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Extracts from Emergencies Act debate in House of Commons (Brian Masse, Windsor 
West – NDP, followed by Questions & Comments; Pierre Poilievre, - CPC, followed by 
Questions & Comments; Nasir Yaqvi, Ottawa Centre, LPC, followed by Questions & 
Comments) 

 

Mr. Brian Masse (Windsor West, NDP):   
 
    Mr. Speaker, I am speaking today from the well-travelled traditional grounds of the Three 
Fires Confederacy represented by the Ojibwa, Odawa and the Potawatomi. It is also an area for 
the Caldwell First Nation, whose people in the War of 1812 were very relevant to creating 
freedom for our country. 
    I have been very disappointed with regard to some of the debate that has taken place. My 
riding of Windsor West is the route for 40% of the trade per day to the United States, with 
40,000 vehicles, of which 10,000 are transport trucks, travelling along this corridor. It is also the 
spot of an illegal blockade that took place. I do not know why the speaking points of the 
Conservatives and the Bloc Québécois continue to reference things being okay at the 
Ambassador Bridge. I can tell everyone they are not.  
    The blockades have moved off Huron Church Road. It is a traditional first nations route in this 
country as the area was settled first by the French, then by the British. It has now come to the 
point where the blockade is in the city streets, similar to Ottawa. We have Jersey barriers and 
blockades as part of our life. 
    Most people do not know that the Ambassador Bridge is privately owned by an American 
billionaire. For years, I have fought to get a new border crossing, which is finally happening. My 
first public meeting was in 1998. The provincial and federal governments, in their wisdom, 
decided to end the 401 approximately 17 kilometres from the actual border crossing because of 
jurisdictional wrangling, something we see today between Ontario and the federal government 
over day care. Ironically, things have not changed much. 
    At any point in time, a transport truck could turn over or have a spill. It would cost all kinds of 
money, and cause pain and anguish to businesses and emergency services. It would cause all 
kinds of different repercussions to the Canadian economy. Not only do we build auto parts here, 
we also do mining and build other equipment. We are the lifeline and lifeblood of the country, 
with 40% of Canada's daily trade happening through this corridor. 
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    In fact, right now someone could go on the bridge without seeing anybody and set off a bomb. 
They could go onto the plaza and do the same, and it would have lasting damage. It is why we 
fought for redundancy and why I have asked for government solutions. I am disappointed in the 
government in many respects. Even during this process, I proposed increasing the truck ferry 
redundancy and having a safe border task force to allow Canadian families to reunite, to take the 
steam off some of the frustration that we are faced with. We have residents in this community 
who have not seen their relatives for over two and a half years, who live two kilometres across 
the river. That is still no excuse for blocking that corridor. That corridor has often had 
demonstrations, but they have been peaceful and respectful. They have slowed traffic, but not at 
the expense of other people, their freedoms and their livelihoods. 
    Earlier today, I mentioned Mohammed, who could not go to school last week, and Joyce, 
whose doctor could not see her for her appointment because of the Jersey barriers that are here. 
Again, the Bloc and the Conservatives continue to profess that things are normal. Those 
individuals and their families paid just as much as anybody else in this pandemic, and now they 
are being further punished at their expense because other people think that that their freedoms 
are greater. No. A child should be able to see their doctor. People should not have to go crying to 
services.  
    Most importantly, the residents there who are currently losing their jobs do not qualify for 
extra assistance right now. Who is there to help them? I have asked for reparations like Ottawa 
got: some money to help the businesses and so forth. I held a press conference in this area, which 
has had some of the highest child poverty in Canada. It is finally getting a new development, 
which now is under siege. There are police vehicles. Jersey barriers are up, and it is cut off. 
    If anyone wants to see the protest that took place, I would suggest they go to Twitter. Jon 
Liedtke, a journalist, went down there and filmed some of it. It is on Twitter, at @jonliedtke. He 
interviewed people there. Do members know why some people were there? It was because they 
wanted their dog to go to a South Carolinian beach. They had not been able to go there for the 
last couple of years. Other people did it because they were frustrated, because they had lost their 
jobs. They parked their cars and vehicles in the middle of the street like no one had done before. 
This is a 10-lane road where people brought picnics, bouncy castles and a whole series of 
different things as well as their children. Moving that crowd, and the occupation of Ottawa, 
required extensive police coordination. In fact, we had armoured vehicles down here. 

