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Extracts from Emergencies Act debate in House of Commons (Charlie Angus, Timmins-
James Bay, NDP, followed by Questions & Comments; Matthew Green, Hamilton 
Centre, NDP, followed by Questions & Comments) 

Mr. Charlie Angus (Timmins—James Bay, NDP):   
    Mr. Speaker, I will be sharing my time with the member for Hamilton Centre. 
    I am always proud to stand in the House. I am certainly not proud of where we are today as a 
nation, but I am proud to be here, because when we are facing a crisis of this nature, it is 
incumbent upon all of us to step up and address it so people can live in safety and the rule of law 
in maintained. 
    How did we get here? Canada, with its traditional social solidarity, had among the lowest 
COVID deaths in the world, but when omicron hit us, and it hit us like a baseball bat, I think it 
threw us all. It caused us all a lot of psychological damage, yet in our region, I saw people lining 
up for boosters and vaccines. I saw volunteers and incredible social solidarity.  
    How did it fall apart so quickly? We are at a time when restaurants are reopening, when 
children are back in school, and when my dear mother and daughter can plan to go off to some 
warm climate, which is something I have never done as I am not a warm-climate guy, but they 
could because our country is opening back up again. We are coming through one of the hardest 
moments of this pandemic because of our social solidarity, yet we have seen a total fracturing. 
    As a New Democrat, I am willing to agree to measures to make this city safe, but New 
Democrats want a full public inquiry. We want an inquiry into the failure of the Ottawa police, 
the police board and the actions of the mayor to keep people safe, because we should never have 
been put in this situation. We need an inquiry to understand how it was that the Ambassador 
Bridge, a vital link to our nation, could be shut because people believe vaccine conspiracy 
theories. We also need an inquiry to look at the damage that was done to our economy. If we talk 
anyone in the auto sector, they will tell us that this damage will be long term. There needs to be 
inquiry.  
    Just prior to this situation, I met with six people from the Attawapiskat first nation who came 
to give a peace message to the government. Security was on them in a second, yet these guys out 
front were able to set up their bouncy castles and block all the major intersections, and there was 
no effort to stop them. That is why we need an inquiry. We need answers, and Canadians need 
answers. 
    In January, Canada's Integrated Terrorism Assessment Centre said that there were “likely” 
extremists involved and that there was a “trigger point and opportunity for potential lone actor 
attackers to conduct a terrorism attack” out of this convey, which is not say that the people who 
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were standing on the bridges were part of that. However, Canada's Integrated Terrorism 
Assessment Centre recognized a danger of lone actors, so how was it that the people who came 
in with the trucks were invited right up onto Parliament Hill and allowed to park? Was that a 
security failure or was that collusion? I can tell members that there are trucks and other vehicles 
out there that just showed up for a protest and never thought they would ever get down here, yet 
they were put in a place outside of the Prime Minister's office. That needs to be assessed.  
    We know that the U.S. Congress is demanding Facebook to now explain the mass rise of fake 
overseas accounts that were promoting the convoy and Russian disinformation. We will never 
hear about that from the Conservatives. How is it that we can fail in our country on basic issues 
of security? We need to assess these things, and this is why we need an inquiry. People need to 
know whether this response was an overreach or not. We need to know how it was possible that 
so much money, foreign money, was being funnelled through a right-wing account that was used 
in the January 6 attack. 
    Any day of the week, I will say as a Canadian that I will stand up and make sure that dark 
money does not come into our country, and we need a law in place to make sure that accounts in 
the Cayman Islands are not directing political activities in the nation. That is not being partisan. 
That is our duty as politicians.  

