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L egidative Assembly of Alberta

Titlee Wednesday, March 7, 2007
Date: 07/03/07
The Sergeant-at-Arms: Order! All rise, please.

3:00 p.m.

[The Clerk read the Royal Proclamation dated February 14, 2007,
summoning the Members of the L egislative Assembly to conveneon
this date]

The Clerk: Please be seated.
[The Sergeant-at-Arms |eft the Chamber]
The Sergeant-at-Arms. Order! Order! Mr. Spesker.

[Preceded by the Sergeant-at-Arms, the Speaker, accompanied by
the officers of the Assembly, entered the Chamber and took the
chair]

head:

The Speaker: To al hon. members, welcome home, and to all those
present as guests, welcome to your Alberta Legislative Assembly.
Would you join me now in the opening day prayer.

Almighty God, author of all wisdom, knowledge, and understand-
ing, we ask Your blessings on al here present. We ask Your
guidance in order that truth and justice may prevail in al of our
judgments for the benefit of al Albertans. Amen.

Hon. members and ladies and gentlemen, | would now invite Mr.
Paul Lorieau to lead us in the singing of our national anthem.
Would you please join usin the language of your choice.

Prayers

Hon. Membersand Guests:
O Canada, our home and native land!
True patriot lovein al thy sons command.
With glowing hearts we see thee rise,
The True North strong and free!
From far and wide, O Canada,
We stand on guard for thee.
God keep our land glorious and free!
O Canada, we stand on guard for thee.
O Canada, we stand on guard for thee.

The Speaker: Please be seated.

Hon. members and ladies and gentlemen, 2006 was a very
exciting year for the Alberta Legidative Assembly as we cel ebrated
100 years of democracy in this province. Over the last century the
people and events that shaped this province were deserving of
celebration and recognition, and it seemsonly fitting that asthe year
came to an end, we saw another historic moment take place, on
December 14, 2006, the swearing-in of Alberta's 13th Premier, the
Hon. Edward Michadl Stelmach.

Premier Stelmach is no stranger to history and the significance it
playsin our lives. He and his delightful wife, Marie, raised their
four children on the homestead which was first settled by his
grandfather, Nicholas Stelmach, in 1898. History and tradition are
an important part of our new Premier’s life, just as they are valued
by this Assembly.

In terms of public service our new Premier aso has had an
impressive history. In this House he has served as minister of
international andintergovernmental relations, minister of transporta-
tion, minister of infrastructure, and minister of agriculture, food and
rural development. In his community he has served as a county

reeve and school trustee and has held numerous other committee
positionsand membershipson boardsand in organi zationswithin his
constituency.

From the date that Premier Edward Michael Stelmach was sworn
in as our province's newest Premier, his every move and his every
word will become part of Alberta’s political history. Thereis no
telling what that future history might include, but looking back in his
speech from the December 14 swearing-in, his words may foretell
that future when he said, “We have the means to build a stronger
province and future . . . the future we want for our children,
grandchildren and great-grandchildren.” Today in this Assembly |
hope we can al agree that that is the future we want and that years
from now it is the history we want to look back on.

On behalf of al Members of the Legislative Assembly of Alberta
| welcomeyou, Mr. Premier, and you, Mrs. Stelmach, Alberta sFirst
Lady, as you take your place in this Legidature as Alberta's 13th
Premier and Alberta’ s 13th First Lady. [Standing ovation]

head:

[The Premier, the Clerk, and the Sergeant-at-Arms|eft the Chamber
to attend the Lieutenant Governor]

Entrance of the Lieutenant Gover nor

[The Mace was draped]

The Speaker: Hon. members, this past year the Canadian Forces,
and Canada's army in particular, have confronted challenges not
seen since Korea. The successes in Afghanistan of our highly
motivated young people in uniform are deserving of greater
recognition. So, too, are their sacrifices. Today in the Speaker's
galery there are three junior, noncommissioned officers from the
Edmonton Garrison, who are hererepresenting those membersof our
armed forces who have been to Afghanistan and may well return to
that country. I'd ask each to risein turn and remain standing as |
introduce them.

From the first battalion, Princess Patricia's Canadian Light
Infantry Master Corporal Peter MacL ean, who ismarried with seven
children and who has deployed on four operational tours, including
Kosovo, Bosnig, and Afghanistan in 2004 and 2006; Corpora
Gordon Whitton, who has served twicein Afghanistan and who was
awarded amention in dispatches. The mother of two teenage boys,
Corporal Kimberly Smith-Samms completed her first overseas
deployment, which was to Afghanistan, in August 2006.

It is also very appropriate to recognize Master Corporal Paul
Franklin, who is seated on the floor of the Chamber. Members may
recall that this gallant young soldier lost both legs as a result of a
suicide bomb attack in Kandahar.

