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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 
OF ONTARIO 

ASSEMBLÉE LÉGISLATIVE 
DE L’ONTARIO 

 Monday 16 November 2020 Lundi 16 novembre 2020 

Report continued from volume A. 

MOVING ONTARIO FAMILY LAW 
FORWARD ACT, 2020 

LOI DE 2020 FAISANT AVANCER 
LE DROIT DE LA FAMILLE EN ONTARIO 

Continuation of debate on the motion for third reading 
of the following bill: 

Bill 207, An Act to amend the Children’s Law Reform 
Act, the Courts of Justice Act, the Family Law Act and 
other Acts respecting various family law matters / Projet 
de loi 207, Loi modifiant la Loi portant réforme du droit 
de l’enfance, la Loi sur les tribunaux judiciaires, la Loi sur 
le droit de la famille et d’autres lois en ce qui concerne 
diverses questions de droit de la famille. 

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Lisa Gretzky): Further 
debate? 

Ms. Laura Mae Lindo: I’m very grateful to stand in 
this House and speak about Bill 207, but I have to say I am 
also very frustrated. There was an opportunity with this 
bill to actually go further. Instead of doing that and 
ensuring that supports that address some of the root causes 
of the issues that we have in family law are actually 
addressed, the government has seen fit to just take like a 
baby step, and then they’ve spent the entire time during 
these debates talking about different organizations that are 
happy with the baby step, without telling the public that 
they wish there was more. People want there to be a robust 
change to the Family Court system, and I can’t help but 
bring the frustration of the people in Kitchener Centre into 
this debate. 

As my colleague from Kingston and the Islands 
mentioned, as a new MPP it took very little time to realize 
that the majority of the cases that came into my office 
involved the Family Responsibility Office. They involved 
families trying to navigate the Family Law Act, and it 
involved a lot of people who did not have access to legal 
representation. I would often have to direct them to FLIC. 
They would go and they would speak to somebody who 
was part of the family law information centres. There, they 
would get 20 minutes to speak about a case that was 
plaguing them, a case that was impacting their families, 
their children, their livelihood—20 minutes and a flyer. 
Oftentimes, in order to get the 20 minutes, they had to sit 
in the courthouse for four hours, if not more, just to get 
access. The reason for that isn’t because there was a 
problem with the legal aid lawyers that were trying to 
provide them with support, but because legal aid was cut 
by this government. They cut the funding for the legal aid 

representatives that were working in all of these wonderful 
spaces that they claim to be investing in. 

I cannot help but be frustrated for the families in 
Kitchener Centre and, to be honest, the families across the 
province who are going to now have to listen to the 
government make up reasons about how they’re investing 
in these families and making everything easier when 
actual Ontario residents will not be able to access the stuff 
that they say they’re investing in, because without the 
actual legal aid support, without actual access to legal 
representation, they won’t get to mediation. They won’t 
get in front of a judge. They won’t be able to actually get 
to the space where they will be able to finally get them-
selves onto a healing journey for themselves, for their part-
ners, for their children, for their entire families. 

If we’re going to have this debate, then we need to talk 
about the things that, apparently, the government had no 
interest in speaking about in the summer of 2019. In the 
summer of 2019, when they held their consultations, they 
stated that submissions were not to consider the expansion 
of the unified Family Court system or the level of funding 
provided to legal aid. They literally started off their 
consultations saying to families, “Don’t talk to us about 
what’s actually happening to you.” That’s what they said. 
I don’t understand how they can now be so proud of taking 
a baby step. So I’m going to buck the system and talk 
about that. 

We’re going to spend some time talking about the 
importance of having access to legal aid representation. 
When somebody is going through an issue in their family 
where their marriage or common-law relationship is 
coming to an end, they are stressed. As my other colleague 
had said in earlier debates, they might have experienced 
violence in the family. They might be navigating intimate 
partner violence. No matter what the situation is, that 
amount of stress is something that we have to take 
seriously. To add to it that we’re no longer going to be 
giving them robust access to legal aid to help them so that 
their finances don’t end up standing in the way of them 
being able to resolve the issues that they are having in their 
home is literally a slap in the face. 

I think it’s really important for us to pay attention to 
how the legislation that we are putting in this House, that 
we’re debating in the House, is actually going to impact 
the real everyday Ontarians on the ground who are having 
to rely on this system. We have an opportunity to actually 
address something that we know is happening across the 
province. 

A lot of people have been reporting more divorce, more 
separation during the pandemic. There is an opportunity to 
actually ensure the systems that they are going to have to 
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rely on will be there for them to help them navigate that, 
not with a pamphlet or a flyer, but with people that have 
the expertise needed to navigate the Family Law Act. No 
matter how simple you make it, the click of a button on the 
Internet does not mean that everybody will have access to 
it. And flyers, pamphlets, small 20-minute sessions that 
are then just leaving you on your own to fend for yourself 
are insufficient. 

I can’t go back to Kitchener Centre to the residents 
there who come to my office and ask about needing to get 
help for arrears for child support and tell them that 
anything in this particular bill is going to actually help 
them navigate that process in a real way. I want to be able 
to tell them that the government is working for them. I do. 
Because who wants to go home and tell constituents that 
they’re out of luck? I want to be able to say to them that 
the government has been listening and that the government 
is reversing their decision to cut legal aid, and especially 
specialty clinics. 
1750 

Somebody who navigates domestic violence or intim-
ate partner violence—not every single lawyer has the 
understanding, the training or the education required to 
understand the nuance of how domestic violence actually 
functions. They don’t necessarily know what signs to look 
for. They don’t know how to navigate and, most import-
antly, they don’t know how to provide the care, support 
and love that somebody who is a victim of domestic 
violence needs to navigate not just the system, but the 
realities of what they’re going through. 

If we really want to help people, it’s fantastic to change 
some technical things to make sure that we try and clarify 
some of the processes and make sure that we use more 
modern language, but I can guarantee that the people of 
Kitchener Centre want investment in legal aid. That’s what 
they want. They don’t care what you’re going to call the 
things, as long as there is a lawyer that they have access to 
who will be able to help them navigate. 

Because do you know who the lawyers are? The law-
yers. The lawyers are not supposed to be the residents of 
Kitchener Centre who are navigating the Family Law Act. 
The lawyers are the ones that have that specialty, etc., and 
if we actually invested in legal aid, then we would be able 
to ensure that everybody had access to what they needed 
to, again, get on to this healing journey. 

I think it’s fascinating that we have people, experts, that 
have said to us, “The bill, okay, it’s a baby step, but there 
are things that are missing.” There are things like proper 
funding for legal aid, flexible assistance for family liti-
gants to help them navigate the process. There is a need 
for a mandatory requirement for mediation, so that we try 
and keep people out of the court system. That one is 
actually really important, given that we are in a pandemic. 
Courts, in many places, had to shut down during the 
pandemic, so there’s a backlog in the courts at this point. 

We should be doing things that would make sure that 
people can navigate the system and get the help that they 
need in a way that actually is helpful for everybody, but 
we can’t do that if instead of actually listening to each 
other and trying to make the legislation that we pass in the 

House better for Ontarians, we’re going to celebrate baby 
steps. 