  (0910)   

    I know some Conservatives find that very upsetting, but there is enough blame to go around. I 
blame the Prime Minister and his failure to stand up to give us a vision when we needed a vision. 
I blame Doug Ford, who was off snowmobiling and kept missing key security briefings. There is 
a lot of blame to go around, but I certainly blame the Conservatives, who seem to think there is a 
political advantage to promoting extremists. They are telling the Prime Minister of our country to 
meet with the leadership, a leadership that came to this capital with an MOU calling for the 
overthrow of a democratically elected government. How is it possible that we are at a point 
where it considered okay to go out and meet with people who want to overthrow the 
government?  
    Who were those people, the people that the interim leader said we need to make this sustained 
and be a problem? Chris Barber, a vicious racist, likes truckers as long as they are white. He is 
one of those the interim leader said we were stigmatizing. Pat King singled me out for having the 
temerity to speak, as is my right, in the House. He is a man who talks about shooting the Prime 
Minister and shooting cops. Another one who the interim leader thought our Prime Minister 
should go out and meet is Tamara Lich, a woman dedicated to breaking up our country. 
    No, I will not negotiate with people like that. They belong in the crowbar hotel. We need the 
rule of law. What I have seen over the last three weeks has been shameful. We should never have 
needed these tools. These tools should have been used by the city of Ottawa to do ticketing. They 
should have been used in a proper manner, as the city of Quebec did, as the city of Toronto did, 
but we are in a situation now where this has been allowed to metastasize.  
    If the occupiers took over Thunder Bay or Red Deer, that would absolutely be local and 
provincial jurisdiction, but this is the nation's capital. We cannot be made to look like a failed 
state to the world, yet we cannot even manage to contain this. I talked earlier about my 
frustration with the failure of Ottawa police, but I look at the role the police have played over the 
last few days, and what we saw yesterday was policing at its best in this country. 
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    I know police officers who have come down from the north. I know friends from the Quebec 
side, from the Sûreté du Québec, who are here. This is a terrible situation. It is a national 
embarrassment that we are here, but we have to have an assurance that people can travel in this 
city. That buddy who has a big truck and has decided he is going to block a major intersection 
for three solid weeks has more rights than someone who works at Metropolitain, a restaurant that 
has been shut down, or the young women I know who was harassed and insulted. They say it is 
all peaceful. It is all peaceful for a white guy with an upside down Canadian flag on their back, 
but it is not for someone who is a resident of Centretown being harassed in the grocery store for 
wearing a mask, or being insulted and told to go back where they came from. I have seen this. 
     Again, I blame the Ottawa police for not doing their job when they were supposed to, and I 
blame the mayor. It is our responsibility as legislators to say enough is enough. I want that 
inquiry. I want to know why the committee has not been struck. I want answers. I want to know 
that these tools will never be used against legitimate protests. We have to have answers.  
    I hold the government to account for that. I hold the provincial government to account. As a 
legislator, I am ready to do my job to say the rule of law and the right of people to be safe in their 
own city has to be a sacrosanct responsibility for all of us. 

  (0915)   

[Translation] 

[Expand] 
Hon. Greg Fergus (Parliamentary Secretary to the Prime Minister and to the President of 
the Treasury Board, Lib.):   
    Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank my colleague from Ontario for his excellent speech. 
    I would like to ask him a fairly simple question. Is he, like me, prepared to conduct an inquiry 
to get to the bottom of this matter, understand what happened and why the situation was 
misjudged, and find ways to ensure that this never happens again? 

[English] 

[Expand] 
Mr. Charlie Angus:   
    Mr. Speaker, we need an inquiry, and it has to be an independent inquiry because what we 
have seen in this Parliament is the inability for members to step up and put the nation first, as 
opposed to local and partisan interests. That independent inquiry has to have the power to 
compel witness testimony, and we have never had any rules or connections at the civic level, but 
in Ottawa, yes, I want to hear about the failure of the City of Ottawa and what happened here. 
    I want to know about what the Americans are asking about, about foreign overseas accounts 
that were flooding Facebook in the lead up to this. We need to know where that came from. We 
need to know how the dark money was used. We also need to be able to assess the claims that 
the government has made so that we are ensuring that there was not overreach, that the people 
who are charged were legitimately charged. There has to be oversight. I welcome the Civil 
Liberties Association saying it is taking this to court. We need oversight. 

