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● (1105)

[English]

The Clerk of the Committee (Ms. Erica Pereira): Honourable
members of the committee, I see a quorum. I must inform members
that the clerk of the committee can only receive motions for the
election of the chair. The clerk cannot receive other types of motions,
entertain points of order, or participate in debate.

[Translation]

We can now proceed to the election of the chair. Pursuant to
Standing Order 106(2), the chair must be a member of the
government party.

[English]

I'm ready to receive motions for the chair.

Ms. Yasmin Ratansi (Don Valley East, Lib.): I nominate Borys
Wrznesnewskyj as chair of the committee.

The Clerk: It has been moved by Madam Ratansi that Borys
Wrzesnewskyj be elected as chair of the committee. Are there any
further nominations?

Mr. David Tilson (Dufferin—Caledon, CPC): I move that
nominations be closed.

The Clerk: Is it the pleasure of the committee to adopt the
motion?

(Motion agreed to)

The Clerk: I declare the motion carried and Mr. Borys
Wrzesnewskyj duly elected chair of the committee.

The Chair (Mr. Borys Wrzesnewskyj (Etobicoke Centre,
Lib.)): Well, they say timing is everything in life.

We'll proceed with the election of the vice-chairs. Are there any
nominations for the positions of vice-chair?

Hon. Michelle Rempel (Calgary Nose Hill, CPC): Mr. Chair, I
nominate David Tilson as vice-chair.

The Chair: Thank you.

Is there a seconder for the nomination?

Ms. Yasmin Ratansi: You don't need one.

The Chair: Okay. Are there any other nominations?

Seeing none, nominations are closed, and I congratulate Mr.
Tilson.

I look forward to working together. Are there any nominations for
the second vice-chair?

Hon. Michelle Rempel: Mr. Chair, I nominate Jenny Kwan.

The Chair: Are there any other nominations?

Seeing no other nominations, I congratulate Ms. Kwan on her
election.

We will move now to routine motions. The first motion is for the
services of the analysts from the Library of Parliament. It reads:

That the Committee retain, as needed and at the discretion of the Chair, the
services of one or more analysts from the Library of Parliament to assist it in its
work.

Ms. Yasmin Ratansi: I so move.

The Chair: Thank you.

Is there a seconder to the motion?

Mr. David Tilson: I don't think you need any.

The Chair: That's not required. Thank you for that clarification.

Is there any discussion?

The motion is carried.

Mr. David Tilson: On division.

The Chair: Thank you.

(Motion agreed to)

The Chair: The next routine motion is for a subcommittee on
agenda and procedure.

Ms. Yasmin Ratansi: I move:

That the Subcommittee on Agenda and Procedure be established and be
composed of five (5) members including the Chair, the two (2) vice-chairs and
two (2) members of the government; and

That the quorum of the Subcommittee consist of three (3) members and each
member of the Subcommittee be permitted to have one assistant attend any
meeting of the Subcommittee. In addition, each party be permitted to have one
staff member from a House officer attend any meeting.

The Chair: Is there any discussion? Is the motion agreed to?

Mr. David Tilson: On division.

The Chair: Thank you.

(Motion agreed to on division)

The Chair: The next routine motion is on reduced quorum.

Mr. Marwan Tabbara (Kitchener South—Hespeler, Lib.): I
move:

That the Chair be authorized to hold meetings to receive evidence and to have that
evidence published when a quorum is not present, provided that at least three (3)
members are present, including one member of the opposition and one member of
the government
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The Chair: Are we agreed?

Mr. David Tilson: On division.

The Chair: Thank you.

(Motion agreed to on division)

The Chair: The next routine motion is on statements by witnesses
and their questioning. It is that the witnesses from any one
organization shall be allowed 10 minutes to make their opening
statements.

I believe everyone has a copy, so you can take a look at the
rotation by time. Is it necessary to read through it?

Mr. David Tilson: No, it's not, Mr. Chair.

The Chair: Thank you.

Mrs. Salma Zahid (Scarborough Centre, Lib.): I so move.

The Chair: Thank you.

Mr. David Tilson: That is on division.

The Chair: Thank you.

Mr. David Tilson: We're not there yet.

The Chair: The next motion, on distribution of documents, states
that only the clerk of the committee be authorized to distribute to the
members of the committee any documents, including—

Mr. David Tilson: Excuse me. We just voted on statements by
witnesses.

The Chair: That's correct.