When are we going to open up this bill again? When are 
we going to open up this act? When are we going to have 
an opportunity to make it better? Why can’t we just do it 
now? We’re all here; we may as well. I think it’s really, 
really important for us to take advantage of this opportun-
ity to actually make the legislation better so that we have 
people that feel that they are supported. 

When I started this debate, I mentioned that some 
people are sitting at the FLIC for over four hours. That’s a 
real example. I actually in my riding had somebody who 
was navigating a number of issues and they needed to have 
access to some kind of help to support them to navigate 
the system. They had to sit for four hours—more than four 
hours—to try and speak to somebody for 20 minutes. 

I also had other residents of Kitchener Centre who went 
there for help and support because they didn’t have access 
to a lawyer. They just didn’t have enough money to pay 
for a lawyer to navigate their family law matter, and they 
were turned away because they had waited for many, 
many hours, but there was such a backlog that they 
couldn’t actually get in to see anybody. 

When you have that kind of issue in a system, why 
don’t we spend the time talking about that, taking that 
seriously and investing in the system so that we can 
provide people with the support that they need? If we are 
really, really wanting to make change and we really want 
to make sure that we’re doing the work that we’re doing, 
that we’re using our power and our privilege in this space 
to provide support to Ontarians that come to our offices, 
then why don’t we actually make the investments? 

Why don’t we sit back and pay attention to how odd it 
is that we would say, “Okay, we want to take people out 
of the court system”—and that makes sense—“but we 
don’t want to invest in legal aid where a lot of people 
actually need that support”? Who is it that is impacted by 
that decision to not invest in legal aid? Who is it that’s 
impacted by the decision to hold a consultation and say, 
“But we’re not going to talk about our cuts to legal aid”? 

If you’re proud of your cuts, then you should talk about 
them. That, to me, indicates they may not be as comfort-
able with the cuts that they made to legal aid prior, Madam 
Speaker, because I don’t understand why that wouldn’t be 
part of the actual consultation. It’s a huge part of what 
happens when people are navigating family law. 

I do want to also just take a moment and give a shout-
out to my team in Kitchener Centre. They’re watching 
today. They’re actually watching because of the amount of 
cases that we have that this piece of legislation could have 
helped but isn’t. I’m saying hello to them and I’m saying, 
“Thank you for all of the work that you do and thank you 
for everything that you’re doing for families in Kitchener 
Centre, for your advocacy and such,” because right now, 
it doesn’t feel like the government is listening to those 
families. 

So I do want to take one more bit of time and just 
explain that it’s really frustrating that we get phone calls 
from payors and payees that are navigating the system. 
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There are a bunch of issues that come up in my office 
around arrears, for instance, for child support. When my 
team has to say, “Okay, you’re going to have to get legal 
representation to navigate this,” none of them have said to 
me, “Well, if it was just easier online, or if the name of 
whatever was different, everything would be okay.” 
Nobody has said that to me. What they have said to me is, 
“I need legal representation.” There are a lot of people that 
are actually in that middle financial situation. I believe that 
the minimum amount is $10,000? Is that the minimum 
for— 

Interjection. 
Ms. Laura Mae Lindo: Is it $22,000? 
There are a lot of people who come to my office that 

actually might make $30,000, $35,000, $40,000 a year, 
and because they’re also raising their children, they don’t 
even qualify for legal aid. Or the other issue that I have 
had come to my office is that if there is property involved, 
then that increases the threshold for who can actually have 
access to the legal aid certificates. Those are the kinds of 
things that I think the people of Kitchener Centre would 
like to have us discuss, to try and find a way to ensure that 
everybody does, in fact, have access to the support that 
they need. 

In any event, my hope is that at some point we’ll listen 
to the experts that are telling us what it is that’s actually 
needed to address the long-standing issues in family law: 
that we will, in fact, find a way to invest in speciality 
clinics, because I do think that also comes up quite often; 
that we will reverse the cuts to legal aid, because that also 
comes up quite often; and that we’ll start to do what we 
can in this chamber to actually support not just the people 
of Kitchener Centre, who are navigating difficult systems 
at difficult times, but other folks who are relying on us, not 
just during a pandemic but outside, to take seriously the 
kinds of concerns they bring to our attention. 

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Lisa Gretzky): Questions? 
Ms. Lindsey Park: In response to amendments made 

at committee to the Moving Ontario Family Law Forward 
Act regarding the child protection process, the Ontario Bar 
Association said they support the removal of that leave 
requirement for the Court of Appeal, which is the second 
appeal for child protection matters. The OBA also said that 
they “remain strongly in favour of simplifying family law 
appeal routes and ensuring families in Ontario are treated 
equally regardless of where they reside and whether or not 
spouses are married.” 

As I mentioned before, we received support for the bill 
from a number of other stakeholders. Can the member 
opposite advise whether they or their party, the New 
Democrats, agree with the Ontario Bar Association and 
will support these reforms? 

Ms. Laura Mae Lindo: Thank you for the question. 
We’ve already made it clear we’ll support the reforms and 
we’ll support the bill, but what we are actually trying to 
bring to the government’s attention is that more can be 
done. There was an opportunity missed. I think that there 
are a lot of legal experts who would also agree that this 
was an opportunity. It is not often that we open up acts like 

this, and so this was a chance for us to do better, to do a 
little bit more for people. 
1800 

There were a lot of people who brought ideas, including 
the official opposition, brought ideas for amendments that 
could be made so that we can address the needs of folks 
across the province. I guess the idea was to ask the 
question so that we can stand up and say whether or not 
we support, but I just want to make clear that we would 
prefer to support something that is much more robust. 

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Lisa Gretzky): Question? 
Mr. Jamie West: Thank you to the member from 

Kitchener Centre for her debate. It’s a small, incremental 
change for the bill. 

I want to point out a couple of things in here. She talked 
about how what ultimately happens for a lot of people in 
her riding is that they get 20 minutes and a flyer instead of 
legal aid and that legal aid was cut by the Conservative 
government by $133 million in the last budget. This is a 
government that talks about being “for the people,” but the 
cut-off to access legal aid is $20,000, which is 10 times 
less than what the Premier makes annually. My question 
to the member from Kitchener Centre is, is this a reflection 
of a government that really is for the little guy? 

Ms. Laura Mae Lindo: Thank you to my colleague for 
the question. I don’t think that it’s possible to look at the 
kinds of cuts that have come through this chamber, not just 
with legal aid but others as well, and think that the govern-
ment is actually here for the people. A lot of the people 
that I’m speaking about are saying to me that they need us 
to do better. 

When it comes to the cuts to legal aid, those cuts have 
set them back. A lot of the specialty clinics in particular 
that were most impacted by those cuts spoke about the 
residents and the kinds of concerns that they had coming 
to those offices. They’re worried that because they were 
specialized in these areas of law or they were specialized 
in the nuances of the issues that were happening to people 
coming into those clinics—they needed something spe-
cialized, and the government decided to cut instead of 
support. 

