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infrastructure
Mr. David de Burgh Graham (Laurentides—Labelle, Lib.) Borrowing money to invest helps Canadians. Building infrastructure at 
short-term cost brings us long-term gain. Being an active member of society, as a government, is to the benefit of all and is a key part of 
our role. However, the Conservatives did not do any of that. 

[ . . . ] 
Indeed, the great majority of Canada's debt is Conservative-incurred debt, but the great majority of Canadian infrastructure is Liberal-
built infrastructure. The Conservatives were so bad at managing the country that they left us penniless.

infrastructure
Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Leader of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.) This is a 
good-news budget. It is a budget that would invest in Canada's infrastructure in every region of the country. If there is ever a reason to 
vote yes for a piece of legislation, I would suggest that all members of the House should get on board and support this budget, because 
we know an overwhelming number of Canadians support this budget.

municipal infrastructure / military infrastructure
Mr. Jamie Schmale (Haliburton—Kawartha Lakes—Brock, CPC) Over the next five years, about $100 billion would be added to 
Canada's national debt. That would also mean billions more just to service the interest on that national debt. This is all despite an 
election promise to deficit-spend on infrastructure. However, the significant portion of that funding would be on program spending. That 
means it is permanent and locked in.

[ . . . ] 
We, as legislators, need to ensure that members of the Canadian Armed Forces have all the tools, training, and equipment they need to 
carry out their assignments. It is therefore very troubling to see the Liberal government reallocating $3.7 billion over the next five years 
for future purchases. Large-scale purchases are not a simple process, as we all know, but we need to ensure that the funding is 
available instead of taking that away. This budget did provide some funds to the infrastructure needs of the Canadian Armed Forces. I 
believe this is not enough to ensure the long-term viability of our forces.

[ . . . ] 
Since 2008, the Government of Canada has invested over $200 million in my riding for infrastructure. These were important 
investments, in programs from new horizons for seniors to municipal infrastructure. Arenas were built. Airports were expanded. Libraries 
and sports fields were built. Road and bridges were refurbished, and the list goes on. These investments benefited people from all 
walks of life. I sincerely hope that the government will continue this strong record in investments, not only in my riding, but right across 
Canada.

[ . . . ] 
Although the Liberals committed during the election that the majority of their deficit spending would be on infrastructure—there is some, 
but there is not much—most of their spending is on program spending, which does not help. We need to be investing. If we are going to 
make investments, we need to actually make investments and do what we say. 

infrastructure
Mr. Mark Strahl (Chilliwack—Hope, CPC) We have one of the best universities in British Columbia, the University of the Fraser Valley. 
It received strategic investments from our Conservative government through the knowledge infrastructure program. It is a great 
institution and is the first choice for many students who are going to high school in my riding and want to stay near home. It is a great 
place to go to school. However, now it will be more expensive for families to put their kids through school. They will receive less support 
with the elimination of the textbook tax credit and the education tax credit. 

http://www.parl.gc.ca/HousePublications/Publication.aspx?Pub=hansard&Language=E&Mode=1&Parl=42&Ses=1
http://data.parl.gc.ca/widgets/v1/en/intervention/8902587


municipal / infrastructure / asset management / water
Mr. Mike Bossio (Hastings—Lennox and Addington, Lib.) Our caucus has identified three key issues that we feel are representative 
of rural Canada: first, digital infrastructure, whether it is cellular or broadband Internet; second, dedicated funding toward small rural 
communities; and third, economic investment and resources for small rural communities. 

[ . . . ]
The catalyst at that time to drive entrepreneurialism was the national dream, the railroad. It connected our towns, our communities, our 
provinces, our country to nations across the world. It increased the level of productivity and it increased accessibility for our small 
entrepreneurs to be able to sell their products and services beyond their towns and villages. We need a catalyst today that is similar to 
that. To me, digital infrastructure and economic development are those two catalysts. Digital infrastructure is important, whether it is 
providing the children of rural families with access to the Internet so that they can do their homework, or whether it is medicine being 
delivered through telemedicine facilities in remote regions, or once again, whether it is for our small entrepreneurs to be able to do their 
business beyond their front doors.