Mr. David Tilson: Then we're now onto the sequence for the
questions to witnesses.

The Chair: That rotation was part of the same motion.

Mr. David Tilson: Oh, I'm sorry. Then we do wish to discuss that
motion. I thought that was a separate heading. I apologize. Mr.
Chairman, that's the only one on which we're raising discussion,
quite frankly, and I ask that you bring that one back.

● (1110)

Ms. Yasmin Ratansi: Sure. Agreed.

The Chair: Thank you.

Mr. David Tilson: That was my mistake, Mr. Chairman. I'm
sorry.

The Chair: That's not a problem.

We're all a little rushed because of the weather this morning.

Mr. David Tilson: Yes.

I assume there's a motion by someone to....

The Chair: I believe it was by Ms. Zahid.

Mr. David Tilson: Perhaps you should read out the motion, then.

The Chair: Okay. It reads as follows:

That the witnesses from any one organization shall be allowed ten (10) minutes to
make their opening statement; and,

That the order of questions for the first round be as follows: Conservative, six (6)
minutes, Liberal, six (6) minutes, New Democratic Party, six (6) minutes, Liberal,
six (6) minutes; and,

That the order of questions for the second round be as follows: Liberal, six (6)
minutes, Conservative, six (6) minutes, Liberal, six (6) minutes, Conservative,
five (5) minutes, New Democratic Party, three (3) minutes.

Mr. David Tilson: Mr. Chairman, could we make an amendment
to that motion on the rotation by time?

The amendment would be, for round one, that the Liberals would
have seven minutes, the Conservative Party seven minutes, the New
Democratic Party seven minutes, and the Liberal Party seven
minutes.

For round two, the Conservative Party would have five minutes,
the Liberal Party five minutes, the Conservative Party five minutes,
the Liberal Party five minutes, and the New Democratic Party three
minutes.

The Chair: Is there any further discussion on this?

Mr. David Tilson: We believe that's a fair procedure. It's closer to
what this committee has had in the past. In the past, for round one
the governing party had seven minutes, the official opposition had
seven minutes, the New Democratic Party had five minutes, and the
governing party had seven minutes. We believe this is fairer than the
six minutes that's being suggested in the motion, as well as for the
second round. Of course, at the end, if by chance we finished round
one and round two, it would revert to the first round.

The Chair: The motion is for a total of 50 minutes. Your
amendment would increase that to 51 minutes for the first two
rounds. Would anyone like...?

Ms. Yasmin Ratansi: They're both 50 minutes, right? You're not
changing the total time.

The Chair: Yes, there is a change in total time. That's what I'm
pointing out. The net effect would be the Conservatives would gain
one minute.

Ms. Yasmin Ratansi: Oh, okay.

The Chair: Ms. Kwan.

Ms. Jenny Kwan (Vancouver East, NDP): Thank you very
much, Mr. Chair.

I'd like to speak in support of the amendment. I know that it does
add one extra minute to our total allotted time, but given the
significance and magnitude of this file, I think if we can spare that
one extra minute, it's certainly worth our while to do so.

I also appreciate allowing the NDP, me, to have an extra minute in
that regard.

Again, this is a significant file. I think the Prime Minister has
made it very clear that he wants Parliament to function in a
cooperative, collaborative fashion. Whenever we can, we can offer
suggestions on how we can tackle the challenges ahead. I hope the
committee members will support the amendment so that we can have
a good start and get to work on this important portfolio.

Thanks very much.

The Chair: Thank you, Ms. Kwan.

Would anyone else like to comment?

2 CIMM-01 February 16, 2016



● (1115)

Mr. David Tilson: Mr. Chairman, perhaps I could just add this.
As I understand it, PROC has discussed the format of these routine
motions, and this proposal that I've put forward in an amendment has
been agreed upon for most of the committees, if not all, and it has
been agreed to by all three parties at PROC.

That's the basis of the amendment. It's to build a standard format
for all of the committees.

The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Tilson.

Mr. Marwan Tabbara: I think we're in agreement with my
colleagues here that we will agree with the NDP's suggestions.

The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Tabbara.

Is there unanimous consent on this? It appears so.

(Amendment agreed to)

(Motion as amended agreed to)

Mr. David Tilson: Thanks, Mr. Chairman, for allowing us to hear
that again.

The Chair: We'll move on.