It's aremarkable testament to their character, their fortitude, and
their common beliefs in the values we share as Canadians that each
of these soldiers would serve again in that distant land. Let us
remain mindful that our Canadian Forcesaretheessential guarantors
of the freedoms and peace we are so fortunate to enjoy. Their hard-
won successes contribute to a higher humanity in places that have
seen little but strife and conflict. We are very proud of them all.
[Standing ovation]

The Royal Canadian Artillery Band will now play abrief musical
interlude, the details of which arein your program. The RCA Band,
Canadd s oldest regular army band, was founded in Quebec City in
1879. It was subsequently stationed in Montreal and then Halifax.
It has seen service in both world wars and in Korea, and it has
travelled across Canada and beyond our borders. Reconstituted in
Edmonton in 1997, the band istoday under the direction of Captain
Brian Greenwood, who isin the Speaker’s gallery.
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[The Sergeant-at-Arms knocked on the main doors of the Chamber
threetimes. The Assistant Sergeant-at-Arms opened the doors, and
the Sergeant-at-Arms entered]

The Sergeant-at-Arms:. Ladies and gentlemen, all rise, please.
Mr. Spesker, HisHonour the Honourabl ethe Lieutenant Governor
awaits.

The Speaker: Sergeant-at-Arms, admit His Honour the Honourable
the Lieutenant Governor.

[A fanfare of trumpets sounded]

[Preceded by the Sergeant-at-Arms, His Honour the Lieutenant
Governor of Alberta, Norman L. Kwong, CM, AOE, and Mrs.
Kwong, their party, the Premier, and the Clerk entered the Chamber.
His Honour took his place upon the throne]

head: Speech from the Throne

The FuturelsNow: A Plan for Alberta

His Honour: Ladies and gentlemen, please be seated.

Fellow Albertans, welcome to the Third Session of the 26th
AlbertaLegidature. | am honoured once again to deliver the Speech
from the Throne.

As we continue our journey into Alberta’'s second century,
Albertans have much to be proud of and much to look forward to.
Our current prosperity isthe result of foresight by Albertans whose
values we honour, values such asfiscal vigilance, community spirit,
and self-reliance. Itisaresult of astrong respect for the environ-
ment and an appreciation for lifelong learning. 1t isbecause of these
shared values and through the hard work of Albertans that this
provinceislooked to as aleader in Canada and across the globe.

Alberta is fortunate, but Albertans have made good use of the
resourcesthat nature has bestowed upon our province, and they have
made wise choices, including the bold and often difficult decisions
made during the past decade. Many of those decisions were made
with athoughtful eye on the future. Fellow Albertans, that futureis
now.

Now more than ever the government must work with Albertansto
ensure that the good fortune we enjoy today is not squandered. We
must respect and build on thework and the sacrificesthat were made
in the past. We must plan ahead to ensure that the prosperity this
province enjoystoday issecured for our children and grandchildren.
This means making the right choices so that Alberta's economic
growth remains sustainable and that the world-class quality of life
Albertans enjoy includes a clean and healthy environment.

A New Approach to Working for Albertans

With awedlth of new opportunities to be seized and some tough
challengesto be addressed, this government is taking afresh ook at
how it works on behalf of Albertans and the priorities on which it
will focus. Albertansexpect their government to reflect therealities
they are facing today. They expect a new approach by their
government, one that recognizes the unique qualities of Albertans
and their province, one that recognizes the opportunities and
challenges we face. Y our new government has that plan.

In carrying it out, the government will be guided by the values of
Albertans. It will ensure respect for the environment and compas-
sionfor others. It will be open and accountable, fiscally responsible,
and inclusive. At this unique timein our history Albertans expect
their government to have aclear plan and to deliver tangibleresults.

Ladies and gentlemen, your government will deliver on behalf of all
Albertans.

Acting on Albertans' Priorities

The government of Alberta will act on Albertans' priorities to
ensureahigher standard of living, greater opportunities, and aneven
better quality of life for al citizens of this province. The govern-
ment will act thoughtfully and decisively on behalf of Albertans.
The government of Albertawill govern with integrity and transpar-
ency, manage growth pressures, improve Albertans’ quality of life,
provide safe and secure communities, and build a stronger Alberta.

Governing with Integrity and Transparency

Governing with integrity and transparency is the first priority of
this government for a deeply fundamental reason. Albertans put
their highest trust in the women and men elected to represent their
best interests. That trust will be honoured and respected.

Y our government will introduce | egislation to establish alobbyist
registry. Bill 1, the Lobbyists Act, will give all Albertans public
access to information regarding individuals and organizations
seeking to influence government decisions. It will aso take
measures to improve information provided to the public about who
has contracts with government. These measures will increase
transparency, openness, and accountability and will enhance public
trust in the institution of government.

Y our government will also review the way agencies, boards, and
commissions are governed to ensure greater accountability. It will
look for more efficient and productive ways of conducting the
business of government, and it will look for opportunities for all
partiesrepresented in the L egislature to work together to better serve
Albertans.

