSIS,
theRCMPandGlobalAffairs Canadaareworkingtogetherto ensure
a comprehensiveunderstandingof and responseto any threatsto
Canada.However,in my evaluationso far, which is laid out in a
good document,I think, the CSE 2017 document,we look at the
motivationsof nation-states,hacktivists,cybercriminals,etc.

In my opinion, Minister, it's not enoughthat we understandand
respondto any threats.What are you doing, along with your
counterparts,specificallyto detercybercriminalsor foreign adver-
sariesfrom influencingthe election?
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Hon. Karina Gould:We announced,on January30, a seriesof
measuresthatwe'retakingherein Canadato protectCanadiansfrom
foreign cyber-threats.Of course,the very natureof foreign cyber-
threatsmeansthat they arecovert,so they'renot doing it in a way
thatsays,“Hey, we'reheredoingit.” Therearelots of conversations
goingon at theglobal level thataredenouncingthiskind of activity.
Counterpartsaroundthe world havestatedthat,andwe havestated
thatherein Canada.I think theveryfactsthatwehavetheSITEtask
forceup andrunning,which is activelymonitoringthis,andthatwe
have our public protocol that will inform Canadiansare really
importantsteps,thingsthatdidn't existbeforeherein Canada,quite
frankly. This is a really positivething.

Theotherpartof theannouncementthatI think is reallyimportant
to mentionis the$7 million thatwasannouncedfor civic digital and
media literacy initiatives for Canadiancitizensto have a broader
understandingof the digital environmentparticularlyin elections.
● (1200)

Mrs. StephanieKusie:Thankyou, Minister. I appreciatethat.

Again, I'm not really seeinga direct, clearpath of action that I
think CanadiansandI would appreciate.

Theonepieceof actionyou havecomeout on quiteclearlyis the
critical incident protocol, which we, as Conservatives,were very
concernedabout,beingthat this groupof five would be left in the
controlof the governmentandthatwe astheoppositionpartiesare
beholdento acceptwhat they say, through you, to be full and
completeinformation.I think thatwe arevindicatedin our concern,
given the absenceanddepartureof the previousClerk of the Privy
Council.To me,thatdefinitelyshowsthepotentialflawswithin this.

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

One thing we did announce,which I think is a very clear and
tangibleaction and is really important to ensurethe non-partisan
natureof this, is the fact thatwe haveextendedsecurityclearances
andongoingbriefingsto eachof the leadersof the political parties
representedin the Houseof Commonsand up to four of their top
campaignstaff.This is somethingto reallyensurethateveryoneis on
the samepageandgetsinformationto build that trust and to have
that trust.That is somethingthat is ongoing.

Mrs. StephanieKusie:I think weshouldhaveincludedtheChief
ElectoralOfficer,but perhapswe canhavethatconversationanother
day.

Hon. Karina Gould: I'd be happyto talk aboutwhat the Chief
ElectoralOfficer statedwhenthis announcementwasmade,which
wasthat,in fact,his job is to administertheelectionandthathehas
beenengagedin thisprocess,andthatit is up to thesecurityagencies
to determinewhethertherehasbeena threat.

I think that'sa really important—
Mrs. StephanieKusie:Thatsoundsridiculous,Minister, that the

oneadministeringtheelectioncouldprovidea freeandfair election,
very frankly.

The Chair: We'refinishedthis round.

We'll go to theNDP.

Mr. Christopherson.
Mr. David Christopherson:Thankyou, Mr. Chair.

Minister, thankyou very muchfor attendingagain.

I just want to saythat,unlike someministerspast,not oncehave
you playeda gameor takentheopportunityfor schedulingchanges
in orderto dodgeor avoid the questions.Someof themhavebeen
pretty toughmeetings.You werealwayswilling to be accountable,
andthat'sappreciated.Thankyou, Minister.

I want to ask one question,and then I want to turn to my
colleague,Mr. Cullen,who is far moreimmersedin theminutiaeof
this andwill askfar betterquestionsthanI would. However,I have
one.

On the protocolpanel,I look at the five members:Clerk of the
Privy Council, national security and intelligenceadviser,deputy
minister of this, deputy minister of that, and deputy minister of
another.Everyoneof themis, of course,appointedby theexecutive.
Parliamentis muchlike my dad:Trusteveryone,but alwayscut the
cards.