[ . . . ]
Our government is listening to individuals like Adrian Ellis and to organizations like the Eastern Ontario Regional Network or the 
Saskatchewan Association of Rural Municipalities. We have delivered $500 million toward the digital infrastructure that all of these 
organizations and individuals have been clamouring for so they are able to deliver their products and services to a market far broader 
than just hanging a shingle on their doors. Our government is listening and our government is getting the job done. We are investing 
$800 million into innovation centres, clusters, and incubation hubs, so that we can provide those skills and training, those facilitation 
services that so many of our entrepreneurs in rural areas desperately need.

Tremendous infrastructure funding challenges exist in rural areas. The application process through the small community fund 
is daunting. The small community fund today is dedicated toward municipalities that have populations of 100,000 people or less. In 
Canada, there are only 50 communities that have more than 100,000 people. There are close to 5,000 communities that have less than 
100,000 people. How does a community of 1,000 people compete with a community of 100,000 people?

One of the challenges around the application process is that these communities do not have the internal resources to fill out 
these complex applications, and they do not have the financial resources to hire professional grant writers to be able to brand these 
resources. Our government, once again, is listening to mayors, like Bernice Jenkins, when they say they are having problems putting 
their asset management plan together. Therefore, we are dedicating $50 million toward the generation of asset management plans to 
create a level playing field for small municipalities so that they are able to fill out these funding applications and once again be able to 
communicate the need that they have. At the end of day, these grants are awarded based on perceived need. If one cannot brand that 
need, then that need will not be perceived to be as high as that of someone who can brand that need.

Another part of the small community fund is the one-third, one-third, one-third: the one-third the municipality pays, the one-third 
the province pays, and the one-third the federal government pays. Once again, that is very difficult for small rural communities that have 
had highways downloaded on to them, like the mayor of Hastings Highlands, Vivian Bloom. That community has a piece of Highway 62, 
but the community had to reject the funding that it had received under the small community fund because it could not afford paying the 
one-third. Our government, under this budget, will be relaxing that criteria. Once again, it will be dependent upon the financial situation 
of a municipality and the need to get the project done. Our government is going to be able to assist them in providing a greater portion 
of that funding. 

Also, there is the problem for most communities of being shovel ready, like Deseronto, when Mayor Norm Clark needed to do 
a $7 million expansion to the water plant. The community needed to generate a $700,000 report just to be shovel ready. That was more 
than its whole budget. Once again, our government, in this budget, is relaxing that requirement.

infrastructure/ climate change
Ms. Marilyn Gladu (Sarnia—Lambton, CPC) Mr. Speaker, I am very supportive of the rural Internet funding and the infrastructure 
funding that was put toward that, as well as research and innovation. However, as the co-chair for the parliamentary rail caucus, I was 
disappointed with the budget when I saw that the high-performance rail from the southwest Ontario corridor to Quebec, which is such a 
priority and would have been such a help in terms of addressing climate change, was not even funded. There was only money for a 
study. 

municipal / infrastructure / water
Mr. Wayne Stetski (Kootenay—Columbia, NDP) Mr. Speaker, as a former mayor, I really appreciate a lot of the comments the 
member has made this morning about the needs. Certainly, we need a different formula in municipalities. That one-third, one-third, one-
third formula was really difficult for small communities. Those communities also need money up front so they can actually be shovel 
ready with their projects. A lot of them cannot afford the cost of engineering studies to be shovel ready. 

I also think we need to expand our basic definition of infrastructure. Traditionally, it has always been sewer, water, roads, and 
storm drains. I think we need to be adding dark fibre high-speed Internet as a basic piece of infrastructure in all our communities 
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moving forward. It is really important, particularly to rural areas. Also, we need to move to multi-year funding so they can actually do 
some planning. I would be interested in the member's thoughts on adding multi-year funding and dark fibre to his list of priorities.

Mr. Mike Bossio Mr. Speaker, I could not agree more. As part of the funding formula, we really need to look at whenever there is an 
infrastructure project to be done, when a road is being dug up for example, at least the conduit for fibre should be laid when that road is 
being done. The member made a great point. We need that long-term funding. That is why there is $500 million over five years. That 
does give the sustained funding. Do we need more? Absolutely. I could not agree more. I think our government recognizes that.

rail safety / infrastructure / municipal
Mr. David McGuinty (Ottawa South, Lib.) We are making huge and new investments in retirement, particularly when it comes to 
infrastructure related to seniors and seniors' housing. It is very important with an aging population. We maintained, of course, pension 
splitting to help so many senior couples meet the daily challenges of paying bills and staying afloat, living independently and with 
dignity. 