  (0740)   

    I have never seen, in 25 years of representing this area, armoured vehicles. The last time the 
bridge was shut down because of a demonstration, it was over the original NAFTA. People were 
arrested for that. 
    Meanwhile, during the pandemic, the myth has been that the American border had been 
closed. It had not been closed. Truckers in my community had been crossing every single day. 
The numbers were down to 5,000, with 4,000 trucks to every 1,000 vehicles at one point. They 
crossed every single day until this illegal blockade. That kept this country moving. That kept 
medical supplies coming in. That kept the jobs open, the ones that were able to be. That gave us 
revenue to be able to deal with these things. It was only closed by the illegal blockade. That is 
the only time it happened. 
    As for the repercussions, Dr. Khahra is in a veterinary clinic right now. We talk about mental 
health. He cannot get to his clinic. People cannot help their pets right now during a time when 
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people are isolated. I represent people with disabilities, children with pets and so forth. They 
cannot get to those things right now. Why do they have to pay extra? 
    They already turned away another convoy. A couple more convoys have come to shut us 
down, so the threat is not gone. The mayor of Windsor received a bomb threat, for which 
someone was arrested. That is what is taking place down here. That is what is happening. 
    If I walk to the end of my street and go two kilometres the other way, the barriers are there. 
People will not get to their jobs today. The Tim Hortons along the corridor is shut down. It is 
only open for the emergency vehicles there. Tim Hortons hires from Community Living. It hires 
from different organizations. It actually gives money to some of the area's schools and some of 
the area's community groups. It is shut down right now, and it does not have a future. Why does 
it have to pay extra during the pandemic? 
    What happens next time? There is no plan right now. I have asked for an operational plan to 
be supported, not only for now but in the future. 
    I am as frustrated as every other member of the House with regard to the Prime Minister's 
treatment of COVID and the way he has handled it. That does not take away my responsibility to 
do the things that are right for this community and for the country. 
    I wake up every single day and hope the Prime Minister and every other member of 
Parliament in this place has a better day, because if I actually get my job done here and I have a 
better day, and my representatives actually create better lives for people, it will help everybody 
else. Again, 40% of trade comes through this community. 
    That is my goal every day. I do not get up to go against whatever is happening in the House. I 
do not understand this. It has been 20 years that I have been in Parliament. I could not have 
imagined the divisiveness that is taking place. Somebody has some type of idea. I do not have all 
the solutions for things, but I can tell you one right now. If we do not do the things that are 
necessary right now to protect the corridor, the pain will continue. 
    We get to live down here with the uncertainty. The bridge finally got a new corridor coming 
into it along the 401. We fought forever to get a new parkway developed so that it is no longer 
just all lights. There are several traffic lights there, and there are several intersections. We get to 
live with that over our heads every single day. 
    To get a resolution to this, a school along the corridor had a Health Canada study with 
backpacks to monitor children's air quality, because that is how many transport trucks go down 
this corridor. 
    We finally got some justice here. We are finally getting a new border crossing. In the 
meantime, we are going to have to live with the fact that at any point in time, 10 or 12 vehicles, 
or even two or three vehicles depending on what they want to do, could shut down this corridor. 
    I have to say that, when I look at some of the protests going on, there are some very legitimate 
concerns being expressed by Canadians, and so they should. As I mentioned earlier, I have been 
appealing to the government for a safe border task force, so we can get in front of some of the 
issues. 
    At the beginning of the pandemic, I had to fight tooth and nail to finally get somebody from 
the United States to be able to come to a hospice room to see a dying relative, without stopping 
anywhere and without ever having left the vehicle. It was only six kilometres away. It took 
moving a mountain. 
    I understand the frustrations. I have not seen my daughter for half a year because of COVID 
restrictions. She is away at school, and because she had a cold, she could not come home for the 
holidays. That is a minor thing compared with the fact that, here where I represent, people can 
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walk down to the river, look across and see the United States, yet they have not been able to see 
their relatives. 
    I do not like the way the government has done some of the testing, or the cost of the testing. 
Right now, there are rich people who can cross over and see American relatives and their friends 
and families, whereas there are poor people who cannot, or they have to decide who it is that can 
go. 
    That does not give me the right to infringe on other people's freedoms. That does not give me 
the right to be so unhappy that I can shut down others' prosperity. 

  (0745)   

    If we had a protest that blocked roads every single time in this country, nothing would be— 
[Expand] 
The Deputy Speaker:   
    We have run out of time. 
    Questions and comments, the hon. member for Barrie—Innisfil. 
[Expand] 
Mr. John Brassard (Barrie—Innisfil, CPC):   
    Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the hon. member's passion. I have no doubt about his sincerity in 
representing his constituents. I have seen it over and over in my six years of being here and his 
20 years of being here. 
    The government needs to provide solutions to the issues the member brings up. What solutions 
does he advise the government are required in his particular situation? 
[Expand] 
Mr. Brian Masse:   
    Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the sincere question and the work that we have done before in 
pushing border issues in the United States. We need more of that in this country. 
    First, we would need an emergency plan to take barriers down and put them up when 
necessary, and compensation for businesses in the municipality. Right now, the municipality is 
on the hook for over $10 million for policing.  
    Most importantly, we need a safe border task force so we can work operationally with the 
businesses, residents and people who need connections at the border as they travel. Those are 
things I have proposed for many years, and I will continue to do that. Those are solutions I 
believe would be helpful to take the edge off some of the frustrations Canadians are feeling. 
[Expand]  
Mrs. Jenica Atwin (Fredericton, Lib.):   
    Mr. Speaker, part of what led us here was complicated messaging without clear demands. I 
wonder if the member would like to comment on the fact that truckers in this country are facing 
real issues. They continue to be frontline heroes who deliver goods and support our supply 
chains across the country. I ask the member to comment on how things got so complicated and 
which groups are being represented here. It is really the worker inequality in this country that 
should be addressed. Would he comment on that? 
[Expand] 
Mr. Brian Masse:   
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    Mr. Speaker, the jurisdictional football that people have watched take place with COVID is 
symptomatic of what I have seen in politics as a municipal city councillor, and it has continued 
to plague us.  
    I asked the government to do a vaccination program for truckers, similar to what provinces 
were doing in advance. The government refused to do that, so there has been no centralization of 
some of the programs that have taken place, even though the federal government has been 
presented with solutions. Those are the things we should get in front of. We are always on the 
defence. 
    To be frank, we need to stop the jurisdictional wrangling. The Ambassador Bridge sits on a 
road in the city of Windsor that goes to an interprovincial highway and then goes to the 401. 
Who is going to protect those roads? Who is going to pay when convoys are still coming here 
and the mayor receives a bomb threat for taking a stand? These things are not right and they are 
not helpful, and that is why I support corrective action now before things get worse. 