Assumingthat nothing is going to change—wehavea majority
governmentthathasdecidedthis is theway we'regoingto do it, so
this is the way we're going to do it—will therebe built into the
processanopportunityfor Parliamentto reviewtheinformationthis
panelreceivedandtheactionstheychoseor did not chooseto take?

Hon. Karina Gould: There is a plan to report, following the
election,onhow it reportedandhow it functioned.I amsurethatthis
committee,following the election,could takethatup.

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

Hon.Karina Gould:Thereportwill bepresentedto theNational
Security and Intelligence Committee of Parliamentarians.The
NSICOPcanreview it.

Mr. David Christopherson:All right. WhataboutPROC?
Hon. Karina Gould:I think thatbecauseof theclassifiednature

of the information....NSICOPwas set up so that parliamentarians
could reviewclassifiedinformation.

Mr. David Christopherson:Yes, I understandthat. We might
needto havea little bit of a discussionaboutthat. I canappreciate
that.Again, I've spentsometime in thatworld, but at theendof 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 wasgiven andany actionthat was
takenor not taken,asmuchascanbedivulged.If it hasto bea two-
tier processandwe get a reportfrom our committee,fine, but—

Hon. Karina Gould:Perhapsthat'sa goodway to do it.
Mr. David Christopherson:At the end of the day, that body

shouldnot be allowedto proceedwhenthey'reappointedsolelyby
the executivewithout having, at the very least,a key scrutinizing
processat theendto ensuretheydid whatParliamentwould expect,
andif we canmakeany improvementsgoing forward.
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Clearly, that'sa little bit of work. Hopefully, we can tie that up
beforewe rise in June,Mr. Chair.
● (1205)

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

Mr. David Christopherson:That 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—BulkleyValley, NDP): Thank

you, Mr. Christopherson.

Welcome,Minister.

It's interesting,becausethe flaw of the designwas somewhat
exposedwhen the Clerk of the Privy Council sat in front of the
justicecommitteeandendedup resigningbecause,ashesaidin his
letter,he had lost the faith of the otherpolitical parties.That was
inherentlyoneof ourconcernswith thedesignof yourprocessgoing
into somethingassensitiveasan electionandthedecisionsthatget
made.Whetherto divulgethatthere'sbeenahackof apoliticalparty
or not canswayanelection,asyou would imagine,oneway or the
other.

Mr. Boucher,I 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.Is that right?

Mr. André Boucher(AssistantDeputyMinister, Operations,
CanadianCentrefor CyberSecurity,CommunicationsSecurity
Establishment):Attemptsof foreign interferenceinto our elections
arevery likely.

Mr. NathanCullen:We'veseenin thepast,in theU.S.,theU.K.
andFrance,thatoneof the pointsof attackhasbeenpolitical party
databases.Is that correct?

Mr. AndréBoucher:That is.
Mr. NathanCullen:Is that alsotrue for Canada?
Mr. André Boucher:The intent of the methodsby which the

opponentsaregoing to try to addressforeigninterferencedefinitely
includesthe political parties'key information.

Mr. NathanCullen:Right, becausethat key information,those
databases,voter information, voter preferences....If somebodyis
looking to interferein a Canadianelection,gettingaccessto those
databaseswould helpweaponizetheir lies, I suppose,or weaponize
their attemptsto interfere.Is that a fair point to draw?

Mr. AndréBoucher:Absolutely,andthat'swhy we'reengagedso
proactivelywith the parties,so they can preparethemselvesand
detectandreact—

Mr. Nathan Cullen: Right, and you're providing that valuable
advice, but there'snothing requiredunder law, under the recent
electionschangesthat this governmentbrought in, to makethose

partiesfall under,say,somethinglike PIPEDA,andthere'sno legal
standardof how to protectthatvital information.Is thatcorrect?

Mr. AndréBoucher:I cansaythat,within thecurrentmethodof
work, the partieshavebeenengagingwith us, and they are taking
hold of what the importantmeasuresareandtakingaction.

Mr. Nathan Cullen: I understand.My question is, is there
anythingrequiredunderlaw in termsof the standardof protection
for that information?

Mr. AndréBoucher:Not to my knowledge.