The next routine motion is distribution of documents.
That only the Clerk of the Committee be authorized to distribute to the members
of the Committee any documents, including motions, and that all documents
which have to be distributed amongst Committee members must be in both
official languages. The Clerk shall advise all witnesses appearing before the
Committee of this requirement.

Ms. Rempel.

Hon. Michelle Rempel: So moved.

The Chair: On division?

Mr. David Tilson: Agreed.

(Motion agreed to on division)

The Chair: Thank you.

The next one is on working meals. It reads:
That the Committee hereby authorize the Clerk of the Committee, in consultation
with the Chair, to make the necessary arrangements to provide for working meals
as may be required and that the cost of those meals be charged to the Committee
budget.

(Motion agreed to)

The Chair: Next is witnesses' expenses. The motion reads:
That, if requested, reasonable travel, accommodation and living expenses be
reimbursed to witnesses, not exceeding two (2) representatives per organization;
and that, in exceptional circumstances, payment for more representatives be made
at the discretion of the Chair.

Mrs. Salma Zahid: So moved.

The Chair: Thank you. Discussion?

(Motion agreed to)

The Chair: The next one is staff at in camera meetings. It reads:
That, unless otherwise ordered, each Committee member be allowed to be
accompanied by one staff person at an in camera meeting and in addition to that,
one person from either the Whip's office, the House Leader's office, or the
research bureau of each party.

Ms. Jenny Kwan: I so move.

The Chair: Thank you. Is there any discussion?

(Motion agreed to)

The Chair: The next is on in camera meeting transcripts. It reads:

That one copy of the transcript of each in camera meeting be kept in the office of
the Clerk of the Committee for consultation by members of the Committee or the
member's staff person present at the meeting.

Mrs. Salma Zahid: So moved.

The Chair: Thank you.

(Motion agreed to)

The Chair: The next one is on notice of motion. It reads:

That 48 hours’ notice be required for any substantive motion to be considered by
the Committee, unless the substantive motion relates directly to business then
under consideration; and that the notice of motion be filed with the Clerk of the
Committee and distributed to members in both official languages. Completed
translated motions that are received by 4 p.m. shall be distributed to members the
same day.

Ms. Jenny Kwan: I so move.

The Chair: Thank you.

(Motion agreed to)

The Chair: Thank you for the routine motions.

I thought perhaps we might take this opportunity to have a general
conversation/discussion about some of the items we might be
looking at as we move forward.

I know that certain committees at times have invited the minister
to appear before the committee to set out what the government's
agenda might be and what their priorities may be. It's at the
discretion of the committee to issue an invitation to the minister, but
I put that out.

Mrs. Salma Zahid: Agreed.

Mr. David Tilson: Agreed to what?

The Chair: We don't have a motion on the table. I'm just putting
this out to the committee: should we consider perhaps moving to
issue an invitation to the minister to appear before the committee?

● (1120)

Hon. Michelle Rempel: Mr. Chair, I believe it probably would be
best to have a committee meeting to discuss business with the full
committee, at your earliest call.

The Chair: Mr. Chen.

Mr. Shaun Chen (Scarborough North, Lib.): Mr. Chair, I think
it's very important for us to know what the government's plan is and
to know the commitments of the minister moving forward. I would
be pleased to move a motion to invite the minister to the next
meeting of the committee.

The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Chen.

Go ahead, Mr. Tilson.
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Mr. David Tilson: Mr. Chairman, normally the committee is the
master of its own house. We don't do the bidding of the minister. We
don't ask the minister to put forward issues. We decide ourselves.
When bills come forward, obviously there are obligations that we
study those bills and make our reports to the House, but if no bills
come forward, either government or private bills, we raise issues and
topics ourselves.

I just find it kind of strange, sir, that we would ask the minister to
come forward and tell our committee what we're going to study. I
hope that's not what you're suggesting. It's normally the case with all
committees that we're independent of the government. We're
independent. We make our own decisions on what we're going to
study. The minister may come, obviously, when the topic of
estimates or supplementary estimates comes forward. The minister
and the staff normally come and make presentations to the
committee. We make our comments. We vote on those supplemen-
tary estimates and estimates.

When studies were made in the committees that I have sat on,
we'd normally invite the minister and the staff to come forward and
give us comments on those particular areas of study. The same
process goes with bills.

I say this through you, Mr. Chairman, to the mover of the motion,
that it's most unusual, in asking the minister to come, to imply that
the minister would make suggestions on what this committee will
study. We decide, not the minister, what we'll study.