[ . . . ]
We have, of course, invested in rail safety. I am also very proud of the work going on right now, led by our Minister of Health in 
backfilling our national health accord. We are investing heavily in innovative and new clean economy measures, so that we are the 
most efficient economy in the world and the cleanest economy in the world.

Last, I would remind Canadians of the $120 billion over 10 years going into major infrastructure projects, projects that are 
determined with our local municipal partners and provinces, projects that are ready to go and will have a direct bearing on our quality of 
life, and of course create that growth that we have not seen in roughly a decade, leveraging money from both provinces and 
municipalities to enhance our lifestyle, our quality of life, and to create more jobs.

infrastructure / water / waste water
Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Leader of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.) Mr. Speaker, I 
am wondering if my colleague could speak to the genuine investments that will be made into Canada's infrastructure, and what this 
budget will do in terms of helping to build a stronger, healthier Canada through infrastructure spending. I know that he is very familiar 
with the file, and I thought that he could provide some comment on how important it is to invest in infrastructure.

Mr. David McGuinty (Ottawa South, Lib.) Mr. Speaker, infrastructure is foundational to our ability to compete. We will be having a 
debate in this House shortly about a particular motion brought by a colleague with respect to imposing some, if I can call it, green 
conditionality to backstop our infrastructure spending. We have a chance in this country to lead a race. The race is all about becoming 
the most efficient economy in the world. The German authorities know it, the American government knows it, and the Israeli government 
knows it. We're embroiled in a race, and our infrastructure investments are critical to making sure that we can compete, particularly as a 
rapidly urbanizing country, which Canada is, alongside for that matter pretty much every other nation-state in the world.

We have a real opportunity to invest in the foundational infrastructure that we need: light rail, housing, support for our seniors, 
and water and waste water systems. These assets are the pillars, the foundation, upon which we build. They provide us the support to 
go on, for example, to conquer global markets.

infrastructure
Mr. Kyle Peterson (Newmarket—Aurora, Lib.) This government has also made a clear commitment to improving the lives of seniors. 
A key element of this commitment is improving the quality of life for seniors through strengthening public pensions and increasing social 
infrastructure funding for seniors living. 

infrastructure / public transit / municipal
Ms. Leona Alleslev (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Public Services and Procurement, Lib.) The budget 
implementation act no. 1 is a critical step toward revitalizing the economy and to providing support to the middle class and creating the 
conditions for long-term growth. We would do this by making significant investments in infrastructure, with over $60 billion over the next 
10 years in public transit, green infrastructure, and social infrastructure. We would do this through the introduction of the Canada child 
benefit. We would do this by providing help to our most vulnerable seniors.

[ . . . ]
As we have committed, we would be investing in three strategic areas: public transit, green infrastructure, and social infrastru  cture  . 
Everyone in this room knows that there are significant benefits to infrastructure investments in the short, medium, and long term. Well-
planned investments in infrastructure generate economic growth, create jobs, and leave a lasting legacy for Canadians. Infrastructure is 
the foundation that shapes our communities making them more liveable and sustainable, and providing the places where we want to 
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live, work, and play.
Our infrastructure investments must be made strategically, collaboratively, and with a long-term vision. They need to focus on 

projects that are not only shovel-ready, but also shovel-worthy. All orders of government have a role to play in building strong 
communities and a strong country. The Minister of Infrastructure and Communities worked collaboratively with government partners and 
indigenous communities, as well as stakeholder and municipal association partners. Thanks to their input and their work, we have an 
infrastructure plan that would support the long-term and short-term needs of the country. As we implement the short-term aspects of 
this plan, it would be through collaboration with these same partners that we would be successful at rehabilitating, recapitalizing, and 
renewing the infrastructure we have.

By focusing on repairing our existing infrastructure, we can fix what we have now instead of delaying and paying more to fix it 
later. These investments are critically important to improving the lives of middle-class Canadians. They would make it easier to get 
around our country, to find jobs, and to build a future. However, it is far from the only thing we would do to help the middle class.

[ . . . ]
We have a significant infrastructure deficit in this country. Without having that foundation, many large and small corporations are 
choosing not to grow and expand in our country. What that means is we are losing jobs, and we are not benefiting from any kind of 
opportunity going forward.