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Lisa Gretzky): Questions? 
Ms. Lindsey Park: I’ll actually ask a question about 

the bill that we’re debating, which is Bill 207. 
Bill 207 harmonizes Ontario’s family laws with federal 

legislation to make it easier for Ontario families to 
navigate the system and to understand their rights. Among 
others, we’ve seen votes of support coming from the 
Middlesex Law Association, the Family Dispute Resolu-
tion Institute of Ontario and the Ontario Association for 
Family Mediation. I know the members want to go and 
talk about old bills and other consultations, but my 
question is, are you going to support this bill? 

Ms. Laura Mae Lindo: I’m pretty sure I answered 
that, so I’m going to answer something else. I’m going to 
explain that the cuts to legal aid actually have an impact 
on Bill 207. Everything that we’ve spoken about has an 
impact on Bill 207. If we’re not able to make that con-
nection, that’s a problem. So my question—can I answer 
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a question with a question? Is there a possibility that the 
member can actually think about how the cuts to legal aid 
will impact people’s access to the changes that they claim 
to be making in Bill 207? Because if we can bridge that 
gap, there’s a possibility for all of us in this chamber to 
work collectively for the people of Ontario. 

The people of Ontario do know that the cuts to legal aid 
will have an impact. So I believe that everything that 
we’ve been talking about is directly related to Bill 207, and 
we’ll keep talking about it. Thank you. 

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Lisa Gretzky): Question? 
Mr. Ian Arthur: Thank you to the member for her 

debate. The member brought up a few interesting points 
that I would like to know more about. She talked about 
how even simplified language does not guarantee access. 
There are some assumptions that go with simplified 
language in here of a base level of education, which would 
allow them to read and understand even simplified legal 
jargon. 

Then you brought in the concept of stress and the effect 
that can have on a person when they’re going through 
periods of deep stress and why it’s so important that sim-
plified language still needs to be paired with supports in 
the form of legal counsel, particularly during those acute 
periods of time. Even with simplified language, they may 
not have the ability, during these period of stress, to 
understand and navigate this process. Can you elaborate 
on that? 

Ms. Laura Mae Lindo: Thank you for that question. 
I totally agree; this idea of focusing on simplified lan-

guage as though that’s a solution to allow people access 
seems a little bit wrong-headed. There’s actually a pos-
sibility that the simplified language is now going to make 
more people frustrated because they can’t afford the law-
yer who’s going to help them to navigate the system that 
they understand even better, plus, they’re dealing with 
family law issues—relationships breaking down, children 
being impacted by the breakdown of those relationships. 

To veer in a different direction, though, a lot of people 
understand what they need. So the question of changing 
some of that language—they know what their families 
need, but what they actually need is access to the lawyers 
who will help them to navigate that system. 

So I think that it’s great that we’ll start with the simpli-
fied language, but we could have done better. 

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Lisa Gretzky): Question? 
Ms. Lindsey Park: I want to bring up a topic that the 

member opposite did, which was the notice that went out 
of the consultation we did in 2019. We noted that we did 
not need to hear from people about the unified Family 
Court because we already agreed that it needed to be 
expanded and we were working with the federal govern-
ment on it. 

My question is, if the New Democrats were to ever 
form government—do they support the expansion of the 
unified Family Court? 

Ms. Laura Mae Lindo: As I’ve said already and as my 
colleagues have said, we do support this particular bill—
I’m guessing that’s part of what we’re trying to get at, as 

well. We do know that we need to expand these services, 
and we do know that it’s important for us to ensure that 
every single person has access to the legal system. 

It always comes back, for me, to recognizing, if we 
actually support the most vulnerable, if we support people 
who don’t have enough money to be able to hire lawyers 
and navigate a system—and it’s a long process; it’s not 
like any of these processes happen and you only go to 
court once, so you’ve only had to pay one little bit of 
money to the lawyer. This is a long process that you have 
to navigate. If we can find ways to support the most vul-
nerable, then everybody in this province wins, and that’s 
when you know that you’ve built a system that’s actually 
there to support Ontarians. 

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Lisa Gretzky): We don’t 
have enough time for another question. 

Further debate? 
Mr. Aris Babikian: I’m honoured to rise today in the 

Ontario Legislative Assembly to speak to this very 
important bill introduced by my colleague Attorney 
General Doug Downey. 

Before I speak to Bill 207, I would like to sincerely 
thank our workers at the Family Court, as well as the 
generous folk at the West Scarborough Legal Clinic who 
provided continuous support for Scarborough–Agincourt 
residents during COVID-19. I have heard first-hand from 
our constituents how grateful they are to have had counsel 
on their cases during these difficult times. 

Throughout this pandemic, our government has been 
working tirelessly to successfully pivot online. Quickly 
and efficiently, we pushed Ontario’s justice system for-
ward by decades in a matter of months, through many 
groundbreaking modernization projects introduced by our 
government, changing the way Ontarians access justice 
services. 

Since March, we have invested in technology in order 
to move more services online and make it easier for the 
people of Ontario to access justice. We have expanded the 
number of the civil and Family Court documents that can 
be filed online through e-filing to 450. This will be one 
way in which we reduce the necessity for in-person visits. 
1810 

As part of our expansion of e-filing services available 
through Justice Services Online, we ensured access was 
improved in the family law sector. As a result of this 
deliberate approach, Ontarians are now able to file about 
150 court documents online in any new or existing family 
proceeding in the Superior Court of Justice or Ontario 
Court of Justice. This allows Ontarians to save on lawyer 
fees, as nobody has to physically go in to deliver docu-
ments to the courthouse, thus making the process more 
affordable. 

Another platform that we have procured for cloud-
based document-sharing enables parties and their lawyers 
to share court documents of any size. These documents are 
available to those involved 24 hours a day, seven days a 
week, without having to walk into a courthouse. Currently, 
in Ontario, we are piloting this cloud-based document-
sharing platform called CaseLines. 
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Access to justice is one of the driving forces of a 
democracy. Our government is committed to ensuring 
justice becomes more accessible to Ontarians, particularly 
with regard to family law. 

Through our investment in technology, we expanded 
the online service so that Ontarians can now set up or 
change child support payment arrangements online, and 
they can file for joint or simple divorce online as well. 

Bill 207, the Moving Ontario Family Law Forward Act, 
addresses Ontario family law—an unfortunately difficult-
to-navigate and very costly system that many families in 
Ontario are forced to manoeuvre. We all understand the 
already emotionally and physically draining time divorce 
and custody mediations are for Ontarians. We all know 
someone who has had to navigate this system. Our goal 
here today, Madam Speaker, is to make the process just a 
little bit easier for families. This legislation provides 
common-sense solutions to modernize and find efficien-
cies in the current Ontario family law system. These effi-
ciencies are aimed at lowering costs on families and tax-
payers, and streamlining the process to make it less bur-
densome on all parties. 

Our government understood the confusion and the 
stress this convoluted system places on the average On-
tarians who must navigate this system. We know that this 
needed to be addressed, especially because, as Minister 
Downey mentioned previously, around 70% of family law 
cases are self-represented. This statistic means that the 
average person in this system is not a career lawyer, nor a 
judge, nor a paralegal; these are mothers and fathers with 
jobs, many of them with young children, representing 
themselves during one of the most difficult times of their 
lives. What a disservice to them if we do not take action. 