[Translation] 

[Expand] 
Ms. Marie-Hélène Gaudreau (Laurentides—Labelle, BQ):   
    Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague from Windsor West. 
    I have heard the concerns he is talking about from Joyce and Mohammed, among others. I feel 
for my colleague who has not been able to see his daughter. 
    The order has been in effect since Monday, but we see that the situation in his community has 
not been fully resolved. 
    I know that my colleague will be voting in favour of the application of this legislation, but 
what about his community? 
    Was the situation in his community resolved as a result of the order that has been in effect 
since Monday? Can its use be justified? 

[English] 

[Expand] 
Mr. Brian Masse:   
    Mr. Speaker, that is part of it. It is certainly a reflection. It is also why I have been speaking so 
repeatedly to this issue: It is because the Bloc and the Conservatives continue to say that things 
are fine in this corridor, but they are not. I am not being partisan in pointing that out. It is part of 
their talking points and it keeps coming up over and over again and it is wrong.  
    I also believe there are other reasons. The financing issue is significant. We will find out later 
on through a public inquiry, an inquiry that I really want, that there were American-paid 
protesters in the protest in Windsor. We know that Americans were there. There were all kinds of 
different influences taking place, and I want a full investigation into those matters. A public 
inquiry is very important, because it involves not only Parliament but the general Canadian 
population, and it is accountable more than before. I think this is one of the reasons the Prime 
Minister did not even want to do this at first, because a full public inquiry would shed some light 
on a very difficult issue. 
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Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Carleton, CPC):   
    Madam Speaker, there is indeed an emergency in this country. Indeed, there are a series of 
emergencies. 
    There is the emergency of the family whose 14-year-old daughter has attempted suicide after 
two years of isolation from sports, social interaction and other healthy activities that sustain a 
happy and heartful mind. There is the emergency of the federal public servant who, for 
unrecognized medical reasons, cannot get vaccinated and is now deprived of an income and a 
job. There is the emergency of the trucker who was hailed as a hero while driving our goods and 
services across international borders unvaccinated for over two years, who suddenly was 
declared a public health threat and deprived of his job as well. There is the emergency of the 32-
year-old still living in his mom's basement, because under the pretext of COVID, the government 
printed so much money that it now costs $836,000 for the average house. There is the emergency 
of the single mother trembling as she walks down the grocery aisle because she cannot afford a 
basket of affordable goods, because the government has inflated her cost of living. There is the 
emergency created by the regulatory gatekeepers who keep people in poverty by blockading first 
nations people from the ability to develop their own resources and blockading immigrants from 
the ability to work in the very professions for which they are trained and qualified. 
    These are the emergencies we should be addressing, but instead the Prime Minister has created 
a new emergency. What is his motivation? Of course, it is to divide and conquer. How did this 
all start? Let us remember that the Prime Minister suddenly imposed a brand new vaccine 
mandate on the very truckers who had been free to travel across borders without a vaccine, and 
he did it at a time when provinces and countries around the world were removing vaccine 
mandates. He did it to a group of people who are by far the least likely to transmit a virus, 
because they work and sleep all by themselves 22 hours a day.  
    Media asked his health minister and his chief medical officer for evidence supporting the 
decision. Neither had any. In fact, the medical officer said it was time to return to normalcy, yet 
the Prime Minister, in spite of all these facts, brought in this new mandate to deprive people of 
their living, because he knew that it would spark in them a sense of desperation. If he could 
deprive them of their incomes, they would be so desperate that they would have to rise up and 
protest, and then he could further demonize them, call them names, attack their motives, belittle 
them and dehumanize them in order to galvanize the majority against the minority.  
    This must be the political opportunity his Deputy Prime Minister spoke about when she 
described what COVID represented to the government. The Liberals have attempted to amplify 
and take advantage of every pain, every fear and every tragedy that has struck throughout this 
pandemic in order to divide one person against another and replace the people's freedom with the 
government's power. 
    At the beginning of the pandemic, it started immediately. The government attempted to ram 
through a law that would have given it the power to raise any tax to any level for any reason 
without a vote in Parliament. It tried to pass Bill C-10 to strip away free speech online. 
Thankfully, Conservatives blocked it from doing so. The Prime Minister's authorities have said 
they want to track Canadian cell phones for the next five years. Now this, the Emergencies Act, 
is the latest and greatest example of attacks on our freedom. 
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    Ostensibly, it was meant to stop blockades, which had already ended before he even brought 
forward this legislation. In Alberta, in Manitoba and at the Ambassador Bridge, those blockades 
were ended peacefully, in some cases with protesters hugging the police officers and bringing the 
matters to a successful close, so that goods and services could resume. 