By investing in infrastructure, we are ensuring that there is a strong foundation, not only immediately in the short term by 
creating jobs for those people who are going to provide that infrastructure, but for the mid and long terms by creating an environment 
where companies are going to want to come to Canada to grow and expand their businesses.

infrastructure
Mr. Alupa Clarke (Beauport—Limoilou, CPC) In light of Canada's current economic climate, the Liberal government's plan to run 
large deficits over many years is unjustified. Unfortunately, the government is essentially handing out money that has been borrowed 
instead of earned. Furthermore, the government is breaking a number of its election promises, and we are just a few months in. This is 
surprising, since some of these promises were key planks in the Liberal platform. First, there was the promise to restrict deficit spending 
to a maximum of $10billion, which has changed. I would remind members that the deficit spending was supposed to be used to invest 
in infrastructure, not to subsidize new recurring programs.

TPP
Mr. Jamie Schmale (Haliburton—Kawartha Lakes—Brock, CPC) Our previous government was responsible for signing trade 
agreements right across the globe. I was very pleased to see that the Liberal government is continuing our work and expanding access 
to markets all across the world. This will be good for Canadian businesses, absolutely. I hope that the government ratifies the TPP and 
continues to help Canadians from coast to coast to coast. Trade agreements like the TPP will give Canadians access to about 800 
million potential new customers. These types of agreements are crucial in ridings like mine.

Mr. Jamie Schmale (Haliburton—Kawartha Lakes—Brock, CPC) The budget has no plans to improve the movement of grain, and 
the Liberals have delayed ratifying the Trans-Pacific partnership. When a budget ignores agriculture, it ignores a huge portion of 
Canadians.

Question Period

search and rescue / emergency preparedness
Ms. Rachel Blaney (North Island—Powell River, NDP) Mr. Speaker, the government will shut down the Comox marine 
communications and traffic services centre on May 10. However, the fisheries committee heard alarming testimony demonstrating real 
concerns for safety, and the B.C. Minister of State for Emergency Preparedness seems to agree. She wrote to the fisheries minister 
sharing her concerns on closing the Comox centre, because it is critical to B.C. emergency preparedness plans. Will the minister listen 
to his B.C. colleague, to witness testimony, and to concerned parliamentarians and keep the Comox centre open?

Hon. Hunter Tootoo (Minister of Fisheries, Oceans and the Canadian Coast Guard, Lib.) Mr. Speaker, I am very pleased that the 
Standing Committee on Fisheries and Oceans has recognized that marine safety remains a top priority, even with the consolidation of 
Comox. I am in receipt of the letter that the member referenced, and I would like to quote from it. The Minister of State for Emergency 
Preparedness said: The Province values the cooperative and beneficial relationship we have with the Canadian Coast Guard and its  
staff who work hard to keep our residents and waterways safe.



investments in search and rescue capabilities
Mr. Marc Miller (Ville-Marie—Le Sud-Ouest—Île-des-Soeurs, Lib.) Mr. Speaker, the purpose of the technology demonstration 
program is to encourage early-stage research and development and promote collaborative efforts among firms, universities, and 
research institutions. This type of initiative is critically important for growing the economy in the 21st century. Can the Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Minister of Innovation, Science and Economic Development tell the House about the benefits of this program?

Mr. Greg Fergus (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Innovation, Science and Economic Development, Lib.) Mr. Speaker, 
I thank my colleague from Ville-Marie—Le Sud-Ouest—Île-des-Soeurs for his question. Yesterday, the Minister of Innovation, Science 
and Economic Development went to Sainte-Anne-de-Bellevue to announce a $54-million contribution to MDA Systems Ltd. in Montreal. 
This support will help MDA and its partners develop and test next-generation satellite technologies, which will lead to better radar and 
search and rescue capabilities, faster data transmission, and improved cloud-based data processing capabilities.

Environment / abandoned vessels / local communities 
Ms. Sheila Malcolmson (Nanaimo—Ladysmith, NDP) Mr. Speaker, the feds towed the vessel Silver King from one riding to mine a 
month ago. Now it is rotting right off Ladysmith's community dock, and dozens of abandoned vessels cram the harbour already. Local 
business, Ladysmith council, and the Stz'uminus First Nation all warn that this will harm the local community and economy. This is a 
growing issue for our coast, yet the government is shuffling the problem from one community to another. When will the government 
remove abandoned vessels from Ladysmith's harbour?