With the three courts—namely, the Ontario Court of 
Justice, the Superior Court of Justice, and the Family 
Court branch of the Superior Court of Justice, in addition 
to the role played by the Court of Appeal—hearing family 
law cases in Ontario, it is as if the system is made to be 
inefficient and confusing. The previous government, 
Madam Speaker, neglected this system for years. Well, it 
just can’t wait any longer. 

As such, Ontario Attorney General Doug Downey and 
his team began consultations with stakeholder groups, 
from families that have gone through this system to 
experts, lawyers and judges within the legal system. This 
included the Ontario Bar Association, the Federation of 
Ontario Law Associations, Legal Aid Ontario, the Ontario 
Association for Family Mediation, the Family Dispute 
Resolution Institute of Ontario and many more, all of 
whom came out publicly to support parts of this legisla-
tion. 

This legislation was built with suggestions on how to 
improve both family and civil legislation, regulations and 
processes. Determined to support families and protect 
vulnerable children, our government is moving family law 
forward by making it easier, faster and more affordable for 
Ontarians to resolve their family law matters. 

There are four main components to this legislation. The 
first is reforms to family arbitration reports, the second 

component is reforms to family law surrounding child 
support services, the third component is reforms to family 
law appeal routes, and finally, reforms to family law re-
garding child custody and access. 

To understand the impact of this proposed legislation, 
we must first acknowledge the work of family arbitrators. 
Parties may choose to discuss a settlement through a 
family arbitrator. These arbitrators are asked to resolve 
many kinds of family disputes, from support of a spouse 
or child to custody of children and property division. As a 
lawyer does not have to be present with the client during 
these arbitration meetings, these services are a cost-effect-
ive and less stressful manner for resolving family disputes. 
This is evidently a great aid to the family law system in 
Ontario. Their time should be used meeting with the rele-
vant parties and working hard to provide mutually fair 
resolutions. 

To make it easier for family arbitrators to do their work 
and make government more efficient, Ontario has elimin-
ated an old reporting requirement that required family 
arbitrators to submit detailed reports on every family arbi-
tration awarded or decided. Under current legislation, arbi-
trators must report their findings to the Attorney General’s 
office on a biannual basis. Arbitrators and the government 
are required to accumulate over 10 years of arbitrator in-
formation. 

The initial intention of this requirement was so that the 
ministry could gain insight into the type of arbitrations that 
were taking place in the province in family law. This out-
dated law has served its purpose. Future reporting will add 
minimal insights on arbitration of family law as a whole. 
This is a regulation that no other jurisdiction in the prov-
ince requires. 

This amendment will make the process less time-
consuming for arbitrators, thus giving them more time to 
do the great work they do helping families. This will also 
save time and money, and increase efficiency for the gov-
ernment workers tasked with processing these reports. 

Cutting red tape and updating dated legislation has been 
one of the core principles of this government. The people 
of Ontario elected us to do just that. I would like to thank 
Associate Minister Prabmeet Sarkaria for championing 
these efficiency-finding initiatives within the government. 

As previously mentioned, Madam Speaker, during this 
pandemic, we have increased the capabilities of our online 
child support services to allow parents to access the 
services they need while remaining safe and healthy. 
Currently, parents and caregivers can set up and change 
child support payments without going to court, through the 
online Child Support Service. However, in some cases, 
parents or caregivers may need a certified paper copy of a 
notice issued by the service, particularly if they are trying 
to register, enforce or change child support amounts 
outside of Ontario. 
1820 

Making a stressful situation worse by creating these 
barriers of access to justice only makes children and 
families suffer. We need to design a system that places the 
main consumer—children and parents—at the centre of its 
design. 
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Ontario is proposing changes to the online Child Sup-
port Service so parents can request and receive certified 
copies of support payment notices directly from the ser-
vice, thus reducing the need further for in-person visits, 
and making justice and the enforcement of justice more 
accessible. Safety during COVID-19 is merely one part of 
the great help that this expansion of online services is to 
families. These proposed changes would make it easier 
and more affordable for families to manage or enforce 
child support amounts outside the province. By providing 
certified copies of notices, parents would not have to face 
unnecessary hurdles in enforcing their child support 
amounts outside of Ontario. 

Another portion of this proposed legislation that, if 
passed, will bring common-sense solutions to the current 
issues legal professionals and families face is to allow 
parents and caregivers to obtain certified copies of notices 
of calculation/recalculation that are issued by the online 
Child Support Service. The Ministry of the Attorney 
General has also engaged the Interjurisdictional Support 
Orders Unit at the Ministry of Children, Community and 
Social Services for input on this proposed amendment, 
which has confirmed support for it. 

The third pillar of this legislation is, amendments are 
proposed to the Courts of Justice Act and other Ontario 
statutes to make the family law appeals process clearer and 
easier to navigate. As mentioned at the beginning of my 
speech, all three Ontario courts hear family law matters, 
and the appeal process is different for each. As it stands, 
each court in Ontario that hears family law cases has a 
different appeal route. This understandably makes it diffi-
cult for people to understand where to appeal their matter. 
This legislation will clarify where to appeal family law 
cases, help reach final decisions faster in cases that involve 
children in difficult circumstances, and increase consist-
ency and fairness regardless of where the trial is heard. 
With this legislation, we also plan to provide a direct, fast-
track appeal to the Ontario Court of Appeal for custody 
cases that raise interjurisdictional issues due to pressing 
urgency for the child. Legal organizations, the bar and 
family organizations support the simplification of family 
law appeal routes. 

We also understand that the issue does not end with this 
legislation. Our government is committed to streamlining 
the process for people to resolve family legal matters in 
Ontario. One of the means by which we are interested in 
furthering this goal is by expanding the unified Family 
Court in Ontario, as this would make it so that there would 
be only one court in Ontario for family legal matters. This 
will make the processes much easier to navigate, less con-
fusing and more accessible. 

We continue to seek a commitment from the federal 
government to support Ontario’s future efforts in family 
law legislation. 

Finally, we are proposing amendments to the Chil-
dren’s Law Reform Act and other Ontario statutes to align 
them with the federal government’s recent amendments to 
the Divorce Act. The federal Divorce Act provides for the 
determination of the custody of children for married 

spouses who have separated. The provincial Children’s 
Law Reform Act provides for the determination of custody 
of children for both married spouses who are not divorced 
or divorcing, and unmarried spouses who have separated. 

These amendments would provide clarity for the 
public, the legal profession and third parties who are in-
volved in and affected by family law. By ensuring that pro-
vincial legislation aligns with federal legislation, we are 
making the process more straightforward and less con-
fusing for all parties involved. The Divorce Act amend-
ments, with which the Children’s Law Reform Act amend-
ments would update parenting terminology—changing 
“custody” to “decision-making responsibility” to move 
away from the perception that one parent wins or loses a 
custody battle. These terminology updates will include 

—providing a more comprehensive and non-exhaustive 
list of factors for the courts to consider when determining 
the best interests of the child, i.e., stage of development; 
nature of relationship with parents, siblings, grandparents; 
history of care; and plans for the children; 

—another provision will help provide greater clarity 
regarding what constitutes violence, i.e., definitions and 
number of instances, and introduces measures to assist the 
courts in addressing family violence; 

—another benefit will be to establish obligations for 
lawyers and parties to encourage the use of family dispute 
resolution processes and duties of courts to consider the 
existence of other proceedings; and finally, 

—providing a statutory framework for when a person 
with decision-making authority relocates, with or without 
a child, i.e., requiring 60 days’ notice to the other parent 
and considerations for the court to consider in determining 
if the relocation is in the best interests of the child. 