I would ask that the member reconsider that position. If the
government members have some topics they wish to bring forward,
we could do that perhaps at the next meeting, which would be
Thursday. I would think it would be more appropriate that we come
and debate what we will be doing then.

Since there are no bills at this stage, and there won't be for a while,
because both government bills and private bills have to go through
second reading, we will be making a study of a particular area. There
are all kinds of issues. This is a very difficult portfolio, and there are
all kinds of issues that we could study.

If we're not prepared this morning to discuss what topics we'll deal
with, I would suggest that in fact we do that on Thursday.

The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Tilson.

Ms. Kwan is next.

Ms. Jenny Kwan: Thank you very much, Mr. Chair.

I'm going to support the motion. I think it would be valuable for
the committee to have the minister present and to make a
presentation to the committee, and of course the committee members
would be able to ask him questions. It should be made clear to him
that this is not the only time we would like him to appear before the
committee, and we can adjust the amendment accordingly. I wouldn't
want the minister to think that this is the only time he will be able to
find time in his very busy schedule to come before the committee.

Subsequent to that, as the committee gets under way with the
work we will have planned, I assume some of that work will go
before the minister, but we can request his attendance at this
meeting. If he is unable to accommodate us, I think it would be very

unfortunate. Then I fear the work of the committee would be
severely limited in that regard.

We could ensure in that communication to the minister—and
perhaps this is a friendly amendment to the motion—that we clearly
outline that this is the opening opportunity for the minister to offer
his comments, but that it not be considered the only time when it
would be important for the minister to appear before this committee.
I think it's very important that we state that clearly as well.

● (1125)

The Chair: Mr. Chen.

Mr. Shaun Chen: Can we take friendly amendments? I'm happy
to to do that, but could you repeat it for me?

The Chair: I request that we have the motion clarified and read
back along with the friendly amendment. Thank you.

The Clerk: The motion reads as follows:

That the Minister of Immigration, Refugees and Citizenship be invited to appear
before the committee at the next meeting.

Mr. Shaun Chen: Can I speak to the motion?

The Chair: Ms. Rempel was next on the speakers' list.

Hon. Michelle Rempel: Thank you.

I suggest that we could clarify the content of the motion to be the
mandate letter that he was given by the Prime Minister for the file,
which I think is the intent of what my colleague is putting forward. I
support my colleague's component with regard to future invitations,
and I'd also wonder if the government would support inviting
department officials to attend with the minister.

The Chair: Ms. Kwan.

Ms. Jenny Kwan: Thank you very much. I'm just processing the
wording of the friendly amendment, and I thank the clerk's office
very much in producing that in quick order here, but maybe I didn't
make myself as clear as I could have.

Just to clarify, I think it is important to note the distinction
between “as required” and “the committee's desire”. It certainly is
my view, and I won't speak for the rest of the committee members,
that I desire the minister to reappear before this committee, and not
“as required”.

I know that we would need the minister to reappear before this
committee once we have our work schedule organized. Could we
amend the motion to reflect that, rather than saying “as required”?
“As required” is very loose terminology, if you will, and I meant it to
be a little more of a directive and to say that it is the committee's
desire for the minister to reappear once we have our work schedule
organized.

The Chair: I can see the clerk busily making notes.

● (1130)

Ms. Jenny Kwan: I'm sorry at this lack of clarity on my first
round.

The Chair: We'll take a moment and allow the clerk to get the
wording down.

Ms. Jenny Kwan: Thanks very much.

The Chair: The motion reads as follows:
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That the Minister of Immigration, Refugees and Citizenship and Departmental
Officials be invited to the next meeting or at his earliest convenience in order to
discuss the ministerial mandate letter; and that the Minister and officials be invited
back at the Committee's request.

Mr. Tilson.

Mr. David Tilson: I have a question, Mr. Chairman, for Mr.
Virani.

Is the minister available on Thursday?

Mr. Arif Virani (Parkdale—High Park, Lib.): I am not aware of
whether he is available on Thursday. He's currently out of the
country, but I'm not sure if he'll be back on Thursday.

The Chair: Just for clarification, it does say at the “earliest
convenience”.

Mr. David Tilson: That could be two months from now.

To Mr. Virani, I understand if he's not available on Thursday, but
“his earliest convenience” could mean anything. It could mean—

The Chair: I think the word “earliest” clarifies that.

Mr. David Tilson: Really? We'll hold you to that, Mr. Chairman.