  (1330)   

    Instead, in that context, the Prime Minister brought in a law that not even Jean Chrétien 
brought in after 9/11 killed dozens of Canadians in a terrorist attack, that not even former prime 
minister Harper brought in when a terrorist murdered a Canadian soldier at the war monument 
and came running into Centre Block spraying bullets in all directions, and that not even the 
current Prime Minister brought in when blockades by first nations were standing in the way of 
those who were attempting to build the Coastal GasLink pipeline. For the first time in this law's 
three-decade history, the Prime Minister brings it in to address what he says was a protest in 
front of Parliament Hill. 
    Ironically, this power goes beyond any of the protests and/or blockades the Prime Minister 
claims to want to address. For example, it would allow governments and banks to seize people's 
bank accounts and money for donating to the wrong political cause. One journalist asked the 
justice minister if small sums donated, for example, to support an end to vaccine mandates could 
get someone's bank account frozen. The minister did not deny it. Instead, he said that people who 
make donations of that kind should be very worried. 
    To freeze people's bank accounts is not just an attack on their finances but on their personal 
security. If their bank accounts are frozen, they cannot buy food, they cannot buy fuel, they 
cannot pay their children's day care fees and, under this law, they can face this personal attack 
without being charged with a single, solitary crime. 
    The Prime Minister says that this is time-limited, yet his own finance minister said she wants 
some of the tools to be permanent. He said it will be geographically targeted, yet his own 
parliamentary secretary for justice said that “the act technically applies to all of Canada”. The 
rules apply everywhere and indefinitely. 
    Finally, there is nothing in the act that limits the kinds of financial actions that could lead to 
people's accounts being frozen, and if they are frozen unjustifiably, the act specifically bans 
people from suing either the bank or the government for that unjustifiable treatment, opening the 
door for people who have nothing whatsoever to do with either the blockades or the protest 
having their bank accounts frozen without cause. 
    The Prime Minister says he wants to do this to remove the blockades, blockades that have 
already been removed. He says he needs these unprecedented powers in order to bring our 
country's order back to the pre-protest period, although across this country that has already 
occurred. 
    I say to the House that I oppose this unjustifiable power grab and, as prime minister of 
Canada, I will ensure that no such abuse of power ever happens again. 
    However, I say that we should end some of these blockades. Let us— 
    Some hon. members: Oh, oh! 

  (1335)   

[Expand] 
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The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes):   
    Order. 
    Again, the hon. parliamentary secretary has been here when I have ruled, I do not know how 
many times today, and I am sure the hon. member who also has been yelling and heckling across 
the way was here as well, so I want to ask members, again, to please hold on to their thoughts. I 
will be recognizing them for questions and comments soon. 
    There is a minute and 50 seconds left for the hon. member for Carleton to do his speech.  
    I hope that people will hold their thoughts. 
[Expand] 
Hon. Pierre Poilievre:   
    Madam Speaker, we can remove all of the blockades. Let us remove the mandates and 
restrictions that are blocking people's livelihoods today. Let us end the blockades on freedom of 
speech that the government is trying to erect with its online censorship bill. Let us end the 
regulatory blockades so that builders can provide affordable homes, first nations can develop 
their economies and escape poverty, and newcomers can actually work in the professions for 
which they were trained. Let us remove the inflationary taxes, deficits, and money printing so 
that people's wages can again buy them homes, food and fuel. Let us remove that blockade. 
    Let us put people back in control of their lives by making Canada the freest place on earth: 
free to speak, free to think, free to work, free to worship, free to own a home and build one's own 
destiny. Let us bind up the nation's wounds with compassion and respect and unite our country 
for freedom. 
[Expand] 
Mr. Chad Collins (Hamilton East—Stoney Creek, Lib.):   
    Madam Speaker, I heard today many comments that were more to do with a leadership 
campaign than helping the people of Ottawa and the people from communities across the country 
who have been impacted by the blockades. Not once did I hear about the city of Ottawa and what 
the residents have had to face for the last couple of days. This is all about political opportunism. 
    Is the member concerned about helping the people of Ottawa and those across the country who 
have been impacted by blockades and the occupation? 
[Expand] 
The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes):   
    It is now on the opposite side we are hearing the heckling, and I know very well the hon. 
member for Carleton can answer those questions without any help. 
    The hon. member for Carleton has the floor. 
[Expand] 
Hon. Pierre Poilievre:   
    Madam Speaker, am I concerned about the people who have been harmed by blockades? 
Absolutely. That is why I am so disappointed the Prime Minister caused these blockades in the 
first place. I am concerned about the businesses that were affected and I am also concerned about 
the governmental blockades that remain in place today, the attacks on the freedoms of Canadians 
to have a job, go to work, frequent restaurants, raise their kids and have their kids smile and have 
that smile seen again. Those are the blockades we now need to focus on eliminating and what I 
will continue to fight for. 