  (0920)   
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[Expand] 
Mr. Dan Albas (Central Okanagan—Similkameen—Nicola, CPC):   
    Mr. Speaker, while I disagree with much of what the member has to say, he is absolutely right. 
It is a national embarrassment, because we have seen newspapers across the world and 
journalists documenting what has gone on, which is really a failure. It is a local policing issue 
that has gone out of control. 
    What we are here to debate today is very simple. Does the House confirm the declaration 
made by the government regarding the Emergencies Act? I have concerns that the government 
has not justified it. In fact, this is supposed to be the nuclear option when a province is unable to 
carry out its duties. Policing is a provincial responsibility. 
    Will the member be voting for the government or will he be voting against it? 
[Expand] 
Mr. Charlie Angus:   
    Mr. Speaker, I thank my hon. colleague, but I think he mixed up his lead-up to the question 
and where he was going. 
    The issue of oversight is fundamental. Has the government justified this? A committee is 
supposed to be struck and I want that committee to be struck. However, we are now in the 
middle of a major police operation, which I think even the Conservatives recognize. Actually, I 
withdraw that comment because I know the Conservatives are pretending that this is Tiananmen 
Square. 
    What we have seen is that police are undertaking the rule of law with representation from all 
over our region— 
[Expand] 
The Deputy Speaker:   
    We have a point of order from the hon. member for Leeds—Grenville—Thousand Islands and 
Rideau Lakes. 
[Expand] 
Mr. Michael Barrett:   
    Mr. Speaker, knowing it is important that order is maintained in this place, perhaps you could 
invite the hon. member not to use inflammatory language and rhetoric that will create disorder, 
which he is attempting to do with a comparison between what is happening here and Tiananmen 
Square. 
[Expand] 
The Deputy Speaker:   
    I thank the member for that intervention. I think we should all try to work together on this and 
make sure that we do not inflame the situation more than we have to. 
    The hon. member for Timmins—James Bay. 
[Expand] 
Mr. Charlie Angus:   
    Mr. Speaker, I know I am deeply offending the member of the “boo hoo” generation over 
there for talking about their own Twitter feed, which is promoting that this is Tiananmen Square. 
What we are witnessing is a police action undertaken within the full sight of the media. We have 
the representation of police from across the region— 
    Some hon. members: Oh, oh! 
[Expand] 
The Deputy Speaker:   
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    Order. Let us go on to the next question. 
    Question and comments, the hon. member for Rimouski-Neigette—Témiscouata—Les 
Basques. 

[Translation] 

[Expand] 
Mr. Maxime Blanchette-Joncas (Rimouski-Neigette—Témiscouata—Les Basques, BQ):   
    Mr. Speaker, my take-away from my colleague from Timmins—James Bay's speech is that he 
supports the Emergencies Act because there is a national crisis. 
    Oddly enough, some former NDP MPs disagree. I would like to quote two former MPs, Svend 
Robinson and Erin Weir, whose statements appeared in an article published on February 18 in 
the National Post.  
     Svend Robinson stated that the NDP caucus in 1970 under Tommy Douglas took a 
courageous and principled stand against the War Measures Act, and that today's NDP under the 
member for Burnaby South betrays that legacy and supports Liberals on the Emergencies Act. 
He says that it is shameful and that a very dangerous precedent is being set. 
    Mr. Weir stated that it is disappointing to see the federal NDP today support the Emergencies 
Act when there really is not a national emergency as is settled in that legislation. 
    I would like my colleague to think about this. My question is as follows. The NDP said that it 
might stop supporting the Emergencies Act, but only on the basis of various emotional criteria 
that we are still in the dark about. 
    I would like my colleague to tell us what those criteria are. 
[Expand] 
Mr. Charlie Angus:   
    Mr. Speaker, I have two things to say. 
    First, I would like to thank the National Assembly of Quebec, which has offered its support to 
Ottawa residents by sending in the Sûreté du Québec and providing their expertise. I therefore 
thank Mr. Legault. 