M anaging Growth Pressures

Alberta' s economy is leading the country with a record pace of
development. More than half a million people have moved here
from other provincesin the past half-dozen years. The government
of Albertahasreinforced its determination to effectively managethe
pressures that come with rapid economic growth. It will act
decisively to minimizethe pricewe are all paying for prosperity and
address pressures on housing, labour, infrastructure, and the
environment.

Y our government recognizesthat adequate housingisessential for
al Albertans to share in the prosperity of their province. It has
created a provincia task force to find ways to make affordable
housing more accessible to Albertans. It will focus on solutions for
homel essness and the provision of affordable housing.

Despite so many people moving to Alberta each year, our
economy is in dire need of people to answer the cals for “help
wanted” across the province. To help meet this demand, your
government will focuson better co-ordination of economic devel op-
ment, immigration, and labour force planning. It will craft a
made-in-Alberta solution to labour needs.

Likethe early settlerswho helped build our province, immigrants
today come here with hopes of creating a better life for themselves
and a better future for their children. The government of Alberta
will help new Albertansrealizetheir dreams. It will encouragethem
to put down roots, raise their families here, and contribute to and
sharein Alberta’s prosperity.

Y our government will increasesupport for First Nationsand M étis
skillstraining and labour force development so that those Albertans
with the deepest roots in this province will also have more opportu-
nities to reap the rewards of Alberta' s prosperity.

The current economic growth is placing great pressure on our
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province€'s infrastructure.  Your government will develop a
long-term capital plan that will address infrastructure needs and
inflation costs while exploring optionsto fund new capital projects.
It will also place great emphasis on controlled spending to ensure
that Albertans get the best possible value for their tax dollars.

The government of Alberta will continue to build on its solid
record in environmental management with some of the most
progressive legislation and action-based strategies in the country.
Working with Albertans, the government will turn current environ-
mental challenges into new opportunities. This will enhance
Alberta' s standing as a leader in practical, innovative, and sustain-
able environmental policies.

Y our government will encourage all Albertans to take personal
responsibility for energy efficiency and reduced consumption
because the environment is a shared responsibility between govern-
ment, industry, and al members of society.

Alberta slegidation for regul ating greenhouse gas emissionswas
the first in Canada specifically addressing climate change, but this
government knows more must be done. This spring the government
of Albertawill introduce legidation that will completeimplementa
tion of Alberta's groundbreaking climate change plan. It will
establish greenhouse gas emission intensity targets for industry
under the specified gas emitters regulation. These will be the first
legislated emission intensity reduction targets for large industrial
emittersin Canada.

At the same time, the government will work with Albertans to
outline its next steps on this important issue. By fall 2007 Alberta
will have anew climate change action plan to move beyond what's
been accomplished so far.

To maintain our high quality of life, itisessentia that Albertans
properly manage our province swater supplies. The government of
Alberta' s Water for Life strategy is North America’s most compre-
hensivewater management plan. Since 2003 it hasprovided Alberta
with an action plan to manage water supplies during this time of
unprecedented economic growth. It is essentia to ensure that this
plan is based on current redlities. Later thisyear the Alberta Water
Council will consult with Albertans on updating the Water for Life
strategy and provide recommendations to government by year-end.

Your government will introduce strategies and provide new
funding to respond to growth pressures related to the development
of Alberta’ soil sands. Asalfirst big step the government of Alberta
has committed almost $400 million in new funding over the next
three years to complete new water and waste-water trestment
facilities, develop 300 affordable housing units, and address health
pressuresinthe Wood Buffalo region. 1t will also createan oil sands
sustainable development secretariat to better plan and co-ordinate
delivery of services as this important resource is developed. In
addition, the Oil Sands Multi-Stakeholder Committeewill complete
itswork and recommend strategiesand policies, based on Albertans
input, to guide future devel opment.

Your government will aso complete its land-use framework,
whichwill guidetheway to balancing the economic, environmental,
and social needs of Albertans. These initiatives will mark the
beginning of a new era in managing the overal environmental
effects of development. It will blend Alberta s environment-related
policies, including Water for Life, the climate change action plan,
and the land-use framework, to ensure that Alberta’ s environment
continues to be protected.

head:

Albertans have told their government that economic prosperity
must not come at the expense of quality of life, and the government

Improving Albertans Quality of Life

of Albertaislistening. It will ensure that services, programs, and
infrastructure arein placeto maintain Albertans’ high quality of life.

Albertans have always placed a high value on learning, and this
government recogni zes that education iskey to improving quality of
life. Your government will continue to look for innovative waysto
improve Alberta's outstanding K to 12 education system. It will
work with community partners, school boards, and educators to
devel op effective strategies that support teachers, parents, students,
and administrators in continuing to provide a first-rate learning
environment.

Your government will also increase access and quality in
postsecondary education while strengthening its support for
community education and literacy programs. It will work to
improve high school completion rates and increase access to
postsecondary education with an emphasis on the Campus Alberta
approach. Thegovernment will ensurethat Alberta' s postsecondary
institutions have defined roles and responsibilities within acompre-
hensive advanced learning system. Investments in advanced
education will be targeted towards acomprehensive framework that
will make postsecondary education, trade and occupational training
more accessible to adult learners.