[Translation] 
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[Expand] 
Mr. Rhéal Fortin (Rivière-du-Nord, BQ):   
    Madam Speaker, I thank my colleague for his speech. I share his point of view for the most 
part. He listed a series of emergency situations that warrant being addressed by the government 
and rightly so.  
    Would he agree that both this list of emergency situations and the events we have been 
experiencing on Parliament Hill over the past three weeks are situations that could be resolved if 
the government addressed these problems immediately, instead of breaking out the heavy 
artillery, like the Emergencies Act, every time a situation presents a challenge? 
    Would tackling the problem of the protests from day one—especially as they shifted from a 
demonstration to an occupation of Wellington Street in Ottawa—not have resolved the problem 
and prevented the use of the act before us today? 

  (1340)   

    [Collapse] 
Hon. Pierre Poilievre:   
 
    Madam Speaker, the answer is yes. In addition to taking action to deal with the problems the 
protesters raised, the Prime Minister could have avoided provoking these protests from the start. 
He is the one who attacked the jobs of the truckers, public servants and others, even as the rest of 
the world was lifting these restrictions and vaccine mandates. 
    Now he can take action to lift these restrictions and allow people to work and return to their 
workplaces. He should have stood up in the House of Commons to reject this unjustifiable power 
grab and give back to Canadians the freedom they are entitled to. 

[English] 

[Expand] 
Ms. Leah Gazan (Winnipeg Centre, NDP):   
    Madam Speaker, the member for Carleton's colleague, the MP for Cypress Hills—Grasslands, 
appeared in a video with convoy leader Pat King, an avowed white national who is quoted as 
saying many racist, xenophobic, anti-indigenous and anti-Semitic things, including that the 
Anglo-Saxon race has the “strongest blood lines” and that unless we fight back, we will all be 
speaking Hebrew. 
    If he was elected leader of the Conservative Party, would he be willing to kick this member 
out of caucus or does he support fraternizing with dangerous white supremacists? 
[Expand] 
Hon. Pierre Poilievre:   
    Madam Speaker, from the very beginning I stated that every single person who acts 
inappropriately, makes racist comments or engages in unlawfulness or blockades should be 
personally responsible for their conduct. That is something I would uphold as leader and as 
prime minister.  
    I would not tolerate any of the racist behaviour we have seen from the current Prime Minister, 
whether it is his ugly racist past, the racist manner in which he has treated numerous members of 
his caucus who have spoken out against him or whether it is continuing to give a billion dollars 
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to the CBC, an organization that 500 employees have said is systematically racist. I will not 
tolerate any of that racism in my future government. 
 

 

Mr. Yasir Naqvi (Parliamentary Secretary to the President of the Queen’s Privy Council 
for Canada and Minister of Emergency Preparedness, Lib.):   
 
    Mr. Speaker, thank you for recognizing me and giving me the opportunity to speak in this 
extraordinary debate that is taking place in this House. 
    It is the Sunday afternoon of the Family Day long weekend in Ontario, but here we are, as 
parliamentarians, debating a very important issue. 
    As members know, I represent the riding of Ottawa Centre. Parliament is located in the riding 
of Ottawa Centre. The occupation we all witnessed for over 20 days primarily took place in the 
riding of Ottawa Centre.  
    I am speaking today with a profound sense of sadness. The events we saw over the last 22 or 
23 days were troubling. In particular, the attempt by police to end this illegal occupation and 
return my community back to its peaceful state was in fact quite sad. Over the last two days I 
have had a chance to speak to a lot of my constituents who have been aggrieved by this illegal 
occupation. I asked them how they were feeling. An overwhelming number of them are sad. 
They are definitely relieved, but they are also sad.  
     I spent some time wondering why I am feeling sad when we will hopefully have some sense 
of normalcy back and why the members of my community are feeling sad. 
     I do not think I have figured out all of the answers yet, as it is still quite raw, but I have a 
feeling, a sense as to what it is. I think the sadness stems from the fact that, although we live in 
the nation's capital, in one of the most democratic countries in the world, I have never seen the 
kind of illegal occupation we just saw in our community. We have never seen that many police 
officers descend on our community. That did not give us comfort. We are relieved they did their 
job and ended this occupation, but it did not give us any comfort. If anything, we feel sad it came 
to the point where this action was necessary to put an end to this illegal occupation and reclaim 
our streets and neighbourhoods so people can go back to their normal lives. 
    I cannot overstate the profound impact this occupation has had on my community. In fact, I 
talked about that with the time I have been given on the floor of this House over the last three 
weeks and outlined to members what my community has gone through.  
    I should have said this at the outset. I am not trying to be partisan, because this debate is far 
more important than partisanship. I am here to speak on behalf of my community. I do not think 
members in this House will deny that some members live in my riding of Ottawa Centre. Many 
of them have personally confided in me about their own experiences, such as the horn honking in 
the middle of the night for weeks, the hurling of fireworks in a densely populated 
neighbourhood, and the harassment and intimidation of people on the street as they were trying 
to go from one place to another and live their normal lives. 