[English] 

    The second point for my friend, who has not been here all that long, is that he missed a part. 
When Brian Mulroney's government brought in the Emergencies Act, the New Democrats said 
this: 
...we are pleased that the Minister has brought forward a proposal to replace the War Measures Act.... 
[We] do not want to reopen old wounds. Instead, I hope this Bill as amended will complete the healing process. 
    Yes, there is a difference between those acts. 

  (0925)   

[Expand] 
The Deputy Speaker:   
    We did get a little off base during questions and answers. We have to try to keep up with our 
time to make sure that all members have an opportunity to participate in the debate. 
    Resuming debate, the hon. member for Hamilton Centre. 
[Expand] 
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Mr. Matthew Green (Hamilton Centre, NDP):   
    Mr. Speaker, I share the sober concerns of my colleagues in the House who understand the 
grave implications of this critical moment in Canadian history. it is a moment of crisis for 
Canadian democracy. I believe in democracy. I will defend rights and have spent my entire life 
doing so. However, I want to ensure that our rights are defended by the rule of law, not by 
rhetoric or politics, and certainly not by decree of insurrectionist mob rule. 
    Having been present at the opening proceedings of this debate, I have listened intently to all 
parties. When I rose in the House for my member's statement, I noted the need for us to begin the 
important work of restoring faith in our institutions, and the need for greater transparency and 
accountability given what is before us in this debate on the declaration of the Emergencies Act 
and perhaps, more importantly, what is yet to come. What has been made abundantly clear to all 
Canadians is how fragile our democracy is and the work that will be required to fully restore it, 
regardless of the occupation's final outcome this week. 
    I should state that I still hope there will be continued non-violent de-escalations in the 
situation. I wish for no further escalations of violence. It may be too late, but those who have 
taken these streets should pack up and leave so we may return to the public health crisis at hand 
and continue to work in responding to the public health needs of Canadians suffering through 
COVID. 
    On top of that suffering, I want to acknowledge the disproportionate impact that this 
occupation has had on local residents and workers, including Parliament Hill staff and federal 
employees, who have been subjected to complete lawlessness during this 24-7 disruption of their 
lives. For three weeks, our nation and its capital have been seized by the threat of an ongoing and 
volatile occupation while the world looks on. I have heard directly from residents in Hamilton 
Centre a feeling of frustration and disappointment in all levels of government and a sense of deep 
failure by local police services to adequately maintain public safety and handle these illegal acts 
of insurrection that threaten our democracy and the rights of all Canadians across the country. 
    Over the past three weeks, we have watched assaults, attempted arson, widespread harassment 
at homes, workplaces and schools, the promotion of hate, and other concerning behaviours, such 
as convoy members giving themselves false powers to detain people. It concerns me that rather 
than denounce these actions and find ways to help Canadians who do not feel safe in their 
homes, some in the House have found it politically useful to encourage and embolden these 
actions, which run counter to our democracy. On February 14, 2022, the RCMP arrested 11 
people, who have been charged with conspiracy to commit murder, after finding the following in 
three trailers: 14 firearms, sets of body armour, a machete and a large quantity of ammunition, 
including high-capacity magazines. 
    I should share my concern that I feel the government, in specifying the emergency, placed an 
overemphasis on the economic disruptions posed by the blockades, including the adverse effects 
on businesses and supply chains, without adequately referencing the threat of extremist white 
supremacy and the reported potential for violence. This is despite reports from the intelligence 
assessments prepared by Canada's Integrated Terrorism Assessment Centre that warned in late 
January that it was likely extremists were involved and said the scale of the protest could yet 
pose a trigger point and opportunity for potential lone actors to conduct a terrorist attack. I had to 
read about the seriousness of national security via The Guardian, while ITAC reported that 
supporters of the convoy had advocated civil war. They have called for violence against the 
Prime Minister and said that the protests should be used as Canada's January 6, in reference to 
the storming of the U.S. Capitol. If the government knew, as reported, that the intelligence 
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agencies had been briefing the Canadian government as far back as late December on the 
possible threat posed by the convoy, why was this clear and present threat not better articulated 
in the proclamation? 
    It is my assertion that the overemphasis on blockades, the economy and the threat to capital is 
a failure of the government's proclamation in the public order emergency and continues to 
undermine the public's ability to fully grasp what is at stake here. It also speaks to how 
differently communities have experienced the impact of these threats. For those who do not feel 
an existential threat of white supremacy, the top priority is and remains the economy and the 
flow of capital. For those of us who do recognize and experience the real threat of violence posed 
by white supremacist extremists, this is about the threat of the stated intentions of the occupiers 
to overthrow our elected government and replace it with an ethnonationalist junta. 

