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● (1600)

[English]
The Chair (Hon. John McKay (Scarborough—Guildwood,

Lib.)): I call the meeting back to order.

I am assuming Mr. Bezan wishes to speak to his motion.

Mr. Bezan, go ahead, please.
Mr. James Bezan (Selkirk—Interlake—Eastman, CPC):

Thank you, Mr. Chair.

I will move the motion. Do you wish me to read it into the
record? It has been circulated and it is quite lengthy.

The Chair: It's in both official languages, so I don't think so.
Mr. James Bezan: We're good to go.

I know work on this has already been started. There's a similar
study at the government operations committee, but I believe we al‐
so need to find out exactly what McKinsey consultants have been
doing on the defence file and how many millions of dollars have
been spent on procuring their services, often through single-source
contracts.

This is an organization that has been charged with corruption in
South Africa and that has been tied to the opioid crisis. There has
been scathing report after scathing report. Of course, Mr. Barton, as
our former ambassador to China, is a close personal friend of the
Prime Minister, and because of these connections, McKinsey now
has an open-ended contract that was signed in 2019 and goes right
until 2100. We're talking about an 81-year open contract that could
really impact not just taxpayers but the operations of the Govern‐
ment of Canada.

I think it is important that we get as much documentation as pos‐
sible. This isn't about opening up a study at this point in time. This
is about looking at the documents as to what contracts have been
given, how this could possibly impact national security, what
they've been doing on national defence and how those dollars could
possibly be better spent on supporting the Canadian Armed Forces.

In the interest of time, I'll leave my comments at that.
The Chair: I recognize Ms. Mathyssen.
Ms. Lindsay Mathyssen (London—Fanshawe, NDP): Thank

you, Mr. Chair.

I'll support this motion, but I would like to make what I hope are
friendly amendments to it.

In paragraph a., after “and the Canadian Armed Forces”, add
“and all special operating agencies therein”.

In paragraph b., it's exactly the same thing, “and all special oper‐
ating agencies therein”, again after “and the Canadian Armed
Forces”, four lines down.

Then I have another amendment I would like to make.

The Chair: Okay.

Do you want to move both at the same time, or do you want to
have a debate on what is essentially the same motion?

Ms. Lindsay Mathyssen: I could do both at the same time, I
think.

Thank you.

The Chair: Okay.

Obviously we have to debate your amendment first, so we need
the wording so it will be properly in front of the committee.

Could you tell the clerk that so that we can all have an under‐
standing of what you just said?

Ms. Lindsay Mathyssen: Okay.

The Clerk of the Committee (Mr. Andrew Wilson): I just want
to make sure I have the correct wording.

The Chair: Okay. Can you read it back so that she—

The Clerk: What I am saying is that I missed it.

It's “and all...”?

Ms. Lindsay Mathyssen: It's “and all special operating agencies
therein”.

The Chair: You have the line properly?

The Clerk: Yes, and it's the same in paragraph b. Okay.

The Chair: Are there any other comments you wish to make, at
least on that particular amendment?

Is there any debate on the amendment?

(Amendment agreed to [See Minutes of Proceedings])

The Chair: You have a second amendment.
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Ms. Lindsay Mathyssen: In addition to reference to McKinsey
& Company, I would like to add an investigation or the request also
for Deloitte, PricewaterhouseCoopers, Accenture, KPMG and Ernst
& Young. That's it.

The Chair: That's PricewaterhouseCoopers, Deloitte, Ernst &
Young and who else...?

Ms. Lindsay Mathyssen: It's Accenture and KPMG.
The Chair: Okay.

Do you have that?
The Clerk: Yes.
The Chair: That amendment is properly before us.

Is there debate?

An hon. member: Mr. Chair, I would just like an opportunity to
understand the implications of these amendments.

I am wondering if we can suspend for a few minutes.

The Chair: I suppose we can suspend for a minute or two to
think about what it is we're being asked to do here.