Thegovernment of Albertawill continueto encourage and support
Albertansintaking stepstoimproveand maintainindividual, family,
and community health. A sustained focus on wellness, injury
reduction, and disease prevention combined with effortsto improve
productivity and accountability in health care delivery will provide
the framework to ensure a sustainable public health care system.

Building the health workforce of the future will be atop priority.
Albertans will see stronger emphasis on primary health care and
self-management of chronic diseases through the provision of
information, resources, and support.

The government of Alberta will assist people living in the
community with serious mental illness, and their families, with
improved access to support services and treatment. A new pharma-
ceutical strategy will capitalize on opportunities to improve the
range of drugs available and to reduce or avoid costs. Your
government will work to expand long-term care capacity, improve
standards, and ensure that facilities and supports are available to
seniors as the population ages. Y our government will continue to
improve the quality of lifein First Nations and Métis communities,
and it will ensurethat government policies better reflect the needs of
persons with disabilities.

This province is known as one of the best placesto live and raise
a family, in large part because of the spirit of community that
Albertans cherish. Albertansvalue compassion, and they take pride
in coming together to volunteer time and money to help othersin
need. Reflecting these values, the government of Albertawill lead
the creation of a community spirit program for charitable giving.
The program will support increases for private charitable donations
through tax credits and establish acommunity spirit fund to provide
matching grants for eligible donations to Alberta-based registered
charities. The government will establish an all-party MLA commit-
tee to guide the creation of this program.

Providing Safe and Secure Communities

Albertans place a high priority on living in a peaceful society,
where laws are respected and consideration for others is practised.
They want to be assured that their communitieswill remain safe and
secure as the province undergoes rapid growth and change. The
Alberta government will act on this priority. It will work with
communities to make neighbourhoods stronger and safer.

To thisend, your government will work with community leaders
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to establish a crime reduction and safe communities task force that
will consult with Albertans on how to reduce crime and improve
public confidence in the justice system. Thisinitiativewill build on
the work being done by 13 partnering government ministries to
develop and implement an integrated crime reduction strategy.
Through this collaboration the province will see a future in which
Albertans experienceless crime, fedl lessfearful of crime, and work
together to make their communities safer.

Building a Stronger Alberta

Albertans and their government know that the province's eco-
nomic success must not be taken for granted. The Alberta govern-
ment will act now to build an even stronger Alberta. It will conduct
an open and transparent review of the resource royalty system
through an independent committee recently established. Attheend
of thereview Albertans must be confident that the right systemisin
place, onethat isfair to both industry and to Albertans, who own the
resources.

Your government will aso develop strategies to ensure that
Albertans have long-term access to reliable and diverse sources of
energy for homes, small businesses, and larger industries, and it will
encourage the upgrading and refining of nonrenewabl e resourcesin
Alberta to obtain maximum value for Albertans and to create new
business opportunities and long-term jobs.

The government of Albertawill develop acomprehensive energy
strategy, which will ensure the sustainable development of the
province's resources in an environmentally responsible manner,
making full use of innovations such as near zero emission coal. The
strategy will look at all of Alberta senergy resourceswith afocuson
renewable resources, including electricity generated by wind and
bioenergy such asethanol and other biofuels. Development inthese
areas will provide new opportunities for rural Alberta and the
agriculture community. While much of the focus on sustainable
development isdirected at industry, individual Albertans must play
their part aswell to promote energy efficiency and reduce consump-
tion.

A strong Albertarequires strong municipalities. Thisgovernment
recognizes that municipalities provide many of the day-to-day
servicesupon which Albertansrely. Y our government hastherefore
renewed efforts to work with municipalities to better serve Alber-
tans. Thisincludesdevel opingalong-termfunding arrangement that
is sustainable and recognizes the challenges municipalities have in
raising revenues to provide essential services on the front lines of
Alberta' s tremendous growth. This co-operative effort has already
yielded results that will benefit al Albertans. The provincia
government has committed an additional $1.4 billion in annual
funding to municipalities, which will be phasedin over the next four
years.

Albertans want to be sure that revenues they entrust to their
provincial government areused prudently to build astronger Alberta
today and for generations to come. Your government is taking
action by developing a surplus management policy that reflects
Albertans' long-term priorities. Details of this policy will be
announced with the 2007 provincia budget.

Your government will ensure that savings are targeted to the
province's future needs. It will strengthen the governance of its
investments so that the funds Albertans entrust to it are managed
most effectively.

The Alberta government will also establish an institute for
agriculture, forestry, and the environment, which will put research
and innovation to practical, real-world use to benefit Albertans and
the environment. Theinstitutewill develop market-based solutions

to environmental sustainability challenges surrounding agriculture
and renewable resource sectors such as forestry. As al Albertans
know, much of Alberta's economic strength is based on natural
resources.