  (0930)   

    I am from a city where if someone tells me they want to drop a bullet in my head, I am 
compelled to take them seriously, so I appreciate the solemn reflections earlier today from the 
hon. member for Hull—Aylmer. However, I want to reiterate that it will be critical over the 
course of this debate for the government to continue to clearly expand upon what I have outlined 
and what may go beyond what is publicly made available. For example, I call on the government 
to come clean with Canadians and clearly state the threats to security that many of us see from 
section 2 of the CSIS Act, which exempts protests in dissent, but with a special emphasis on 
subsection (d), which outlines: 
activities directed toward undermining by covert unlawful acts, or directed toward or intended ultimately to lead to 
the destruction or overthrow by violence of, the constitutionally established system of government in Canada 
    Unpacking these important distinctions will be crucial for the public's ability to determine the 
proportionality of using part II of the act and safeguarding against government overreach, which 
we have seen time and again against sovereign indigenous land defenders, racial and climate 
justice activists and workers. The very legitimate concern is that the precedent set here could 
lower the bar for future use against legitimate protests in dissent. 
    I will state again that this is no time for talking points, spin or partisan attacks. Canadians 
deserve honest answers, accurate information and clear reasoning. How is it that we have gotten 
to this point? This declaration of a public order emergency, and indeed the entire debate, ought to 
be properly centred on public safety and not merely a defence of critical capital. We have 
witnessed the juxtaposition of brutal and excessive responses to legitimate protests, as 
experienced for generations by indigenous peoples of these lands and as ongoing in unceded, 
unsurrendered Wet'suwet'en territory; the use of Canadian military to surveil the Black Lives 
Matter protest, as recently as 2022; the vicious response to climate justice activists at Fairy 
Creek; and the violent crackdown on police services against houseless residents and encampment 
support activists at Trinity-Bellwoods in Toronto and J.C. Beemer Park right here in my riding of 
Hamilton Centre. Many of these people, in this very moment, fear that the extended powers of 
the state's monopoly on violence will only serve to further target their causes. 
    From the place of this deep concern, I wish to put on the record a question for the government 
side. Will it clearly state whether the rights afforded by the charter, the supreme law of this land, 
will remain whole, or if, in its declaration, it is attempting to surreptitiously rescue any potential 
abuses of authority through section 1 of the charter? I believe this is an incredibly important 
point of law and is necessary to understand the scale and scope of powers granted under the 
provisions of the proclamation, along with its future potential use. 
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     In my opening remarks, I spoke about the need to restore faith in our public institutions, 
perhaps none more compromised than the the police, who have time and again been recorded in 
compromised exchanges with the occupiers, and who have been witnessed, in some instances, 
actively collaborating. Logistically, they have been aiding and abetting the occupation the entire 
time. 
    Canadians cannot maintain faith in our nation's safety and security institutions when faced 
with this early and ongoing de facto dereliction of duty by local police officers, whose 
weaponized incompetence and refusal to uphold the law in our nation's capital helped to 
ultimately bring us to this place. The reports about retired active duty national intelligence and 
military members, including Joint Task Force 2 members, about the RCMP and about former 
members of the Prime Minister's security detail further demonstrate the need for a national 
commission on policing. The last royal commission on policing was in 1962. It is why on 
Thursday I asked the Minister of Emergency Preparedness if he would commit to establishing a 
national commission on policing that would review the role of police in this national crisis, as 
well as the duties generally assigned to the police and their corresponding budgets, and if he 
would commit to a secretariat or some other office to report on the radicalization and use of 
public resources and security forces for undemocratic ends. 
    Today is an extraordinary moment in Canadian history, but there comes a time when 
democracy is truly tested. The question that remains and the one we will inevitably be forced to 
answer is this: How, as a nation, can we pull through this crisis, hold those responsible 
accountable and improve upon or abolish the failed systems and principles that forced us into 
this crisis in the first place? 