Hon. Hunter Tootoo (Minister of Fisheries, Oceans and the Canadian Coast Guard, Lib.) Mr. Speaker, when that vessel was 
reported, the Coast Guard was deployed to respond to a pollution threat by the Silver King. It began pumping water from the vessel and 
concluded that the vessel was no longer seaworthy and was beyond repair. It moved the vessel to a different location, and prior to 
deconstruction scheduled for later this month, the vessel will be cleaned and hazardous materials and potential pollutants will be 
removed.

Canada Post
Mr. Matthew Dubé (Beloeil—Chambly, NDP) Mr. Speaker, first the Prime Minister promised to restore home mail delivery, then the 
Prime Minister bizarrely accused the NDP of fabricating the quote. The problem for him is that we actually have it on tape. Now we 
learn that one of the four people appointed to the government's new task force sits on the board of Shoppers Drug Mart, a company 
with direct financial interests in postal services. There is a term for this and one the Liberals are quite familiar with, and it is conflict of 
interest. Will the minister agree to replace the member on her hand-picked task force for Canada Post?

Ms. Leona Alleslev (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Public Services and Procurement, Lib.) Mr. Speaker, it is as 
simple as this. It was a promise made and a promise kept. Our party committed during the campaign to undertake a review to ensure 
that Canadians receive quality postal services at a reasonable price, and yesterday we did just that. The four-person independent task 
force will prepare a discussion paper that will present viable options for Canada Post services. Canadians are at the centre of the 
decisions we make. I encourage all members to get involved in this process.

Mr. Matthew Dubé (Beloeil—Chambly, NDP) Mr. Speaker, the only review that is needed is of the tape of the Prime Minister 
promising to restore home mail delivery. Summer is just around the corner, but we cannot help but notice that the Prime Minister's 
sunny ways have gone out the window. During the election campaign, the Prime Minister said, and I quote,“We are committed to 
restoring home mail delivery. People expect a certain level of service and we are going to deliver it.” Once he took office, all of that 
changed, and now everything is on the table. In other words, we can say goodbye to home mail delivery. Is the Prime Minister not 
ashamed of misleading Canadians and breaking an election promise?

Ms. Leona Alleslev (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Public Services and Procurement, Lib.) Mr. Speaker, it is this 
government's job to ensure that we have an open and transparent and independent review to ensure that Canadians are receiving the 
services they need from Canada Post at a reasonable price. The four-person independent task force will prepare a discussion paper 
and present all of the viable options for Canada Post. Following that, a parliamentary committee will engage with Canadians from coast 
to coast to coast on this important question and will report back by the end of the year. This is an important review, and it will be one 
that we hope all members of the House and all Canadians will be proud to take part in.

Marijuana
Mr. Harold Albrecht (Kitchener—Conestoga, CPC) Mr. Speaker, due to the legal uncertainty created by the Liberal promise to 
legalize marijuana, grow ops are sprouting up in my riding. This is causing significant health concerns, especially for our children. Could 



the minister explain exactly how the Liberals plan to keep this product out of the hands of children when it could be available on every 
street corner?

Mr. Bill Blair (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada, Lib.) Mr. Speaker, our 
government has been very clear that we intend to introduce a comprehensive and responsible framework of regulation for the strict 
control of marijuana in its production, its distribution, and its consumption. Our intent in these regulations will be to keep it away from 
children, to prevent organized crime from continuing to profit from it, to make our communities safe, and to assure the health of all 
Canadians. To that end, we will shortly be announcing a task force, which will have expertise from the legal community, the health 
community, and the law enforcement community to enable the government to move forward and to ensure that—

Mr. Harold Albrecht (Kitchener—Conestoga, CPC) Mr. Speaker, Colorado has had legalized marijuana for over a year now, and we 
have started to see the statistics that show the dangers of its decision. According to Reuters, over 40 children were taken to a poison 
control centre after they picked up colourful sweets laced with strong doses of marijuana that their parents had left lying around. The 
government has said it wants to protect children through legalizing marijuana. Could the Minister of Health explain exactly how she 
plans to do that?