Madam Speaker, I also want to shed some light on other 
ways our government is helping to alleviate some pressure 
on the family law system by expanding the dispute 
resolution officer program. Rather than a judge, a dispute 
officer will be who the parties appear in front of when 
there is a request to change a Family Court order. 

Thank you very much, Madam Speaker. 
The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Lisa Gretzky): Questions? 
Mr. Jamie West: Thank you to the member from 

Scarborough–Agincourt for his debate. One of the things 
he said, and I wrote it down here, was, “The average 
person in this system is not a lawyer or paralegal,” which 
I agree with. I also at this time want to acknowledge Taryn 
Michel from Sudbury, who is a paralegal, and right now, 
during COVID, is studying to be a lawyer at Ottawa 
university. I mention Taryn because she represents, as a 
paralegal, a lot of people who really lack financial means; 
it’s difficult to get legal advice. So I’m wondering, if you 
know that the average person is not a lawyer or a paralegal, 
why would your government cut $133 million from legal 
aid in the last budget? 

Mr. Aris Babikian: Thank you for the question. This 
legislation will make it much easier. I can relay my 
personal experience with the family law courts. Until five 
years ago, I was not very familiar with court cases, family 
law etc. With the new arrival of the Syrian refugees, I 
became involved with them to help them navigate. I went 
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with them to Family Court. I helped them fill in forms. I 
helped them interpret legislation. As someone who has 
been involved in government relations for 35 years, it was 
difficult even for me to understand, to comprehend. This 
legislation will make it much easier for a common person 
to navigate the system. 
1830 

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Lisa Gretzky): Question? 
Mr. Lorne Coe: One of the areas that I get in my 

constituency office when people walk in is, they talk about 
the changes made to align Ontario family law with the 
federal Divorce Act. Some might think they’re minor, but 
we know that they have a significant impact, an important 
update to family law reform here in Ontario. 

I’d like the member from Scarborough–Agincourt to 
speak more broadly about the level of engagement that we 
have had with stakeholders, who I know, both in commit-
tee and outside of committee, have spoken about the signi-
ficant impact it’s going to have on families in Ontario. 

Mr. Aris Babikian: Thank you for the question. 
The proposed amendments to align Ontario’s legis-

lation with the federal changes to the Divorce Act rein-
force our goal of making it faster and easier for families to 
navigate the courts. We have heard positive feedback from 
a whole range of stakeholders. 

The Ontario Bar Association called for “consistency 
between provincial and federal laws following changes to 
the Divorce Act.” We delivered. 

The Ontario Association for Family Mediation said our 
changes are needed if we are to support access to justice. 

The Family Dispute Resolution Institute of Ontario said 
that they welcome our amendments. 

I could go on and on, Madam Speaker. 
The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Lisa Gretzky): Question? 
Ms. Judith Monteith-Farrell: Thank you to the 

member from Scarborough–Agincourt for his presenta-
tion. I agree with many things he said. He said that these 
changes that are in the bill were long overdue and that past 
governments had failed to do the proper job there. I really 
appreciated that he wanted the lens to protect vulnerable 
children. 

I am disappointed that the Family Responsibility Office 
and the chance for the Family Responsibility and Support 
Arrears Enforcement Act to be strengthened are not in this 
bill. I have a resident constituent, Barbara Grosjean, who 
has not seen one cent in three years. She has never received 
support. The system is failing her in trying to secure 
money. Does the member agree that the act could be 
strengthened by providing financial support for vulnerable 
children? 

Mr. Aris Babikian: Thank you for the question. 
In regard to the Family Responsibility Office, it was 

reformed in 2019. The new office is restructuring, and they 
will address all the issues that are involved with this legis-
lation. 

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Lisa Gretzky): Question? 
Mr. Jim McDonell: I have often heard from constitu-

ents who assume that during COVID-19 access issues are 
not being addressed in the justice system, when in fact 

Ontario’s justice system is here and available to serve 
families and children during some of these extremely 
difficult moments. Can the member please share an update 
on the current status of the justice sector, as our govern-
ment works towards Ontario’s recovery? 

Mr. Aris Babikian: Thank you very much for the 
question. The member is correct; while courthouses were 
initially closed at the start of the pandemic, the justice 
system remains available for all urgent matters, like child 
protection matters, urgent child custody, and access issues 
and more. I want to highlight that in Ontario, electronic 
filing of court documents is available for family law mat-
ters in order to facilitate in-person and virtual proceedings. 

Also, courtrooms reopened in 73 of 74 base court-
houses in Ontario. Everyone who visits a courthouse is 
required to wear a face covering and will be screened for 
COVID-19 symptoms. 

We are taking every precaution to keep Ontarians safe, 
and the justice system is no exception. 

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Lisa Gretzky): Question? 
Ms. Laura Mae Lindo: Thank you for the debate. I’m 

actually interested—at the very beginning, my colleague 
on other side talked about people who were self-
represented. I know that a lot of the people who are self-
represented in my riding don’t actually want to be self-
represented. They’re usually self-represented because they 
couldn’t afford a lawyer, and then they have to navigate 
that process. 

I’m just wondering if they would be able to explain why 
they think people are self-represented in this court process 
for family law cases, and how might the reversal of legal 
aid cuts better help them to get the representation that they 
deserve and that they desire? 

Mr. Aris Babikian: Thank you for the question. I’m 
just going to read a quote from David Field, CEO of Legal 
Aid Ontario: “Legal Aid Ontario recognizes that access to 
family justice is promoted through clarity and consistency 
between federal and provincial family legislation. That is 
why LAO fully supports the Ministry of the Attorney 
General’s proposed amendment to the Children’s Law 
Reform Act as part of the new Moving Ontario Family 
Law Forward Act, and in particular, LAO applauds ex-
panding the definition within the CLRA, and we welcome 
the necessary steps the ministry is taking to align the 
CLRA with the recent changes to the Divorce Act. All of 
these promote a greater understanding of the best interests 
of the child” and family violence. 

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Lisa Gretzky): Question? 
Mr. Stan Cho: If only we could determine the success 

of our vital government programs and services by the 
dollars spent. We’re the most indebted sub-national state 
or province on the planet. If we could judge success by the 
dollars spent, then we’d have a perfect health care system; 
we’d have a perfect legal aid system. But we don’t, and 
I’m hearing that on both sides of the House. 