Mr. NathanCullen:Right. So, Minister, why not? You, as the
democraticinstitutionsminister,hada reportmorethana yearanda
half agowarningof this asthepoint sourceof threat.TheStanding
Committeeon Accessto Information,Privacy and Ethics recom-
mendedto you,thatpartiesshouldbebroughtin andrequiredby law
to havethis standardof protectionto keepour electionssafe.You
chosenot to do that.Theadviceis great.Thecounsel,workingwith
the parties,is great,but you chosenot to do that.Why not?

Hon. Karina Gould: We specifically chose to develop this
relationshipbetweenCSEandthe political partiesbecausepolitical
partiesare separatefrom government.They'reunique in termsof
how theyengagewith Canadians,andit's importantfor themto have
thatindependence,I believe,andI think youwouldagreewith meon
that.That'swhy we choseto go down this route,to ensurethat we
wereprovidingtheadviceto political parties.It's howtheychooseto
useit, butparticularlyfrom asecuritypointof view, it's to give them
thebestadviceandthebesttoolsavailableto protecttheirdatabases
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 fast to drive. We give themspeedlimits,
becauseweknowthere'sa dangerin goingabovecertainspeeds.We
know from your own report that you askedfor from the CSE 20
monthsagonow that thereis a crediblethreatand that one of the
accesspointswasthis.You saidto driveat whateverspeedyou like,
and here'ssomeadvice that you should only drive this fast, but
there'snothing required.That'swhat concernsme going into this
electionthat'sjust a few monthsaway.

I haveaquestionaboutsocialmedia.You suggestedthatyouwere
disappointedwith the lack of actionfrom thesocialmediaagencies
in terms of hate speechand banning certain groups. Facebook
banneda few, which is a goodfirst start,but therearemanymore,
andthosegroups,FaithGoldy andthe others,havebeenspreading
thathatefor years.

You expresseddisappointment,andyou alsosuggestedthat they
havedonemorein theEuropeancontext.Europehaslaws.Europeis
bringing in regulations. England has introduced some more
regulations,rulesto guidethe socialmediaagencies.

Hon. Karina Gould:Well, they'veintroduceda white paperto
discussthem,and I would say,with regardto the regulations,that
what'sgoing on in theEU with socialmediaplatformsis that it's a
voluntary code of practice that the social media platforms have
undertakenthemselves.Thatis basicallytheconversationwe'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,thoseconversationsare
ongoing.I would saythatafterthecommentson Monday,therehas
beena renewedinterestin having a conversationaboutwhat they
will do herein Canada.

Mr. NathanCullen:I understandall that,but if you look at the
main differencesbetweenCanadaand the EuropeanUnion, the
EuropeanUnionhasdonemuchmorein legislationthanCanadahas.
That's—

Hon. Karina Gould:Canadais the first country—
Mr. NathanCullen:Allow me to—
The Chair: Be brief, Minister.

The time is up.
Mr. Nathan Cullen: Sorry, but I haven'tactually finished my

question.

Europehasactuallybroughtin regulationsandrules.Socialmedia
groupshaveactuallyresponded.You seemnaiveand disappointed
that theyhaven'tdonethe samething here.

Hon.Karina Gould:SohasCanada,Mr. Cullen.With Bill C-76
we are the first jurisdiction to requireonline platformsto havean
online ad registry. Actually, there has been responsefrom that.
Facebookis doingtheiradlibrary.Googlehasactuallysaidtheywill
not havepolitical adsherein Canada.We arestill waiting to hear
from Twitter.

When you talk aboutregulation,in fact, Canadahasacted.We
werea first movement.Politicaladsarewhatwe sawparticularlyin
the U.S. election,particularlyin the British referendum.They were
oneof theprimarytoolswith regardto foreigninterferenceusingan
onlinemechanism.This is a really importantstep.It's an important
methodfor transparencyandto protectour elections.

The Chair: Thankyou.

MadamLapointe.
[Translation]

Ms. Linda Lapointe(Rivière-des-Mille-Îles,Lib.): Thankyou,
Mr. Chair.

I wantto thankMinisterGouldandeveryonefor beingheretoday.

Whenyouwereansweringquestionsearlier,youwerecutoff. You
mentionedthe white paperin the United Kingdom. Do you have
anythingto add?You spokeabouttheEuropeanUnion, but do you
haveanythingto addaboutGreatBritain?

Hon. Karina Gould: The white paperreleasedon Monday in
GreatBritain is verygood.There'stheconcept—Idon'tknowhowto
sayit in French—
[English]

it's a duty of care.