To ensurethat Albertaremains prosperousfor future generations,
it isessential to seize the opportunity now to further strengthen and
diversify our economy. Your government will build on Alberta's
traditional strengths, which include energy, agriculture, forestry,
tourism, and the people of this province. It will build on these
strengthsto devel op arobust knowl edge-based economy to compete
in world markets.

The Alberta government will develop a long-term strategy for
technology commercialization and economic diversification. 1t will
continueto focusonresearchin priority areasof energy, information
and communications technology, and life sciences. In addition, it
will place an increased emphasis on nanotechnol ogy, the science of
small. Researchinthisfield hasthe potential to impact every sector
of our economy and to diversify and sustain Alberta’ s prosperity for
generations. Led by world-classresearchersat the National Institute
for Nanotechnology in Edmonton, our province is positioned to
become an international leader in thisfield.

Conclusion

Fellow Albertans, the government of Albertais making asolemn
commitment toyou. Inall that it does, it will reflect your valuesand
act onyour priorities. Itwill conduct itself with the recognition that
it is an honour and a privilege to serve as government, not aright,
and that it must continuously earn that privilege. Y our government
will listen to and work with Albertans because together we can do
great things.

We arefaced with aunique opportunity to build for thefutureand
to secure the long-term prosperity of our great province. Your
government has a solid plan to accomplish these goals. It will take
full advantage of that opportunity.

Thank you, ladies and gentlemen, and may God blessyou all.

God bless Alberta.

God bless Canada.

God save the Queen.

The Sergeant-at-Arms: Order! All rise, please.

The Speaker: Hon. members and ladies and gentlemen, | would
now invite Mr. Paul Lorieau to lead us in the singing of God Save
The Queen. Please remain standing at the conclusion.

Hon. Membersand Guests:
God save our gracious Queen,
long live our noble Queen,
God save The Queen!
Send her victorious,
happy and glorious,
long to reign over us:
God save The Queen!

The Sergeant-at-Arms. Order!

[Preceded by the Sergeant-at-Arms, Their Honours, their party, and
the Premier |eft the Chamber as a fanfare of trumpets sounded)]

The Speaker: Please be seated.
[The Mace was uncovered]

[The Premier returned to the Chamber]
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head: Introduction of Bills

The Speaker: The hon. the Premier.

Bill 1
Lobbyists Act

Mr. Stelmach: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. I request leave to
introduce Bill 1, the Lobbyists Act.

One of our top five priorities is governing with integrity and
transparency, and this act, the Lobbyists Act, is an example of our
commitment to this principle. Our commitment to openness in
government, openness in business dealings is demonstrated in three
ways through the Lobbyists Act: first, by establishing a lobbyist
registry; secondly, by requiring lobbyists to declare existing
contracts they have to give advice to government; and lastly, by
regularly publishing an online, searchable index of who has
contracts with the government. One of the key features of the
legislation is the prohibition from lobbying and providing advice to
government on the same issue at the same time.

The lobbyist registry will be administered by the Ethics Commis-
sioner. It will be fully accessible on the Internet and will identify the
subject matter of each lobbying activity.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

[Motion carried; Bill 1 read a first time]

head: Tablings

The Speaker: Hon. members, I have the honour to table a copy of
the speech graciously given by His Honour the Honourable the
Lieutenant Governor.

head: Motions

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, I move that the speech of His Honour
the Honourable the Lieutenant Governor to this Assembly be taken
into consideration on Thursday, March 8, 2007.

[Motion carried]

Mr. Hancock: Mr. Speaker, I would move that pursuant to Standing
Order 52(1) the select standing committees for the present session of
the Legislative Assembly be appointed for the following purposes:

(1) Alberta Heritage Savings Trust Fund,

(2) Legislative Offices,

(3) Private Bills,

(4) Privileges and Elections, Standing Orders and Printing, and
(5) Public Accounts.

[Motion carried]
The Speaker: The hon. Government House Leader.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would move that the
following members be appointed to the Assembly’s five standing
committees:

(1) Alberta Heritage Savings Trust Fund: Mr. Johnston, chair; Mr.
Rogers, deputy chair; Mr. Doerksen; Mr. Griffiths; Mr. Mac-
Donald; Mr. Magnus; Mr. Mar; Mrs. Mather; and Mr. Pham.

(2) Legislative Offices: Mr. Rodney, chair; Mr. Magnus, deputy
chair; Ms Blakeman; Mr. Cao; Mr. Coutts; Mr. Ducharme; Mr.
Flaherty; Mr. Marz; Mr. McFarland; Dr. Pannu; and Mr.
VanderBurg.

(3) Private Bills: Ms DelLong, chair; Dr. Brown, deputy chair;
Reverend Abbott; Mr. Agnihotri; Mr. Amery; Ms Calahasen;
Mr. Doerksen; Mr. Dunford; Mr. Eggen; Mr. Elsalhy; Mrs.
Jablonski; Mr. Johnson; Mr. Lougheed; Mr. Lukaszuk; Mr.
Mitzel; Mr. Pham; Mr. Prins; Mr. Rogers; Mr. Shariff; Dr.
Swann; and Mr. Tougas.