That means we need talk about outcomes as well. We 
need the talk about the process. It’s not just about the fuel 
in tank; it’s about the tank itself. Are there holes? I’m 
hearing that there are holes. 
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Can the member talk to us about the modernization? 
These are holes; these are efficiencies that are not deliv-
ering the outcomes for families. How will the moderniza-
tion in this act support families—not just save dollars, but 
arguably, more importantly, lead to better outcomes? 

Mr. Aris Babikian: Families are already able to use 
online services to quickly and easily set up or change child 
support payments, without needing to step foot in a court. 
However, in some cases, parents or caregivers may need a 
certificate paper, a copy of a notice issued by the service, 
particularly if they are trying— 

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Lisa Gretzky): Thank you. 
Further debate? 

Interjection. 
The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Lisa Gretzky): When the 

Speaker calls for further debate, that means your time is up. 

Further debate? Further debate? 
Mr. Downey has moved third reading of Bill 207, An 

Act to amend the Children’s Law Reform Act, the Courts 
of Justice Act, the Family Law Act and other Acts 
respecting various family law matters. Is it the pleasure of 
the House that the motion carry? That is carried. 

Be it resolved that the bill do now pass and be entitled 
as in the motion. 

Third reading agreed to. 
The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Lisa Gretzky): Orders of 

the day? 
Hon. Paul Calandra: No further business. 
The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Lisa Gretzky): There 

being no further business, this House stands adjourned 
until tomorrow morning at 9 a.m. 

The House adjourned at 1839. 
  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO 
ASSEMBLÉE LÉGISLATIVE DE L’ONTARIO 

Lieutenant Governor / Lieutenante-gouverneure: Hon. / L’hon. Elizabeth Dowdeswell, OC, OOnt. 
Speaker / Président: Hon. / L’hon. Ted Arnott 

Clerk / Greffier: Todd Decker 
Deputy Clerk / Sous-greffier: Trevor Day 

Clerks-at-the-Table / Greffiers parlementaires: Tonia Grannum, Valerie Quioc Lim, William Short, 
Peter Sibenik, William Wong 

Sergeant-at-Arms / Sergente d’armes: Jacquelyn Gordon 

Member and Party /  
Député(e) et parti 

Constituency /  
Circonscription 

Other responsibilities /  
Autres responsabilités 

Anand, Deepak (PC) Mississauga—Malton  
Andrew, Jill (NDP) Toronto—St. Paul’s  
Armstrong, Teresa J. (NDP) London—Fanshawe  
Arnott, Hon. / L’hon. Ted (PC) Wellington—Halton Hills Speaker / Président de l’Assemblée législative 
Arthur, Ian (NDP) Kingston and the Islands / Kingston et 

les Îles 
 

Baber, Roman (PC) York Centre / York-Centre  
Babikian, Aris (PC) Scarborough—Agincourt  
Bailey, Robert (PC) Sarnia—Lambton  
Barrett, Toby (PC) Haldimand—Norfolk  
Begum, Doly (NDP) Scarborough Southwest / Scarborough-

Sud-Ouest 
 

Bell, Jessica (NDP) University—Rosedale  
Berns-McGown, Rima (NDP) Beaches—East York / Beaches–East 

York 
 

Bethlenfalvy, Hon. / L’hon. Peter (PC) Pickering—Uxbridge President of the Treasury Board / Président du Conseil du Trésor 
Bisson, Gilles (NDP) Timmins Opposition House Leader / Leader parlementaire de l’opposition 

officielle 
Blais, Stephen (LIB) Orléans  
Bouma, Will (PC) Brantford—Brant  
Bourgouin, Guy (NDP) Mushkegowuk—James Bay / 

Mushkegowuk—Baie James 
 

Burch, Jeff (NDP) Niagara Centre / Niagara-Centre  
Calandra, Hon. / L’hon. Paul (PC) Markham—Stouffville Minister Without Portfolio / Ministre sans portefeuille 

Government House Leader / Leader parlementaire du gouvernement 
Cho, Hon. / L’hon. Raymond Sung Joon 
(PC) 

Scarborough North / Scarborough-
Nord 

Minister for Seniors and Accessibility / Ministre des Services aux 
aînés et de l’Accessibilité 

Cho, Stan (PC) Willowdale  
Clark, Hon. / L’hon. Steve (PC) Leeds—Grenville—Thousand Islands 

and Rideau Lakes / Leeds—
Grenville—Thousand Islands et 
Rideau Lakes 

Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing / Ministre des Affaires 
municipales et du Logement 

Coe, Lorne (PC) Whitby  
Collard, Lucille (LIB) Ottawa—Vanier  
Coteau, Michael (LIB) Don Valley East / Don Valley-Est  
Crawford, Stephen (PC) Oakville  
Cuzzetto, Rudy (PC) Mississauga—Lakeshore  
Downey, Hon. / L’hon. Doug (PC) Barrie—Springwater—Oro-Medonte Attorney General / Procureur général 
Dunlop, Hon. / L’hon. Jill (PC) Simcoe North / Simcoe-Nord Associate Minister of Children and Women’s Issues / Ministre 

associée déléguée au dossier de l’Enfance et à la Condition féminine 
Minister Without Portfolio / Ministre sans portefeuille 

Elliott, Hon. / L’hon. Christine (PC) Newmarket—Aurora Deputy Premier / Vice-première ministre 
Minister of Health / Ministre de la Santé 

Fedeli, Hon. / L’hon. Victor (PC) Nipissing Chair of Cabinet / Président du Conseil des ministres 
Minister of Economic Development, Job Creation and Trade / 
Ministre du Développement économique, de la Création d’emplois et 
du Commerce 

Fee, Amy (PC) Kitchener South—Hespeler / 
Kitchener-Sud—Hespeler 

 

Fife, Catherine (NDP) Waterloo  



 

Member and Party /  
Député(e) et parti 

Constituency /  
Circonscription 

Other responsibilities /  
Autres responsabilités 

Ford, Hon. / L’hon. Doug (PC) Etobicoke North / Etobicoke-Nord Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs / Ministre des Affaires 
intergouvernementales 
Premier / Premier ministre 

Fraser, John (LIB) Ottawa South / Ottawa-Sud  
French, Jennifer K. (NDP) Oshawa Third Deputy Chair of the Committee of the Whole House / 

Troisième vice-présidente du comité plénier de l’Assemblée 
législative 

Fullerton, Hon. / L’hon. Merrilee (PC) Kanata—Carleton Minister of Long-Term Care / Ministre des Soins de longue durée 
Gates, Wayne (NDP) Niagara Falls  
Gélinas, France (NDP) Nickel Belt  
Ghamari, Goldie (PC) Carleton  
Gill, Parm (PC) Milton  
Glover, Chris (NDP) Spadina—Fort York  
Gravelle, Michael (LIB) Thunder Bay—Superior North / 

Thunder Bay–Supérieur-Nord 
 

Gretzky, Lisa (NDP) Windsor West / Windsor-Ouest First Deputy Chair of the Committee of the Whole House / Première 
vice-présidente du comité plénier de l’Assemblée 

Hardeman, Hon. / L’hon. Ernie (PC) Oxford Minister of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs / Ministre de 
l’Agriculture, de l’Alimentation et des Affaires rurales 