[Translation]

The termhasbeenusedin the hospitalityindustryto ensurethat
accommodationunits,for example,havefunctionalelevators,andso
on.

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

This is good. The idea is to apply a policy regime to digital
platforms,since the platforms can be held accountablefor their
actions.It's new, it's differentand it's forward-looking.We want to
avoidcreatinglegislationor policiesthatresolvepastissues,but that
aren'tflexible for the future.

My officials and I have been carefully studying this matter.
However,we'vealsobeenlookingatotheractivities,for example,in
Germany,Franceor Australia,wheregoodthingsarebeingdone.I
think that we could find a Canadiansolution.

Ms. Linda Lapointe:Thankyou.

You mentionedFranceearlier.You just mentionedFranceagain,
while alsotalking aboutGermany.

At lastyear'sG7 summitin Charlevoix,you discussedthe issues
concerningsocial media platforms.You said that there had been
issuesin France,suchasinformationleaks.We'vealsobeenlooking
at the Americanelection,andit's clearthat somethingwaswrong.

Do you share information that makesit possible to go even
further? You were just talking about Great Britain and the
EuropeanUnion. However,do you shareinformation to help us
learnfrom themistakesof others,so to speak?

Hon.Karina Gould:Yes.I think thattheexampleof 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
messagesor imagesthatpromotehate.That'sgood.

We needto think about illegal contentand about how we can
ensurethatplatformsaren'tmanipulatedto facilitateillegal activity.
We alsoneedto think aboutviolent content.We needto think about
a numberof things to changethe experienceof peoplewho use
digital platforms.
● (1215)

Ms. Linda Lapointe:Okay.

You expressedsomedisappointmentwith regardto yourmeetings
with representativesof socialmedia,suchas Facebook.Haveany
othermeetingsbeenscheduled?

You said that the EuropeanUnion has a voluntary code of
practice.Is our approachcoercive?

Hon. Karina Gould: We're continuing our discussionswith
representativesof digital platformsto seewhattheycoulddo herein
Canadabefore the next federal election.My office has meetings
scheduledfor nextweek.I hopethatthey'll bemoreopento applying
in Canadatheelectionprotectionmeasuresthattheyimplementedin
othercountries.I think thatCanadiansdeservethesametreatmentas
otherpeoplearoundthe world.
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Ms. Linda Lapointe:Thankyou, Ms. Gould.

Do I haveany time left, Mr. Chair?
[English]

The Chair: You havea minuteanda half.
[Translation]

Ms. Linda Lapointe:Okay. I'll takeit.
[English]

Mr. David deBurghGraham:Nathanwantsit.
[Translation]

Ms. Linda Lapointe:No, it's my turn. I'm very territorial.

Minister Gould,a referencewasmadeearlierto your confidence
in theChiefElectoralOfficer of Canada.Canyou elaborateon this?

Hon. Karina Gould: I havea greatdeal of confidencein the
Chief Electoral Officer of Canada with regard to the entire
administrationof federal elections.Canadianscan be very proud
of this organization,which I believe is the best in the world. A
number of countries draw inspiration from the organizationof
Canadianelectionson a technical level. I have a great deal of
confidencein thepeoplein this organization,andI'm very proudof
their work. They'revery professionaland 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 onelast intervention,we haveMs. Kusie, for five minutes.
Mrs. StephanieKusie:Thankyou very much,Mr. Chair.

Minister, I'll go back to the critical election incident public
protocol.How doestheteammaketheir decisionon whetheror not
to inform the public asto a threatwithin the election?

Hon. Karina Gould:The decisionto inform the public will be
basedon their assessmentthatwill bederivedfrom consensusasto
whetherthe incidentcompromisesa freeandfair election.We have
made this bar significantly high, becauseif there were a public
announcement,that would obviously be of significance to the
Canadianpopulation.Therefore,it's really importantthat thebar be
setvery high.

Mrs. StephanieKusie:Whatcriteriaarethey using,please?
Hon.Karina Gould:Whatwe haveestablishedis a freeandfair

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

election?
Hon. Karina Gould:They will makethat assessmentbasedon

the informationthey have.

One thing I think is importantto note is that this will be very
context-drivenand context-specific,becauseit could be that an
incident that occurredin anothercountry that we may use as an

exampledoesn'thave the samekind of impact here in Canada.
What's important is for them to make that decisionbasedon the
informationthat our securityagenciesareproviding them.