(4) Privileges and Elections, Standing Orders and Printing: Mr.
Zwozdesky, chair; Mr. Johnson, deputy chair; Reverend
Abbott; Mr. Amery; Ms Blakeman; Mr. Cardinal; Mr. Cenaiko;
Mr. Flaherty; Mrs. Forsyth; Mrs. Fritz; Mr. Griffiths; Mr.
Hancock; Mr. Herard; Mr. Lougheed; Mr. Lukaszuk; Mr.
MacDonald; Mr. Marz; Mr. Mitzel; Mr. Oberle; Dr. Pannu; and
Ms Pastoor.

(5) Public Accounts: Mr. MacDonald, chair; Mr. Prins, deputy
chair; Mr. Bonko; Dr. Brown; Mr. Cardinal; Mr. Cenaiko; Mr.
Chase; Ms DeLong; Mr. Dunford; Mr. Eggen; Mrs. Forsyth;
Mr. Herard; Mr. Johnston, Mr. R. Miller; Mr. Rodney; Mr.
Strang; and Mr. Webber.

[Motion carried]
The Speaker: The hon. Government House Leader.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 1 would move that the
Assembly stand adjourned until tomorrow at 1:30 p.m.

[Motion carried; at 3:57 p.m. the Assembly adjourned to Thursday
at 1:30 p.m.]
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L egidative Assembly of Alberta

Title Thursday, March 8, 2007
Date: 07/03/08
[The Speaker in the chair]

1:30 p.m.

head: Prayers

The Speaker: Good afternoon and welcome. | would ask that al
hon. members remain standing after the prayer so that we may pay
tribute to our former colleagues who have passed away since we
were last in the House. Pleasejoin mein prayer.

Aswe commence proceedings today in this Assembly, we ask for
divine guidance so that our words and deeds may bring to al people
of this great province hope, prosperity, and a vision for the future.
Amen.

Mr. Arthur Soetaert
April 14, 1913, to September 14, 2006

The Speaker: Hon. members, on Thursday, September 14, 2006,
Arthur Joseph Soetaert passed away. Mr. Soetaert waselected inthe
13th Legidature, June29, 1955, representing the St. Albert constitu-
ency for the Libera Party. Mr. Soetaert served until June 18, 1959.
During histerm of office Mr. Soetaert served on the select standing
committees on Agriculture, Colonization, Immigration and Educa
tion; Municipal Law; Privilegesand Elections; Public Accounts; and
Railways, Telephones and Irrigation.

Mr. Bryan Strong
December 24, 1946, to December 25, 2006

The Speaker: On Monday, December 25, 2006, Bryan Melvin
Strong passed away. Mr. Strong was first elected on May 8, 1986,
and served until March 20, 1989, representing the constituency of St.
Albert for the New Democratic Party. During histerm of office Mr.
Strong served on the sel ect standing committees on Public Accounts
and Public Affairs.

Dr. Kenneth Paproski
January 17, 1931, to January 25, 2007

The Speaker: On Thursday, January 25, 2007, Dr. Kenneth Robert
Howard Paproski passed away. Dr. Paproski was first elected in
1971 and served until 1982. During his years of service he repre-
sented the constituency of Edmonton-Kingsway for the Progressive
Conservative Party. During his term of office Dr. Paproski served
on several committees: Public Accounts; Law, Law Amendments
and Regulations; Public Affairs, Agriculture and Education; Private
Bills; Law and Regul ations; Public Affairs; Privilegesand Elections,
Standing Orders and Printing. In addition, Dr. Paproski served on
two legislative committees, one dealing with the Workers' Compen-
sation Act and Professions and Occupations.

Mr. Arthur Dixon
December 1, 1919, to February 5, 2007

The Speaker: Mr. Arthur Johnson Dixon passed away on Monday,
February 5, 2007. Mr. Dixon was first elected in 1952 and served
until 1975. During hisyears of service he represented the constitu-
enciesof Calgary, Calgary South-East, Calgary-South, and Calgary-
Millican for the Social Credit Party. During histerm of office Mr.
Dixon served on severa committees: Agriculture, Colonization,
Immigration and Education; Law Amendments;, Municipal Law;
Public Accounts; and Railways, Telephones and Irrigation.

Mr. Dixon served as Deputy Speaker of the Legidlative Assembly
from 1955 to 1963 and as Speaker from 1963 to 1972. During Mr.
Dixon’ stenure as Speaker he served on the Standing Committee on
Public Affairs, Agriculture and Education; Special Committee to
Arrange the Area Conference of the Commonwealth Parliamentary
Association; Specia Committee to Revise Rules 74 to 104 of the
Rules, Ordersand Formsof Proceedingsof theL egidative Assembly
of Alberta; and the Speciad Committee to Select an Ombudsman.