Harden, Joel (NDP) Ottawa Centre / Ottawa-Centre  
Harris, Mike (PC) Kitchener—Conestoga  
Hassan, Faisal (NDP) York South—Weston / York-Sud–

Weston 
 

Hatfield, Percy (NDP) Windsor—Tecumseh Second Deputy Chair of the Committee of the Whole House / 
Deuxième vice-président du comité plénier de l’Assemblée 
législative 

Hillier, Randy (IND) Lanark—Frontenac—Kingston  
Hogarth, Christine (PC) Etobicoke—Lakeshore  
Horwath, Andrea (NDP) Hamilton Centre / Hamilton-Centre Leader, Official Opposition / Chef de l’opposition officielle 
Hunter, Mitzie (LIB) Scarborough—Guildwood  
Jones, Hon. / L’hon. Sylvia (PC) Dufferin—Caledon Solicitor General / Solliciteure générale 
Kanapathi, Logan (PC) Markham—Thornhill  
Karahalios, Belinda C. (IND) Cambridge  
Karpoche, Bhutila (NDP) Parkdale—High Park  
Ke, Vincent (PC) Don Valley North / Don Valley-Nord  
Kernaghan, Terence (NDP) London North Centre / London-

Centre-Nord 
 

Khanjin, Andrea (PC) Barrie—Innisfil Deputy Government House Leader / Leader parlementaire adjointe 
du gouvernement 

Kramp, Daryl (PC) Hastings—Lennox and Addington  
Kusendova, Natalia (PC) Mississauga Centre / Mississauga-

Centre 
 

Lecce, Hon. / L’hon. Stephen (PC) King—Vaughan Minister of Education / Ministre de l’Éducation 
Lindo, Laura Mae (NDP) Kitchener Centre / Kitchener-Centre  
MacLeod, Hon. / L’hon. Lisa (PC) Nepean Minister of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture Industries / ministre 

des Industries du patrimoine, du sport, du tourisme et de la culture 
Mamakwa, Sol (NDP) Kiiwetinoong  
Mantha, Michael (NDP) Algoma—Manitoulin  
Martin, Robin (PC) Eglinton—Lawrence  
Martow, Gila (PC) Thornhill  
McDonell, Jim (PC) Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry  
McKenna, Jane (PC) Burlington  
McNaughton, Hon. / L’hon. Monte (PC) Lambton—Kent—Middlesex Minister of Labour, Training and Skills Development / Ministre du 

Travail, de la Formation et du Développement des compétences 
Miller, Norman (PC) Parry Sound—Muskoka  
Miller, Paul (NDP) Hamilton East—Stoney Creek / 

Hamilton-Est–Stoney Creek 
 

Mitas, Christina Maria (PC) Scarborough Centre / Scarborough-
Centre 

 

Monteith-Farrell, Judith (NDP) Thunder Bay—Atikokan  
Morrison, Suze (NDP) Toronto Centre / Toronto-Centre  
Mulroney, Hon. / L’hon. Caroline (PC) York—Simcoe Minister of Francophone Affairs / Ministre des Affaires francophones 

Minister of Transportation / Ministre des Transports 



 

Member and Party /  
Député(e) et parti 

Constituency /  
Circonscription 

Other responsibilities /  
Autres responsabilités 

Natyshak, Taras (NDP) Essex  
Nicholls, Rick (PC) Chatham-Kent—Leamington Chair of the Committee of the Whole House / Président du comité 

plénier de l’Assemblée 
Deputy Speaker / Vice-président 

Oosterhoff, Sam (PC) Niagara West / Niagara-Ouest  
Pang, Billy (PC) Markham—Unionville  
Park, Lindsey (PC) Durham  
Parsa, Michael (PC) Aurora—Oak Ridges—Richmond Hill  
Pettapiece, Randy (PC) Perth—Wellington  
Phillips, Hon. / L’hon. Rod (PC) Ajax Minister of Finance / Ministre des Finances 
Piccini, David (PC) Northumberland—Peterborough South 

/ Northumberland—Peterborough-Sud 
 

Rakocevic, Tom (NDP) Humber River—Black Creek  
Rasheed, Kaleed (PC) Mississauga East—Cooksville / 

Mississauga-Est–Cooksville 
 

Rickford, Hon. / L’hon. Greg (PC) Kenora—Rainy River Minister of Energy, Northern Development and Mines / Ministre de 
l’Énergie, du Développement du Nord et des Mines 
Minister of Indigenous Affairs / Ministre des Affaires autochtones 

Roberts, Jeremy (PC) Ottawa West—Nepean / Ottawa-
Ouest–Nepean 

 

Romano, Hon. / L’hon. Ross (PC) Sault Ste. Marie Minister of Colleges and Universities / Ministre des Collèges et 
Universités 

Sabawy, Sheref (PC) Mississauga—Erin Mills  
Sandhu, Amarjot (PC) Brampton West / Brampton-Ouest  
Sarkaria, Hon. / L’hon. Prabmeet Singh 
(PC) 

Brampton South / Brampton-Sud Associate Minister of Small Business and Red Tape Reduction / 
Ministre associé délégué au dossier des Petites Entreprises et de la 
Réduction des formalités administratives 
Minister Without Portfolio / Ministre sans portefeuille 

Sattler, Peggy (NDP) London West / London-Ouest Deputy Opposition House Leader / Leader parlementaire adjointe de 
l’opposition officielle 

Schreiner, Mike (GRN) Guelph  
Scott, Hon. / L’hon. Laurie (PC) Haliburton—Kawartha Lakes—Brock Minister of Infrastructure / Ministre de l’Infrastructure 
Shaw, Sandy (NDP) Hamilton West—Ancaster—Dundas / 

Hamilton-Ouest—Ancaster—Dundas 
 

Simard, Amanda (LIB) Glengarry—Prescott—Russell  
Singh, Gurratan (NDP) Brampton East / Brampton-Est  
Singh, Sara (NDP) Brampton Centre / Brampton-Centre Deputy Leader, Official Opposition / Chef adjointe de l’opposition 

officielle 
Skelly, Donna (PC) Flamborough—Glanbrook  
Smith, Dave (PC) Peterborough—Kawartha  
Smith, Hon. / L’hon. Todd (PC) Bay of Quinte / Baie de Quinte Minister of Children, Community and Social Services / Ministre des 

Services à l’enfance et des Services sociaux et communautaires 
Stevens, Jennifer (Jennie) (NDP) St. Catharines  
Stiles, Marit (NDP) Davenport  
Surma, Hon. / L’hon. Kinga (PC) Etobicoke Centre / Etobicoke-Centre Associate Minister of Transportation (GTA) / Ministre associée des 

Transports (RGT) 
Minister Without Portfolio / Ministre sans portefeuille 

Tabuns, Peter (NDP) Toronto—Danforth  
Tangri, Nina (PC) Mississauga—Streetsville  
Taylor, Monique (NDP) Hamilton Mountain  
Thanigasalam, Vijay (PC) Scarborough—Rouge Park  
Thompson, Hon. / L’hon. Lisa M. (PC) Huron—Bruce Minister of Government and Consumer Services / Ministre des 