Onething I would notewith regardto the protocol is that when
they decideto makethat public, they will be advisingthe CEO of
ElectionsCanada,aswell astheleadersof thepolitical parties.Also,
asI mentionedearlier,thefact thatboththeleadersanda numberof
theirseniorcampaignadviserswill begivensecurityclearances,they
will be in regularcontactwith our securityagenciesto give theman
updateof what'sgoingonduringandin thelead-upto thecampaign.
● (1220)

Mrs. StephanieKusie:I appreciatethis. I feel as thoughwe're
just getting informationwe receivedpreviously.I wish therewere
more specificsand more information. Will the panel meet on a
consistentbasisor only on the occasionof an incident?

Hon. Karina Gould:The panelwill receiveregularbriefings.

Mrs. StephanieKusie:Will theybemeetingregularlyto evaluate
the briefings?

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

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

Will political partiesbe notified if thepanelis convening?

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

Mrs. StephanieKusie:Which individualswill decidewhetheror
not to bring critical threatsto the attentionof the panel?

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

Mrs. StephanieKusie:If thepartiesdisagreewith thedecisionto
bring an incident to the panel, is there a meansto appeal the
decision?

Hon. Karina Gould:For the integrity of theprocess,the parties
will not be informedof whetheran incidentis broughtto thepanel.

Mrs. StephanieKusie:As I said,we wouldappreciatea lot more
information in regard to the criteria. We know that in other
jurisdictions,adversarieshaveusedsocialmediato manipulatethe
public,andto createandpolarizepolitical andsocialissues.Similar
to my questionbefore,whatconcreteinitiativeshaveyou employed
to ensurethatthis typeof influencedoesnot happenherein Canada
leadingup to the 2019election?

Hon. Karina Gould: Within Bill C-76, as was noted, social
media platforms have been banned from knowingly accepting
foreignfundingfor political advertisements.Theyarealsorequired,
if they do receivepolitical advertisementsduring 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 socialmediaplatformsweremanipulated.
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In terms of other conversationswe've beenhaving with social
mediaplatforms,I havediscussedwith themthe ideaof a “Canada
too” conceptfor activitiesthey'vebeenwilling to undertakein other
jurisdictionsto safeguardthoseelections—thatthey do that herein
Canadaaswell, and that they label bot activity on their platforms.
Canadiansshouldknow if they'reinteractingwith a personor with a
bot whenthey'reinteractingonline.They shouldbe monitoringfor
authenticbehaviour as well. I do know that the platforms are
monitoringthis space,andthat theyareactivelyremovingaccounts
they find to be problematic.We would just like more clarity and
more transparencyin thoseactivities,so that Canadianscan have
greaterconfidencein the activity they'reseeingonline.

The Chair: Thankyou very much,Minister.We appreciatethat,
andI'm surewe'll seeyou again.

We have17 minutesleft. We havejust a couplethings for the
whip, asI said,beforethe break.

Scott,oneof the thingswe askedaboutis the time we meetwith
theAustralians—Monday,Tuesdayor Wednesday.Which timewere
you saying?

Mr. Scott Simms: I originally said 7 p.m. However, after
receivinga waveof apprehensionandhate—maybethat'sa strong
word—sixo'clock is fine.

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

Mr. Scott Reid: We're not sure which Monday, Tuesdayor
Wednesdayit would be.

The Chair: It would be the first or secondweekback.
Mr. ScottReid:To statetheobviousproblemwith someof these

days,wecouldberunninginto votesat thattime,whichcouldthrow
things off. This is relevantto Scott. The problem with trying to
schedulesomethingfor 6 p.m.onaTuesdayor Wednesdayis thatit's
right in the middleof whenvotesarelikely to be.We standa very
goodchanceof standingupour Australians,afterthey'vegoneto the
troubleof arrangingto be therefor us. Notwithstandingthosewho
expressedhatredandloathingtowardsyouatanearlierpoint in time,
I amconcernedthatby choosingsix insteadof seven,whenvotesare
typicallyover,wecouldcreateasituationwherethey'recoolingtheir
heelsfor an hour.That is, I think, a meaningfulconsideration.
● (1225)

Mr. ScottSimms:Would you like to hold themeetingat seven?
Mr. ScottReid:Sevenwould be my own preference.
Mr. ScottSimms:That'sseveno'clock and 8:30 in Newfound-

land?
TheChair: Wewill meetat seveno'clockon theearliestTuesday

possiblethat the Australiansareavailable.Is thatokay?
Mrs. StephanieKusie:Chair, beforewe adjournto go to vote,

could we perhapsvote on the motion I put forward,please?
Mr. DaviddeBurghGraham:I havea questionon that.Do we

havepropernoticeof that?I haveanoticeof motionfrom Ms.Kusie,
but it's not thatmotion.