With our admiration and respect there is gratitude to members of
the families who shared the burden of public office. Family
members of Mr. Soetaert, Dr. Paproski, and Mr. Dixon are with us
today in the Speaker’s gallery. Our prayers are with them.

In amoment of silent prayer | ask you to remember hon. member
Art Soetaert, hon. member Bryan Strong, hon. member Ken
Paproski, and hon. member Arthur Dixon as you may have known
them. Rest eterna grant unto them, O Lord, and let light perpetual
shine upon them. Amen.

Please be seated.

head:
The Speaker: The hon. the Premier.

Introduction of Visitors

Mr. Stelmach: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It ismy great pleasureto
rise and introduce to you and through you to all Members of this
Legidative Assembly an individual that is seated in your gallery,
Mr. Rick Hansen. Rick is a great Canadian whose efforts have
brought not only international recognition and accolades but also
meaningful improvements to the quality of life of persons with
spinal cord injuries and other disabilities.

Given the number of hisachievements, | will highlight only afew
heretoday. He haswheeled around the globe, developed afounda
tion to assist those with spinal cord injuries, and this evening Rick
will be honoured by the CPA with the Christopher Reeve award to
recognize his outstanding leadership and contribution to the
community of persons with spinal cord injury and other physical
disabilities. My wife, Marie, will be presenting him with the award
thisevening. Later thisyear hewill beinducted into Canada sWalk
of Fame.

He is accompanied by a number of guests: Kent Hehr, Marlin
Styner, Gary McPherson and hiswife, Val, and Dr. Karim Fouad.
They're seated in the members’ gallery, and | would ask that they all
receive the traditional warm welcome of this Assembly.

The Speaker: Hon. members, it's an honour for me today to
introduce to you guests who are seated in the Speaker’s galery as
well. These guests are family members of our former colleagues
who have passed away since we last sat. Former MLA Arthur
Soetagert is represented by his son Art Soetaert and two daughters,
Lorraine St. Laurent and Claudette Meunier. If they would rise,
please.

Mrs. Louise Paproski, widow of Dr. Kenneth Paproski, former
MLA, is here with her daughter Marion Johnson, son-in-law Rod
Johnson, and grandchildren Shea, Owen, Genevieve, and Roarke
Johnson. If they would rise, please.

Mrs. Marguerite Dixon, widow of Mr. Art Dixon, former MLA
and Spesaker of the Legislative Assembly, isherewith several family
members; son Donald and Janet Dixon and their daughter Emily,
daughter-in-law Mrs. Susie Dixon, granddaughter Melanie Dixon,
brother-in-law Burnell and Leona Perrault, nephew Steven and
Crystal Perrault, and nephew Dan Galbraith. With the family is
former Member of the Legidlative Assembly Dennis Anderson, who
represented Calgary-Currie, a long-time family friend. As | ask
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themtorise, | would like to point out to all membersthat when Mr.
Dixon was the Speaker of the Legislative Assembly, his family
would come from Calgary to live in the Speaker’s suite. His son
Donald, who is here today, must have been just alittle gaffer at that
time, so he must have pitter-pattered through the Speaker’ s suitein
times gone by. If the Dixon family would rise now.

1:40
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre.

Ms Blakeman: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. | am very
pleased today to introduce to you and through you to al members of
the Assembly afellow Official Opposition House Leader. Seatedin
your gallery isGary McRobb, whoisthe MLA for Kluanein Y ukon.
Hewasfirst elected to the Y ukon Legislative Assembly in 1996 and
re-elected in 2000, 2002, and 2006. Heisthe Liberal caucus critic
for the Department of Energy, Minesand Resources, the Department
of Highways and Public Works, the Y ukon Development Corpora
tion, and the Y ukon Energy Corporation. Asl said, heisthe Official
Opposition House Leader. | would ask Mr. McRobb to please rise
and accept the warm wel come of the Alberta Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Castle Downs.

Mr. Lukaszuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | would liketo introduce
to you and through you Mr. Brent Rathgeber, also seated in your
galery. Mr. Rathgeber is well known to all members of this fine
Assembly as he served in this Legidature as the Member for
Edmonton-Calder from 2001-2004. But that is not thereason heis
here today. Mr. Rathgeber has recently been nominated as the
candidatefor the Edmonton-St. Albert Conservativeassociation, and
he will be running in the upcoming federal election and, | imagine,
equally competently representing hisconstituentsthere. | wouldlike
to ask Mr. Rathgeber to rise and accept the traditionad warm
welcome of our Assembly.

head:
The Speaker: The hon. Deputy Speaker.

Introduction of Guests

Mr. Marz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It'sapleasurefor metoday to
introduce to you and through you to all members of the Assembly
Mr. Adam Kozakiewicz, who has served the members of this
Assembly for the past seven yearsasasystems analyst. For those of
usthat find theworld of computersand BlackBerriesand blueberries
and Palms and Bluetooth gadgets a little bit challenging, as | do,
Adam was always there for al of us to make sure that these
machines worked well for us and in many cases in spite of us. We
will certainly miss his talents and good humour as he is moving on
to a new position with the Bank of Montreal in Vegreville as a
financial planner. | would liketo ask Adam to risein the members’
gallery to receive the traditional warm welcome of the Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Airdrie-Chestermere.