Is there any objection to a suspension for a minute or two? We
are suspended.
● (1600)

_____________________(Pause)_____________________

● (1605)

The Chair: We are ready to resume.

Everyone has heard the terms of the amendment. We'll resume
debate.

Is there any debate on the amendment?
Mr. James Bezan: I'll just say that I'm fine with adding on the

other contracts to ensure that they're all in proper order, but we do
know that the McKinsey contracts are of particular interest. They
have grown exponentially during the last several years under this
government. We know that there is a personal relationship between
the Prime Minister and Dominic Barton, along with a personal rela‐
tionship with the Minister of Finance, Chrystia Freeland. We've al‐
ready found out, in just the last week, that the number is over $100
million in contracts. It's $116 million, and I expect that this number
will continue to grow.

Again, it speaks to the fact that Liberal insiders continue to profit
from this government while Canadians continue to hurt with rising
inflation and high interest rates because of the mismanagement of
the current administration.

Finally, I believe these dollars would be better invested in the
Canadian Armed Forces than given to a consulting company based
in New York.

The Chair: Bryan is next, followed by Lindsay and then Jen‐
nifer.

Mr. Bryan May (Cambridge, Lib.): I'll actually defer to Lind‐
say, because my question is around the purpose of expanding this.
I'm curious as to why we're wanting to add these other contracts to

this particular motion, given the work that's been done already with
OGGO.

I will defer to Lindsay.
Ms. Lindsay Mathyssen: Thank you.

The companies that I've listed are actually from a piece of infor‐
mation that was given to OGGO, stating that in fact....

I understand that McKinsey & Company is of course in the spot‐
light at this moment. However, it is one of the smallest in terms of
federal government contracts and expenditures. I have listed them
in the order of the largeness or the size of those contracts, and at the
end is McKinsey & Company. That's why I think it's important, as
we look at the validation of those contracts and what's been hap‐
pening, that we start to take a look at all of them, if that's truly in
question.
● (1610)

The Chair: Go ahead, Ms. O'Connell.
Ms. Jennifer O'Connell (Pickering—Uxbridge, Lib.): Thank

you, Mr. Chair.

I'm going to move an amendment here as well on the main mo‐
tion, if Ms. Mathyssen's amendment is approved.

I would make the motion to amend—
The Chair: Hang on.

Mr. Bezan, you have a point of order.
Mr. James Bezan: Yes. I think we have to deal with the amend‐

ment at hand before—
Ms. Jennifer O'Connell: I'm making an amendment to this

amendment. As well, I'm letting you know that I'll make the
same—

The Chair: She can amend an amendment.
Mr. James Bezan: It's a subamendment.
The Chair: Yes.
Mr. James Bezan: Okay.
Ms. Jennifer O'Connell: I'm going to move that the contracts, if

this amendment is approved, be included from March 2006. I'd re‐
ally be interested to see.... If we want a wholesome picture of con‐
tracts in the Canadian government, then I think it's important that
we go back to March 2006 and we just see whose buddies really
are...and who's cozying up to who.

Mr. Chair, I really hope I have support for a wholesome look at
March 2006 for this information.

I'd also like to ask for a recorded vote.
The Chair: I think you mean a “fulsome” report rather than a

“wholesome” one.
Ms. Jennifer O'Connell: Thank you.
The Chair: Okay. That subamendment is properly before us.

That's the focus of the debate at this point.

Is there any comment on the motion by Ms. O'Connell?
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Yes, James.
Mr. James Bezan: I think most of this is on the public record.

We know that during the Conservative time, the contracting that
was happening under the Chrétien and Paul Martin governments
fell dramatically under the Conservative government of Stephen
Harper. That's public information. You can easily look at the num‐
bers.

We also know that the McKinsey contract that was in place actu‐
ally went to nil by the time we hit 2014. I'd also say that we know
that, under this current government, spending has doubled on con‐
sulting contracts.

I have nothing to hide here. Most of this is public information. I
hope it's not just a make-work project for those who have to come
forward with all the records.