Services gouvernementaux et des Services aux consommateurs 
Tibollo, Hon. / L’hon. Michael A. (PC) Vaughan—Woodbridge Associate Minister of Mental Health and Addictions / Ministre 

associé délégué au dossier de la Santé mentale et de la Lutte contre 
les dépendances 
Minister Without Portfolio / Ministre sans portefeuille 

Triantafilopoulos, Effie J. (PC) Oakville North—Burlington / 
Oakville-Nord—Burlington 

 

Vanthof, John (NDP) Timiskaming—Cochrane Deputy Leader, Official Opposition / Chef adjoint de l’opposition 
officielle 

Wai, Daisy (PC) Richmond Hill  



 

Member and Party /  
Député(e) et parti 

Constituency /  
Circonscription 

Other responsibilities /  
Autres responsabilités 

Walker, Hon. / L’hon. Bill (PC) Bruce—Grey—Owen Sound Associate Minister of Energy / Ministre associé de l’Énergie 
Minister Without Portfolio / Ministre sans portefeuille 

West, Jamie (NDP) Sudbury  
Wilson, Jim (IND) Simcoe—Grey  
Wynne, Kathleen O. (LIB) Don Valley West / Don Valley-Ouest  
Yakabuski, Hon. / L’hon. John (PC) Renfrew—Nipissing—Pembroke Minister of Natural Resources and Forestry / Ministre des Richesses 

naturelles et des Forêts 
Yarde, Kevin (NDP) Brampton North / Brampton-Nord  
Yurek, Hon. / L’hon. Jeff (PC) Elgin—Middlesex—London Minister of the Environment, Conservation and Parks / Ministre de 

l’Environnement, de la Protection de la nature et des Parcs 

  



 

STANDING AND SELECT COMMITTEES OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 
COMITÉS PERMANENTS ET SPÉCIAUX DE L’ASSEMBLÉE LÉGISLATIVE

Standing Committee on Estimates / Comité permanent des 
budgets des dépenses 
Chair / Président: Peter Tabuns 
Vice-Chair / Vice-président: Wayne Gates 
Lorne Coe, Rudy Cuzzetto 
Wayne Gates, Randy Hillier 
Andrea Khanjin, Jane McKenna 
Judith Monteith-Farrell, Michael Parsa 
Randy Pettapiece, Donna Skelly 
Peter Tabuns 
Committee Clerk / Greffière: Thushitha Kobikrishna 

Standing Committee on Finance and Economic Affairs / 
Comité permanent des finances et des affaires économiques 
Chair / Président: Amarjot Sandhu 
Vice-Chair / Vice-président: Jeremy Roberts 
Ian Arthur, Stan Cho 
Mitzie Hunter, Logan Kanapathi 
Sol Mamakwa, David Piccini 
Jeremy Roberts, Amarjot Sandhu 
Sandy Shaw, Dave Smith 
Vijay Thanigasalam 
Committee Clerk / Greffière: Julia Douglas 

Standing Committee on General Government / Comité 
permanent des affaires gouvernementales 
Chair / Présidente: Goldie Ghamari 
Vice-Chair / Vice-président: Mike Schreiner 
Robert Bailey, Jessica Bell 
Goldie Ghamari, Chris Glover 
Mike Harris, Daryl Kramp 
Sheref Sabawy, Amarjot Sandhu 
Mike Schreiner, Jennifer (Jennie) Stevens 
Daisy Wai 
Committee Clerk / Greffier: Isaiah Thorning 

Standing Committee on Government Agencies / Comité 
permanent des organismes gouvernementaux 
Chair / Président: John Vanthof 
Vice-Chair / Vice-président: Taras Natyshak 
Will Bouma, Lorne Coe 
Robin Martin, Norman Miller 
Taras Natyshak, Rick Nicholls 
Billy Pang, Amanda Simard 
Marit Stiles, Nina Tangri 
John Vanthof 
Committee Clerk / Greffier: Julia Douglas 

Standing Committee on Justice Policy / Comité permanent de 
la justice 
Chair / Président: Roman Baber 
Vice-Chair / Vice-présidente: Effie J. Triantafilopoulos 
Roman Baber, Will Bouma 
Lucille Collard, Parm Gill 
Natalia Kusendova, Suze Morrison 
Lindsey Park, Gurratan Singh 
Nina Tangri, Effie J. Triantafilopoulos 
Kevin Yarde 
Committee Clerk / Greffière: Thushitha Kobikrishna 

Standing Committee on the Legislative Assembly / Comité 
permanent de l'Assemblée législative 
Chair / Président: Kaleed Rasheed 
Vice-Chair / Vice-président: Vijay Thanigasalam 
Rima Berns-McGown, Michael Coteau 
Faisal Hassan, Logan Kanapathi 
Jim McDonell, Christina Maria Mitas 
Sam Oosterhoff, Kaleed Rasheed 
Sara Singh, Donna Skelly 
Vijay Thanigasalam 
Committee Clerk / Greffière: Tonia Grannum 

Standing Committee on Public Accounts / Comité permanent 
des comptes publics 
Chair / Présidente: Catherine Fife 
Vice-Chair / Vice-présidente: France Gélinas 
Deepak Anand, Jill Andrew 
Toby Barrett, Stephen Blais 
Stan Cho, Stephen Crawford 
Catherine Fife, France Gélinas 
Christine Hogarth, Daryl Kramp 
Michael Parsa 
Committee Clerk / Greffier: Christopher Tyrell 

Standing Committee on Regulations and Private Bills / Comité 
permanent des règlements et des projets de loi d'intérêt privé 
Chair / Président: Deepak Anand 
Vice-Chair / Vice-président: John Fraser 
Deepak Anand, Toby Barrett 
Will Bouma, Stephen Crawford 
John Fraser, Laura Mae Lindo 
Gila Martow, Paul Miller 
Billy Pang, Dave Smith 
Jamie West 
Committee Clerk / Greffier: Isaiah Thorning 

Standing Committee on Social Policy / Comité permanent de 
la politique sociale 
Chair / Présidente: Natalia Kusendova 
Vice-Chair / Vice-président: Aris Babikian 
Aris Babikian, Jeff Burch 
Amy Fee, Michael Gravelle 
Joel Harden, Mike Harris 
Christine Hogarth, Belinda C. Karahalios 
Terence Kernaghan, Natalia Kusendova 
Robin Martin 
Committee Clerk / Greffière: Tanzima Khan 

Select Committee on Emergency Management Oversight / 
Comité spécial de la surveillance de la gestion des situations 
d’urgence 
Chair / Président: Daryl Kramp 
Vice-Chair / Vice-président: Tom Rakocevic 
Robert Bailey, Gilles Bisson 
John Fraser, Christine Hogarth 
Daryl Kramp, Robin Martin 
Sam Oosterhoff, Lindsey Park 
Tom Rakocevic, Sara Singh 
Effie J. Triantafilopoulos 
Committee Clerk / Greffier: Christopher Tyrell 

 


	MOVING ONTARIO FAMILY LAW FORWARD ACT, 2020
	LOI DE 2020 FAISANT AVANCERLE DROIT DE LA FAMILLE EN ONTARIO