TheChair: Wait asecond.There'ssomethingelseI wantto finish
first.

On the debatescommissionestimates,I know you had the
witnessesyou wanted.Canyou just saythat?

Mrs. StephanieKusie:We'ddo onehour for eachof them.
The Chair: The Conservativesareproposingonehour with the

debatescommissioner,and one hour with the minister, on the
debatescommission'smainestimates.

Mr. ScottSimms:Thatsoundsgoodto me.
The Chair: Doeseveryoneagree?
Mr. ScottReid:We agree.They'reseparatehours.
The Chair: Yes.
Mr. David de BurghGraham: Is it concurrentor 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:I do,asamatterof fact.I will returnthemto you.
TheChair: Oneof theothercommittees,yesterday,if youwerein

the House,actuallymadea report—itwason foreignpolicy in the
Arctic—in four aboriginallanguages.They madea mistakein not
sayingwhich onesin thereport,but I proposeto our committeethat
we actually get the report that we did on aboriginal languages
translatedinto....

They pickedthe languageshereby picking the languagesof the
witnesses.Any witnesseswho were aboriginal or who spokean
aboriginallanguage,they pickedthoselanguages.

I mightsuggestthatweminimallydo thatandmaybeusethethree
languagesmostpopularlyusedin Canada,whichwouldbeInuktitut,
CreeandOjibwa. Mr. Reid,do you haveany thoughtson that?

Mr. DavidChristopherson:Thatsoundsgood.We'regettingour
reporttranslated.

Mr. ScottReid: I waschattingaboutthepoint of order,andasa
result,I didn'thearwhatyouhadto say.If it's thesamethingthatyou
saidto me earlier,that'sa goodthought.

Mr. David de Burgh Graham: The only question I have
procedurallyis if it mattersthat it's alreadybeentabledandadopted
by theHouse.

Mr. ScottReid: I will raiseoneconcern,Mr. Chair.

Thisreport,if I'm notmistaken,dealtwith thenorth.Am I correct?
The indigenous languagesthat were chosenare effectively the
languagesof—

The Chair:—of the witnesses.
Mr. ScottReid: That'sright. The issuewe haveis in choosing

which indigenouslanguagesto useandwhich not to use.I haveno
ideahow to resolvethat.

TheChair: I justmadeaproposalon thatwhile youweretalking.
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I said that, first of all, we useany of the aboriginal languages
spokenby the witnessesbefore us, plus perhapsthe three most
prevalentonesin Canada:Inuktitut,CreeandOjibwa.Someof them
arecoveredby witnessesanyway.

Mr. ScottReid:I haveno objectionto this.Doesanybodyelse...?
Mr. ScottSimms:I would like to hearMr. Cullen'sthoughtson

this, if that'sall right.
Mr. Nathan Cullen: All thoselanguagesstop at the Rockies,

which would be onething.

I very much echothe sentimentsof the witnessesabouthaving
their languagesput down properly, but the committeearbitrarily
pickingthreejustby volumeof speakers,I understandthelogic but it
doesfeel a bit arbitrary,especiallywith somethingas sensitiveas
howsomethingis goingto beexpressed.As goodareportasthis is, I
would maybegive the committeesometime to contemplateand
maybeevenconsultwith indigenouslanguagespeakersasto how to
go aboutit.

TheChair: Wouldthecommitteebein agreementwith translating
it into the languagesof the witnesseswho wereproposedto us on
this study?

Somehon.members:Agreed.

TheChair: We'll leaveit up to you to find themoney,Mr. Clerk.
Mr. DavidChristopherson:Chair,I know you'reaboutto go to

anothernotice of motion and engagein a debate.I'd just like the
opportunityto formally submita noticeof motion,not to bedebated
today,but alsoto underscorethatI'm just thevehiclefor this.This is
thework of a numberof respectedveteranparliamentarianswho are
looking for changes.Mr. Reid is amongthem.Hopefully we'll be
ableto give themanopportunityto havetheir thoughtsaired.That's
what this is about.