  (1555)   

    I have heard from constituents, and I have read many of those emails in this House, such as the 
seniors who had not been able to go grocery shopping, because they were just too concerned. 
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None of that is partisan. I am not suggesting that every single one of those people voted for me, 
probably not, but they are real people with real stories of what my community has gone through. 
It will take some time for my community to heal from this. 
    As I have said before, it is not like we have been immune to protests in this community. We 
recognize that we live in the nation's capital. We recognize that we live in downtown Ottawa 
where Parliament Hill is located. We have seen protests, festivals and all kinds of marches. We 
accept it and recognize that it is a very important expression of a free and democratic society. 
However, they have been lawful and peaceful. In fact, at times there were two or three protests at 
a time, and we did not know they were taking place. People are free to express themselves in a 
peaceful and lawful way. 
     We never imagined that we would come to this point with a protest that should have been 
peaceful, that should have been legitimate with grievances cited. In the end, there were quite a 
few different grievances cited by people, which would have been okay had those grievances been 
cited in a peaceful way. Whether the protesters disagreed with vaccines, disagreed with 
mandates, were tired of the pandemic, did not like the government or thought that certain things 
that are happening in society are not correct, whatever the case may be, people are free to 
express their point of view. However, in a democratic society, they are expected to so in a way 
that does not rob other people's peace, but we saw that just evaporate in this particular operation. 
We saw three weekends of mayhem, intentional lawlessness and partying take place in the 
downtown core in a residential area where people felt unsafe. People felt threatened. 
     Now that we have started the process of recovering our community, we are still sad that it 
came to this, that we had to resort to invoking the Emergencies Act to bring law and order back 
into our community. That is why I am supportive of the invocation of the Emergencies Act. 
    I am a lawyer by training and have served as the attorney general for the Province of Ontario. I 
have brought that lens, that skill set, to my analysis as to why it is legitimate to invoke the 
Emergencies Act. The legislation is extraordinary in nature, but the history of the legislation is 
very interesting, because it was crafted in a manner to ensure that people's charter rights are 
always protected. That has been the premise of the legislation.  
    Let us not forget that this legislation replaced the War Measures Act, which was crafted before 
the Charter of Rights and Freedoms came into our lives as part of our Constitution. In fact, it had 
powers of extraordinary measure that could take away people's charter rights.  

  (1600)   

    The government at the time rightly decided that the War Measures Act would not sustain the 
charter. It needed to repeal that act and come up with new legislation that would be charter 
compliant. Hence, the Emergencies Act was created. 
    If we look back, we can see that there was a very thorough debate by our predecessors in this 
House. I know it has been said before, but is worth repeating: When the government invoked this 
act, it was in the spirit that the measures are very targeted in geographical scope; they are 
temporary in nature, remaining in force for only 30 days; and the response is proportional to the 
situation we are dealing with. All of that is to ensure that the charter is not violated. That is what 
we are looking at. That is what we are working with in order to ensure that the siege of Ottawa is 
stopped, as has been the case now for two days, and to ensure that we put an end to blockades at 
our vital trade links and our border crossings and prevent them from happening. Yesterday we 
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saw an attempt in British Columbia with the blocking of the Pacific Highway. All of those 
considerations are extremely important in our deliberations here in this House.  
    I will go back to what I know best, which is Ottawa. I have been involved since day one in all 
the work that has gone on that led to the invocation of the Emergencies Act, given the fact that I 
represent the riding of Ottawa Centre. We have engaged from the very first day with our 
municipal government and the provincial government in Ontario through the work the federal 
government was doing, whether it meant providing resources by way of the RCMP or the OPP or 
by providing other municipal services. These resources to put an end to this illegal occupation 
came not just two days ago, but over time. We made sure that we had the legal authority or 
legislative mechanisms to take action. 
    Let us not forget that this situation got to the point where the City of Ottawa and the Province 
of Ontario had to declare states of emergency, yet despite all of that, the occupation continued. It 
was with the powers that came through the invocation of the Emergencies Act that law 
enforcement authorities were able to put an end to it. One of these powers was declaring a set 
geographic area as a no-go zone, which in Ottawa is called the red zone, so that no protests or 
occupation could take place. Another power facilitated the transfer of police services from other 
jurisdictions to come here and enforce the law, which would otherwise have to be done by 
swearing in police officers to give them jurisdiction to operate in Ottawa, which takes time. 
Another power enabled the procuring of tow trucks so that the trucks blocking the roads in the 
downtown core could be towed, as we saw happen over the last 24 or 48 hours.  