Mr. Bill Blair (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada, Lib.) Mr. Speaker, the question 
from the member opposite illustrates precisely the reason this government feels it is so necessary to change the current regime for the 
control of marijuana and replace it with something far more comprehensive, far more responsible, and quite frankly, far more effective.
We believe that through strict regulation we will be able to restrict access to children by being able to control the manner in which 
marijuana is retailed and consumed in this country. We can do a far better job than the current criminal sanction.

environment / climate change
Mr. John Brassard (Barrie—Innisfil, CPC) Mr. Speaker, Anna Gainey is the president of the Liberal Party. She is not a 
parliamentarian. She is not a cabinet minister. She is not even a diplomat. She does not have a thing to do with the business of the 
government, or at least she is not supposed to. Therefore, why did the Prime Minister think it appropriate to give special access in 
Washington to Liberal insiders, like Ms. Gainey? 

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Leader of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.) Mr. Speaker, if 
I may just emphasize how important this was. This was in fact the first official visit to the United States of a Canadian Prime Minister 
since 1997. If we look at what was actually accomplished, the Canadian delegation engaged our American counterparts on many files, 
including climate change, environment and energy, international security, defence co-operation, the global coalition against ISIL, border 
co-operation, and trade and commercial relationships. There was a lot of good work done on behalf of all Canadians. 

environment / climate change
Mr. Jacques Gourde (Lévis—Lotbinière, CPC) Mr. Speaker, out of 36 million Canadians, only the members opposite think this 
extravagance is normal. To mere mortals, it makes no sense to bring Liberal Party employees on an official trip. They have nothing to 
do with the administration of government. Can the government explain to Canadians what official role the Liberal Party's chief revenue 
officer, Stephen Bronfman, played within the Canadian delegation?

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Leader of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.) Mr. Speaker, 
let me emphasize the benefits of that particular trip. The Canadian delegation engaged our American counterparts on many different 
files, whether it was dealing with the issue of climate change, environment and energy, international security, defence co-operation, the 
global coalition against ISIL, border co-operation, or trade and commercial relations. 

environment / climate change
Mr. Joël Godin (Portneuf—Jacques-Cartier, CPC) Mr. Speaker, I would like them to listen to the question. We are having a great deal 
of difficulty getting answers from the government this morning, just like all the other mornings. The reason is quite simple: there is no 
good answer. We will give them another chance. We know what the prime minister does when he is on an official trip. However, what 
were the president of the Liberal Party of Canada, the chief revenue officer, and the Prime Minister's in-laws doing during this trip? 

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Leader of the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.) Mr. Speaker, it 
is not my fault that the member does not like the answer per se. I believe Canadians should be first of mind, and at the end of day I 
believe that they recognize the value of that particular trip. The Canadian delegation engaged our American counterparts on many 
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different files. As I indicated, that included climate change, environment and energy, international security, defence co-operation, the 
global coalition against ISIL, border co-operation, and trade and—

environment
Mr. Randy Hoback (Prince Albert, CPC) Mr. Speaker, Saskatchewan's economy continues to suffer under the Liberals. Job numbers 
today show job losses in April and another 200 jobs were lost again this past week in Regina. The member for Regina—Wascana failed 
to protect the 200 steelworkers at Regina's Evraz facility who were laid off this week. The Liberals have created a toxic investment 
climate in Canada and are showing that Canada is closed for business. When are they going to start supporting the Canadian energy 
industry so that workers and other Canadians can get back to work?

Ms. Kim Rudd (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Natural Resources, Lib.) Mr. Speaker, as we have said many times in 
the House, the job of our government is to get our natural resources to market. We will continue to work with the National Energy Board 
in providing the resources it requires to ensure that we have a fulsome and comprehensive review of all major projects that ensures that 
we are protecting our environment while growing our economy. 

Routine proceedings – Tabling of Documents

Hon. Catherine McKenna (Minister of Environment and Climate Change, Lib.) Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Minister of Foreign 
Affairs and pursuant to Standing Order 32(2), I have the honour to table, in both official languages, the treaty entitled “Paris Agreement 
under the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change”, signed in New York on April 22, 2016. An explanatory 
memorandum is included with the treaty. 

Ms. Leona Alleslev (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Public Services and Procurement, Lib.) Mr. Speaker, under 
section 150 of the Financial Administration Act, I am pleased to table, in both official languages, the Canada Post Corporation 2015 
Annual Report.


