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Hon. Yonah Martin (Deputy Leader of the Opposition):
Honourable senators, I rise to add a few more comments to this
very important debate before our vote on the message from the
house.

I was very disappointed at the message regarding the number of
amendments that were rejected. I know the talking points say of
45 amendments, this many were accepted, but really, the vast
majority of the amendments that the government accepted were
their own technical amendments that were introduced by Senator
Dean at committee.

If the third reading debate is any indication of the kind of
sloppiness that we will continue to see, the final technical
amendment that Senator Mitchell moved in the chamber had an
error. Had Senator Seidman not pointed out this error, a missing ‘‘s’’
in a word— because it is all about the exactness of our language—
and the punctuation mark, had we not included and corrected them,
would have potentially excluded our chamber from being part of the
review and reporting process.

This is what happened at third reading. We now see that all this
work that our chamber has done, all the incredible work that the
sponsor, the critics, the committee chairs, deputy chairs and every
single one of us that participated in the seven-month-long process,
was almost entirely rejected by the government.

It’s deeply disappointing to me to rise today to share my
frustration at this point, wondering whether or not any of that will
make a difference.

But as the vote looms before us, I thought of one missing voice,
a smaller voice, from this debate. On behalf of the municipalities
and the concerns that were raised by them, just as Senator Carignan
spoke about the importance of the provincial jurisdiction and why
we supported the amendment — and why I supported that
amendment — I want to remind senators of the voices around
the table. There were not as many as we had hoped, but for
municipalities and one jurisdiction in my province, and a councillor
who continues to message me asking if there is anything else we can
do, today, I need to say these words to remind senators of the
concerns raised by our municipal councillors and mayors.

In the City of Richmond, B.C., Councillor Au was one of the
witnesses called by the Social Affairs Committee. These are his
words. He broke down the municipalities’ concerns into five
major issues, and the first one is home cultivation:

We are concerned that the bill as is will allow people to grow
marijuana at home. In our assessment of the situation, we
think this is not enforceable and will defeat the original stated
purpose of Bill C-45, which is to protect young people from
having access to marijuana.

The second concern is about the age of possession:

We noticed in all provinces not one of them would suggest
that we should allow minors under the age of 18 to have
possession.

I realize that has been addressed in the rejection of one of the
amendments.

He continued:

The third concern we have is the readiness of law
enforcement institutions to implement the law or the
regulations. We have heard a lot from other cities and
across the country that we are not ready. We don’t have the
resources, the training, the tools or the manpower to carry out
enforcement once this legislation is passed and enforce it
[in the] fall or this summer. . . .

The two other comments I would like to make is that we
are opposed to using farmland for the production of
marijuana. . . .

Finally, regarding costs, we have heard from different
sources that it will be a huge cost for municipal governments
to implement or regulate the legislation.

The concerns raised by Councillor Au are similar to concerns
raised by municipalities across the country. During the study,
Matt Zabloski from the City of Calgary said:

As the realm of personal production expands and
individuals are able to grow their own cannabis, city staff
have serious concerns over potential health implications and
resources required to regulate non-commercial growing.

Bill Karsten, a councillor from Halifax, had this to say:

Senators, we need new financial tools to get this done.
We appreciate — very much, in fact — that the federal
government has committed $81 million to support
municipalities in training police for the new regime. That
$81 million, however, from our vantage point, is only a drop
in the bucket.

Colleagues, the legislation we are discussing will off-load the
responsibility of federal legislation to the provinces, and then to
the municipalities, but has neglected to listen to the advice of the
same people who will be responsible for enforcing the bill.
Municipalities are concerned. We know provinces are concerned.
And we should all be concerned.

The government claims this bill will protect our youth from
having greater access to cannabis, but we know it will not protect
youth. With the legal age being set in certain provinces at 18, high
school students will especially be at risk for greater access.

Senator Seidman’s amendment prohibiting brand stretching,
had it been accepted, would have provided some protection to
minors from unnecessarily being exposed to marketing by
marijuana companies.
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I saw one such example even before legalization, and the logo
was very attractive. The bags were multipurpose, so we can
imagine the kind of exposure that our minors, our children, across
our country will be exposed to.

We know that there is a problem with workplace safety. Recently
there was an announcement by the Canadian military about the
adjustments they may make, but I sat next to commanding officers
at a regimental dinner who said, ‘‘We have had a zero tolerance
policy, and I’m sure that will continue.’’ So when I saw the recent
report, what could happen in workplaces concerned me but also for
the Canadian military, and what they are operating with at the best
of times, and how important it will be to monitor carefully. But in
a place with a zero tolerance culture, I think it’s going to be quite
an adjustment.

So despite the government’s assurances — I know I have raised
this before — Senator Massicotte asked the question to Senator
Harder about where the evidence is that legalizing marijuana and
having a legal market will reduce the contraband or illegal black
market. We know the infrastructure is there, and I believe that will
be used to ensure that the black market is alive and growing.
Otherwise, how can we explain that suddenly, without legalization,
certain companies have announced that they are going to be
tripling or making their companies 10 times larger by the end of
this year? Where is all of this cannabis going?

Canada will become the second country in the entire world, for
a federal jurisdiction, to legalize cannabis. I guess we’re going to
become exporters to the world. That is not something that I want
to see or support.

I have expressed before that the criminalization of marijuana has
not worked, and we must address that. That should be our urgent
focus, rather than opening up the entire nation to a legalized
marijuana market without having seen at least the details of the
regulations as well as assurances of preparation to ensure that
Canadians, societies and municipalities are ready for what is about
to happen. I foresee a lot of gaps in the overall system in the first
five years, and we should all be very concerned.

As the vote on this message from the house is before us, I urge
honourable senators once again to carefully think about what we
are voting on. I know that I will be voting against the message,
which in essence reminds us that all the work we had done had been
in vain, because most of it was rejected. Most of the amendments
that the government accepted were their own technical amendments
to errors that they had made in the drafting of the original bill.

I urge all honourable senators to carefully vote in this final vote
on the message from the house and reject that message. Thank you.
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