For now, it's just a technicality.It's in both languagesandit won't
comeup againuntil the next meeting.

Thankyou, Chair.
● (1230)

The Chair: Thankyou.
Mr. ScottReid:Mr. Chair,strictly speaking,pointsof ordertake

priority, so I guessI'd be able to have priority over Ms. Kusie's
motion,but that is 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—thatwe would dealwith thepoint of orderafter
we return. Given the amount of time we're going to have left,
however,mayI suggestthatwe all know what thepoint of orderis
about.Thesectionhasbeenmentioned,soI suggestthatwe leaveit
andreturnto it at our nextmeeting,which would beafterthebreak.
That would give people a chanceto look over the procedural
questionsandwe'll havea moreinformeddebate.We won't all have
to comebackwith five minutesremaining.

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

Mr. ScottReid:Yes, that'sright.

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

Mr. David de BurghGraham: I raisea point of orderon that,
which is thatwe hada noticeof motion for Ms. Kusieon a motion
on that topic but not on that motion. I've neverseenthat motion
before.Therefore,it would beprocedurallyinvalid at this point, but
it could be broughtin asa notice.

The Chair: Clerk, you canusethe microphone.
The Clerk: The committee'sroutinemotion allows membersto

movemotionswhenthey'rerelevantto the subjectbeingstudied.
Mrs. StephanieKusie:Okay, that'swhat I wasgoing to say.

Pardonme.Continue,Clerk.
[Translation]

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

The Chair: Is the motion translatedinto French?

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

Mrs. StephanieKusie:I canintroduceit in Frenchif you wish.
[English]

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

We'll just readit again,andthenyou'll get it in French.Okay?
[Translation]

Ms. Linda Lapointe:I wantedto haveit in writing.

Do you haveit in writing in French?
[English]

Mr. DaviddeBurghGraham:Might I suggestthatwe startour
next meetingon this topic?

The Chair: Our next meetingis on the estimates.
Mrs. StephanieKusie:I would preferthat it be resolvedtoday.
The Chair: Okay,we canvote.Shecando a verbalmotion,and

we canvote on it.

Justsayit again.
Mrs. StephanieKusie:Okay.

Themotion reads:
That,pursuantto StandingOrder108(3)(a)(vi),theCommitteecontinuethestudy
of Securityand IntelligenceThreatsto Elections;that the study consistof five
meetings;andthat the findings be reportedto the House.

The Chair: Is the committeereadyto vote?

Mr. Graham.
Mr. DaviddeBurghGraham:If we'renotgoingto takethetime

to havea properdiscussion,I'm going to haveto vote againstit at
this time.

It's up to you. If you want to 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 suggestionof opennessto the idea

andtheconceptof studyingthis,but it's just a matterof theprocess
being used.Theremight simply be a needto havea conversation
betweenpartiesor within parties,but thereis a seriousopennessto
consideringit. I think thetopic is excellent.Clearlythis is something
thatwe shouldall be—

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

Mr. NathanCullen:I understand,sothetimepressuremightbea
factor.

I wonder,my Conservativecolleague,if this is somethingthat
we'reinterestedin doing, if standingit for a moment,but with an
indicationanda commitmentto seriouslyconsiderit andevenlook
atmaybemakingthishappenprior to Parliamentrisingwouldbe....I
justdon'twantto throwthebabyoutwith thebathwater,astheysay.

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

Mrs. StephanieKusie: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
meetings,andwe'll do thesetwo motions.

Mr. ScottReid:Mr. Chair,beforeweadjourn,I dohaveoneother
thing to say.

Regardingthe practice of keeping the committeegoing with
unanimousconsent,the consentwasgiven for onepurposeandwe
havemorphedinto severalpurposes.Nobody did anythingwrong,
but I think we agreedto extendit for thepurposeof listeningto the
minister'stestimony,andseveralotheritemscameup.

As apracticalmatter,I think weshouldbepreparedto discussthat
whenwereturnto my pointof order,becauseI think this is relatedto
thatpoint of order.

The Chair: Is that partof your point of order?

Mr. ScottReid:Well, it will be oneof the thingsthatwe should
all be preparedto discussat that time.

Thankyou.

The Chair: Okay.

Themeetingis adjourned.
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