  (1605)   

    That is not to mention that when we learned of the sophisticated nature of this occupation, 
including the coordination aspects and the role of foreign money, we were able to give financial 
measures to FINTRAC to enable our banks to stop the flow of money that was fuelling this 
illegal occupation. 
    All these steps and measures were necessary to have a successful outcome, and we are still not 
out yet. I just got in to the House of Commons through I do not know how many checkpoints, 
because I am a member of Parliament. Imagine how sad I feel, as I was saying earlier, to see my 
downtown feel like a war zone. My beloved city and hometown has roadblocks all over, and I 
ask members, all of us, to close their eyes for a moment and imagine their communities in that 
state. I have stayed pretty calm all through this ordeal because I am a calm person by nature. I 
know that many people would not, because of the tragedy of it. I am saying this in the hope of 
persuading members to support this measure or at the least to demonstrate to members my 
reasons for supporting the invocation of the Emergencies Act. 
    I think my time is limited. I want to say this at the end, and I am going to speak as a fellow 
parliamentarian to all the members.  
    We are quite privileged to be the 338 people who have this incredible opportunity to serve not 
only our communities but our country, and I am confident when I say that every single one of us 
loves our country. Every single one of us is here for the same reason, which is to build Canada 
into an even better place than we found it. We may differ in the path we take to do it, and that is 
totally legitimate. I hope we do, because that exchange of ideas would result in a better path 
forward. That friction is a healthy friction in our democracy, but I think we are more united than 
we like to think, and I think it would serve us well if we remind Canadians of that unity as well. 
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    I have been listening to a lot of this rhetoric that we are developing about how we are so 
divided. I disagree. We may have our disagreements, but as a country we are not divided. When I 
look at the number of people who have gotten themselves vaccinated, I see that it is over 80%. 
Have we ever seen Canadians agree that much on anything? Over 80% of Canadians being fully 
vaccinated tells us how united we are to get through this pandemic, which has been terrible and 
devastating to all of us, and I think that is the unease and the anxiety that we feel right now. 
    If I asked members right now to raise their hands if they love their country, to raise their hands 
if they love their province or their territory, to raise their hands if they love their city, their town, 
their village or their hamlet, to raise their hands if they love their community, to raise their hands 
if they love their family, we will see that we have more in common than divides us. Let us work 
together. 

  (1610)   

[Expand] 
Mrs. Tracy Gray (Kelowna—Lake Country, CPC):   
    Madam Speaker, I was in the House yesterday when that member yelled across the floor to a 
colleague of mine from B.C. in the official opposition, asking them something to the effect of 
how they would feel if something like this was happening in their community. 
     I just want to remind the member that last year a huge portion of B.C., my riding and 
neighbouring ridings in particular, had extensive fires, floods, mudslides, lives lost, houses burnt, 
substantial infrastructure destroyed and livelihoods destroyed. The member talked about having 
to go through some checkpoints to get to his office; in British Columbia, for many days and 
weeks, many members of Parliament could not get around their constituencies and could not 
even get to the airport to come to Ottawa. It just shows a disconnect with what is happening 
across the rest of the country. 
    The member is in the government and knows the serious crisis that we had. Just as a 
reflection, the act defines an emergency as a situation that “seriously endangers the lives, health 
or safety of Canadians”. Based on that, was this member involved last summer, due to the 
serious situations happening in British Columbia, and did he advocate invoking the Emergencies 
Act at that time, or is he only considering— 

  (1615)   

[Expand] 
The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Alexandra Mendès):   
    The hon. parliamentary secretary. 
[Expand] 
Mr. Yasir Naqvi:   
    Madam Speaker, my heart ached as a Canadian when I saw communities in British Columbia 
going through the torturing heat or the flooding that I have seen just recently, or the parts of the 
country that experienced forest fires.  
    This is a big country, and what binds us, unites us and glues us together is that we care for 
each other, so I say that I will stand with the member opposite, shoulder to shoulder, if her 
community goes through a disaster. I will listen to her carefully, because she will be in a better 
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position to share with the rest of us what her community has gone through, as I am sharing with 
her how my community feels, and I will find ways to work with her. 
[Expand] 
Mr. Matthew Green (Hamilton Centre, NDP):   
    Madam Speaker, I believe the hon. member raised an incredibly important point of law around 
the protection of our rights and freedoms under our charter. It is necessary for him to clearly 
answer this point in order for us to fully understand the scale and scope of powers granted under 
the provisions of the proclamation. 
    I know the hon. member to be a learned lawyer who would have some knowledge of this 
incredibly important point of law as the former attorney general of Ontario. Will he please 
confirm and clearly state whether the rights afforded by the charter remain whole and intact; or is 
the government, through its declaration, attempting to surreptitiously rescue any potential charter 
breaches, violations and abuses of government authority through section 1 of the charter and 
thereby being compliant, as he has so far stated? The public and this House deserve to know. 
[Expand] 
Mr. Yasir Naqvi:   
    Madam Speaker, the member is right. He and I had the opportunity to work on very important 
charter-related issues when we were banning the practice of carding in the province of Ontario. 
The member was a city councillor then, and he and I worked together on that particular aspect. 
    The essence of the Emergencies Act is to ensure that charter rights are protected. That is very 
much the intention and motivation behind it. It states so within the legislation itself. We also 
have to remember that the charter rights come with reasonable limits. There are reasonable limits 
that allow for charter rights. For example, as long as a protest is a peaceful and lawful expression 
of ideas, that is within the charter rights, but if it becomes not peaceful or becomes unlawful, 
then there is recourse available to ensure that the protest or, in this instance, an occupation 
almost four weeks long, a total siege, can be put to an end. 