The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Tilson.

We have the motion before us. Do we have unanimous consent?

Mr. Shaun Chen: Mr. Chair, I wanted to speak to it.

I absolutely support the motion as amended. I think it's very
important for us to hear from the minister. It will help us determine
and set an agenda moving forward. By no means does it mean we are
using what the minister is saying as our agenda. I absolutely agree

with Ms. Rempel that this is an opportunity for us to examine the
issues that the minister can bring forward through the mandate letter.

I believe the wording is good, because it allows us to work with
the minister to find a time that's convenient, and hopefully as soon as
possible. Obviously, the parliamentary secretary is not his scheduling
assistant and would not know the minister's schedule.

I look forward to this conversation, and I hope that the committee
supports it.

The Chair: Thank you.

If there are no further comments, it appears we have unanimous
consent.

(Motion as amended agreed to)

The Chair: Thank you.

Is there anything else on the agenda for today?

Perhaps the two vice-chairs could stay behind after the meeting
and we could discuss a convenient time for the subcommittee to have
its first meeting.

If there is no other business, someone could move to close the
meeting.

Mr. Shaun Chen: I so move.

The Chair: Mr. Chen, thank you. It's unanimous.

The meeting is adjourned.

February 16, 2016 CIMM-01 5







Published under the authority of the Speaker of
the House of Commons

Publié en conformité de l’autorité
du Président de la Chambre des communes

SPEAKER’S PERMISSION PERMISSION DU PRÉSIDENT

Reproduction of the proceedings of the House of Commons
and its Committees, in whole or in part and in any medium, is
hereby permitted provided that the reproduction is accurate
and is not presented as official. This permission does not
extend to reproduction, distribution or use for commercial
purpose of financial gain. Reproduction or use outside this
permission or without authorization may be treated as
copyright infringement in accordance with the Copyright Act.
Authorization may be obtained on written application to the
Office of the Speaker of the House of Commons.

Il est permis de reproduire les délibérations de la Chambre et
de ses comités, en tout ou en partie, sur n’importe quel
support, pourvu que la reproduction soit exacte et qu’elle ne
soit pas présentée comme version officielle. Il n’est toutefois
pas permis de reproduire, de distribuer ou d’utiliser les
délibérations à des fins commerciales visant la réalisation d'un
profit financier. Toute reproduction ou utilisation non permise
ou non formellement autorisée peut être considérée comme
une violation du droit d’auteur aux termes de la Loi sur le
droit d’auteur. Une autorisation formelle peut être obtenue sur
présentation d’une demande écrite au Bureau du Président de
la Chambre.

Reproduction in accordance with this permission does not
constitute publication under the authority of the House of
Commons. The absolute privilege that applies to the
proceedings of the House of Commons does not extend to
these permitted reproductions. Where a reproduction includes
briefs to a Committee of the House of Commons, authoriza-
tion for reproduction may be required from the authors in
accordance with the Copyright Act.

La reproduction conforme à la présente permission ne
constitue pas une publication sous l’autorité de la Chambre.
Le privilège absolu qui s’applique aux délibérations de la
Chambre ne s’étend pas aux reproductions permises. Lors-
qu’une reproduction comprend des mémoires présentés à un
comité de la Chambre, il peut être nécessaire d’obtenir de
leurs auteurs l’autorisation de les reproduire, conformément à
la Loi sur le droit d’auteur.

Nothing in this permission abrogates or derogates from the
privileges, powers, immunities and rights of the House of
Commons and its Committees. For greater certainty, this
permission does not affect the prohibition against impeaching
or questioning the proceedings of the House of Commons in
courts or otherwise. The House of Commons retains the right
and privilege to find users in contempt of Parliament if a
reproduction or use is not in accordance with this permission.

La présente permission ne porte pas atteinte aux privilèges,
pouvoirs, immunités et droits de la Chambre et de ses comités.
Il est entendu que cette permission ne touche pas l’interdiction
de contester ou de mettre en cause les délibérations de la
Chambre devant les tribunaux ou autrement. La Chambre
conserve le droit et le privilège de déclarer l’utilisateur
coupable d’outrage au Parlement lorsque la reproduction ou
l’utilisation n’est pas conforme à la présente permission.

Also available on the Parliament of Canada Web Site at the
following address: http://www.parl.gc.ca

Aussi disponible sur le site Web du Parlement du Canada à
l’adresse suivante : http://www.parl.gc.ca