  (0935)   

[Expand] 
Mr. Francis Scarpaleggia (Lac-Saint-Louis, Lib.):   
    Mr. Speaker, when one wants to undermine the security of a country, of a nation, one targets 
its critical infrastructure. For a trading nation, the most critical infrastructure is its border points. 
We saw what happened at the Ambassador Bridge, what happened in Manitoba and what 
happened in Coutts, Alberta. However, what many people do not realize is there were 12 
additional protests that directly impacted port-of-entry operations, and in two cases, the 
protesters breached the CBSA plaza, resulting in CBSA officers locking down the office to 
prevent additional protesters from gaining entry. 
    Do those actions at the 12 points of entry, like at the Ambassador Bridge, not constitute a 
threat to the sovereignty and economic security of Canada? 
[Expand] 
Mr. Matthew Green:   
    Mr. Speaker, they most certainly do, but I should reflect that as a sovereign nation, the first 
concern ought to be the safety and security of our citizens. The threat to overthrow the 
government by an ethno-nationalist junta has undermined it. It has been underestimated in this 
country for decades. 
    Intelligence experts continue to identify white supremacists and ethno-nationalist supremacy 
in this country as being the number one threats in domestic terrorism. Now is the time to take 
this seriously. Now is the time to look at the ways in which this movement has been infiltrated 
by national security experts at the highest organizing levels. 
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    The general public deserves answers. We need to identify the true risks contained within this 
movement, and speak openly and honestly about them. 
[Expand] 
Mr. Tony Baldinelli (Niagara Falls, CPC):   
    Mr. Speaker, all members can agree that words matter and actions matter. 
    I would like to get the hon. member's opinion on the justice minister's recent appearance on 
national television, when he spoke about the economic measures to be put in place. He 
mentioned that if people were part of a pro-Trump organization, they should be worried about 
their assets being frozen. 
    Because of those words, I had calls from constituents, particularly from seniors. They are 
vaccinated, but they made a $70 donation to this cause.  
    Are their bank accounts going to be frozen? I would like to hear the member's comments on 
that and the government's actions on this. 
[Expand] 
Mr. Matthew Green:   
    Mr. Speaker, as was identified in my remarks, I put on the record a question to the government 
side, demanding that it clearly state whether the rights afforded by the charter, as the supreme 
law of this land, remained whole, as indicated in the preamble of the declaration, or if the 
government in its declaration was attempting to rescue any potential abuses of authority through 
section 1 of the charter. That is the intention of what needs to happen with the investigation and 
commission as we respond to these issues as they unfold. 

[Translation] 

[Expand] 
Ms. Nathalie Sinclair-Desgagné (Terrebonne, BQ):   
    Mr. Speaker, I thank my hon. colleague for his speech. He said it very well: Now is the time to 
combat the threat, and, make no mistake, far–right extremists are a threat to our democracy.  
    I do wonder however if he and his party sincerely believe that the government would have let 
the situation deteriorate to this point for three weeks if the protesters had been students or union 
members.  
    Does my colleague not believe that there are underlying reasons for letting the situation 
deteriorate like this for three weeks and then taking such extreme measures? 

[English] 

[Expand] 
Mr. Matthew Green:   
    Mr. Speaker, I would also reflect on the fact that just a few short weeks ago in the House, we 
recognized and mourned the tragedies that occurred in Quebec City. 
    For far too long, this nation has underestimated and understated the threats of white 
supremacists organizing within this country. It is time for the same politicians who joined these 
communities in mourning to step up now and denounce the white supremacist elements that 
clearly provide a violent and volatile element that goes well beyond any student, climate justice 
or indigenous land defender elements that we have seen. 
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