[Translation] 

[Expand] 
Mr. Rhéal Fortin (Rivière-du-Nord, BQ):   
    Madam Speaker, I thank my colleague for his speech. 
    Does he believe that Canada's current laws and the provinces' current resources and powers 
are so insufficient as to warrant federal intervention when a protest takes place or streets get 
blocked? If so, should we expect the Emergencies Act to be invoked every time there is a protest 
on Wellington Street in Ottawa? 

[English] 

[Expand] 
Mr. Yasir Naqvi:   
    Madam Speaker, what we have to remember in this instance is that for over three weeks, we 
were not able to put an end to the occupation. It continued on. Different tactics were used, with 
the application of existing law being present, but our law enforcement agencies were not able to 
end this occupation. 
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    Through the provision of powers, some of which I articulated, and their application, law 
enforcement was able to end the occupation. We heard that from our local interim police chief in 
Ottawa. These powers that were given to him through the Emergencies Act gave him sufficient 
tools to end the illegal occupation of downtown Ottawa. 

  (1620)   

[Translation] 

[Expand] 
Mr. René Arseneault (Madawaska—Restigouche, Lib.):   
    Madam Speaker, I thank my colleague from Ottawa Centre for his speech. 
    I certainly appreciated his analysis of the events based on his experience and his perspective as 
a lawyer and former attorney general of Ontario. 
    I would actually like to ask my colleague to tell us, based on that perspective, what test needs 
to be met to make the Emergencies Act necessary. 

[English] 

[Expand] 
Mr. Yasir Naqvi:   
    Madam Speaker, the test is in the legislation. There has to be a threat that is national in scope. 
We did not have the tools available that could deal with that. 
    This emergency is national in scope. It has impacted pretty much the entire country. There is 
not only the occupation of downtown Ottawa, but also the blockades that we saw in Windsor, in 
Manitoba at the Emerson crossing, in Coutts, Alberta and, most recently, in British Columbia. 
Certain tactics have been used to impede not only people's lives, like in the case of Ottawa, but 
also the commerce and economic viability of the country. 
    The tools that were available to use were not sufficient to put an end to it. This is not to 
mention the financial aspect, which is very necessary and very much part and parcel of this 
emergency declaration. 
[Expand] 
Mr. Brad Vis (Mission—Matsqui—Fraser Canyon, CPC):   
    Madam Speaker, I thank the member for Ottawa Centre for some good points. I disagree with 
some of them, but he is debating in a strong parliamentary fashion. 
    I disagree with some of the things he said. As mentioned, under the Emergencies Act, the key 
test is whether or not existing laws in Canada can solve the problems we face. In the case of 
Ottawa, and I have been in and out of the city since the truckers' protest began, the actions we 
saw in the last couple of days were a reflection not so much of the fact that we needed the 
Emergencies Act, but that the Ottawa police had finally started to act. At the very beginning, we 
could have avoided some of the challenges that we have today if the Ottawa police had taken a 
different approach from the onset. 
    The member opposite is the former attorney general of Ontario. There have been many cases 
in Ontario where a large police presence was required, such as the G20 summit a number of 
years ago. It had a huge police presence and was able to contain a large crowd.  

javascript:void(0)
http://apps.ourcommons.ca/ParlDataWidgets/en/intervention/11537445
javascript:void(0)
http://apps.ourcommons.ca/ParlDataWidgets/en/intervention/11537447
javascript:void(0)
http://apps.ourcommons.ca/ParlDataWidgets/en/intervention/11537450
http://apps.ourcommons.ca/ParlDataWidgets/en/aff/278578/2022-02-20


16 
 

    I still have not received enough evidence from the government to determine that no other 
existing laws could have effectively dealt with the current situation. 
[Expand] 
Mr. Yasir Naqvi:   
    Madam Speaker, the member opposite knows that politicians cannot dictate to law 
enforcement how to apply the law. We have to rely on law enforcement to do the work. 
    We have heard from our interim police chief that the Emergencies Act allowed him to do the 
important work he has done, with the help of many other police services, including the RCMP 
and the OPP, to put an end to this illegal occupation here in Ottawa. 
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