The Chair: Is there any other wish to debate? Does anybody
want to go back to Laurier or Macdonald...?

Voices: Oh, oh!

The Chair: Is the subamendment before us understood by every‐
one?

Those in favour of the subamendment indicate by a show of
hands—

Ms. Jennifer O'Connell: I asked for a recorded vote.
The Chair: Okay. Go ahead, Mr. Clerk.

(Subamendment agreed to: yeas 11; nays 0 [See Minutes of Pro‐
ceedings])

The Chair: We have an outbreak of love.

The amendment as amended is now up for debate. Is there any
debate on the amendment as amended?

We will vote on the amendment as amended.

(Amendment as amended agreed to [See Minutes of Proceed‐
ings])

The Chair: It passes unanimously. The motion is now amended.
That is where we're at.

Go ahead, Ms. Normandin.

[Translation]
Ms. Christine Normandin (Saint-Jean, BQ): Mr. Chair, I'd like

to move a motion to adjourn debate on the motion.

I think it's important that we debate it at some point, but it's also
being debated more broadly at the Standing Committee on Govern‐
ment Operations and Estimates. Everything we're asking for is al‐
ready included in the motion that is currently being discussed by
the Standing Committee on Government Operations and Estimates.
I think it's appropriate to give that committee the time to do its
work. Then we could come back to the motion we have before us.

If the work done by the Standing Committee on Government Op‐
erations and Estimates isn't making sufficient progress or if we
have additional questions, we can work on it, but let's wait until we
know more about the work that committee is doing. This will pre‐
vent us from working in a compartmentalized fashion and going off
in all directions.

The Standing Committee on Government Operations and Esti‐
mates is already doing exceptional and extensive work. I'd like to
see what comes out of that before we debate this motion. It's a mo‐
tion I want to support, but its content may not be complete yet. We
may have information from another committee. Once we have that
information, we can review the motion before us and add to it.
● (1615)

[English]
The Chair: That's a dilatory, non-debatable motion, so I'll put it

to the committee.

An hon. member: I'd like a recorded vote.

The Chair: We will do a recorded vote.

An hon. member: Is this a motion to adjourn?

The Chair: Yes.

(Motion agreed to: yeas 7; nays 4)
The Chair: That exhausts that particular motion. We will go

back in camera.

We are suspended.

[Proceedings continue in camera]

 







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

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

SPEAKER’S PERMISSION PERMISSION DU PRÉSIDENT
The proceedings of the House of Commons and its commit‐
tees are hereby made available to provide greater public ac‐
cess. The parliamentary privilege of the House of Commons
to control the publication and broadcast of the proceedings of
the House of Commons and its committees is nonetheless re‐
served. All copyrights therein are also reserved.

Les délibérations de la Chambre des communes et de ses
comités sont mises à la disposition du public pour mieux le
renseigner. La Chambre conserve néanmoins son privilège
parlementaire de contrôler la publication et la diffusion des
délibérations et elle possède tous les droits d’auteur sur
celles-ci.

Reproduction of the proceedings of the House of Commons
and its committees, in whole or in part and in any medium,
is hereby permitted provided that the reproduction is accu‐
rate and is not presented as official. This permission does not
extend to reproduction, distribution or use for commercial
purpose of financial gain. Reproduction or use outside this
permission or without authorization may be treated as copy‐
right infringement in accordance with the Copyright Act. Au‐
thorization may be obtained on written application to the Of‐
fice of the Speaker of the House of Commons.

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

Reproduction in accordance with this permission does not
constitute publication under the authority of the House of
Commons. The absolute privilege that applies to the proceed‐
ings of the House of Commons does not extend to these per‐
mitted reproductions. Where a reproduction includes briefs
to a committee of the House of Commons, authorization for
reproduction may be required from the authors in accor‐
dance with the Copyright Act.

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

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

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

Also available on the House of Commons website at the
following address: https://www.ourcommons.ca

Aussi disponible sur le site Web de la Chambre des
communes à l’adresse suivante :

https://www.noscommunes.ca