MsHaley: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. | am very pleased
to introduce to you and through you to the Assembly on behalf of
my colleague from Athabasca-Redwater a group from the Thorhild
school. Thereareabout 15 students, | believe, and they’ reaccompa-
nied by their teacher, Mr. Mike Popowicz. | would ask themtorise
and receive the warm welcome of our Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Shaw.

Mrs. Ady: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It's aso my privilege to
introduce to you and through you to the Assembly the Trinity
Christian school group, whoisthe only group of school kidsthat has
been ableto cometo the L egislature from my constituency year after
year, so I'd liketo thank them and their teacher, Cheryl Barnard, for
that. Aswell, they informed me that they are staying overnight, so
they have many parent hel pers to help them with that: Dan Dooley,
Cori Janz, Sheila Muirhead, Wendy Clay, Kent Blanton, Sheryl
Anderton, Steve Miller, Joanne Smart, and Paul Wilson. 1'd liketo
have them rise and receive the warm wel come of the Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Strathcona.

Mr. Lougheed: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. |I'm pleased to introduce
to you and through you to the members of the Assembly agrade 10
classfrom Strathcona Christian Academy. They’ reaccompanied by
their teacher, Mr. Doug Zook. 1'd ask them to please rise and
receive the traditional warm welcome of the Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Lacombe-Ponoka.

Mr. Prins. Thank you, Mr. Spesaker. It's my honour aso to
introduce to you and through you to all members of the Assembly a
group of students from the Rimbey elementary school. They're
accompanied by their teacher and five parent helpers. The parent
helpers are Ms Bridget Wright, Ms Suzanne Hanley, Ms Janet
Burghardt, Ms Starla Boehnert, and Mr. Brent Stutheit. Their
teacher is Ms Cathy Coers. This class has been here all week
participating in the School at the Legislature, and they’ ve enjoyed
themselvesimmensely. They're seated in one of the galleries, and
I"d ask them to rise and receive the warm wel come of this Assembly.
Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Cypress-Medicine Hat.

Mr. Mitzel: Thank you, Mr. Spesker. It gives me great pleasureto
introduce to you and through you to the members of this Assembly
the gentleman who maintains my constituency office. Jordan takes
all of my constituency calls, and he's my right hand and my left
hand, particularly when I’'m here in Edmonton. I'd like to ask my
constituency manager, Jordan Lien, who is seated in the members’
galery, to rise and receive the traditional warm welcome of this
Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Red Deer-South.

Mr. Doerksen: Mr. Speaker, the Premier aready introduced Marlin
Styner to us, but he neglected to introduce his spouse. As he well
knows, we don’t do these jobs without the support of significant
others and spouses. I’'m very pleased to introduce Diane Gramlich
to the Assembly, who travelled with Marlin to al the leadership
candidates, raising theissues of the 332,000 Disability Coalition so
effectively. |1 am proud that both of them reside in the Red Deer-
South constituency and attend faithfully Red Deer-South constitu-
ency board meetings for the PC Association. So welcome.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Drayton Valley-Calmar.

Rev. Abbott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It gives me great pleasure
to introduce to you and through you to all members of the Assembly
a constituent of Drayton Valley-Camar, His Worship Darren
Aldous. Darren is the mayor of Breton. He's also a VP of the
AUMA, chair of the environment and sustainability committee, and
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chair of the upcoming AUMA energy efficiency conference, which
ison April 19 and 20 at the River Cree Marriott. | would ask Mayor
Aldous to please rise — he's seated behind me, in the members
galery —and I'd ask all members to welcome him.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Lethbridge-East.

M sPastoor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Itismy pleasuretointroduce
to you and through you to this Assembly afirst-year law student at
the University of Alberta. Sheisshadowing metoday. Sheis part
of the Women's Law Forum, who is interested in increasing the
leadership of women in public life. Sheisaso the mother of three
children, agesone, two, and three. | would ask Sheryl Savardtorise
and receive the warm welcome of this House.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Calder.

Mr. Eggen: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | would like to introduce to
you and through you to the members of the Assembly the 28
members of the Yellowhead Tribal College seated in the public
gdlery. Under the wise tutelage of Mrs. Linda Anderson they're
here to watch the proceedings today along with question period. |
would ask them to please rise and receive the warm welcome of the
Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Finance.

Dr. Oberg: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 1t'san honour and
aprivilege to introduce to you and through you three guests that |
have in the members' gallery today. The first is Mr. David Keto,
who isleading the support secretariat for the Royalty Review Panel.
The second is Mr. Gary Horan, who is a former president of the
Alberta Alliance Party and a close friend of mine. Thethird is Mr.
Jordan Cleland, who is the government relations person for the
Workers' Compensation Board and a former executive assistant of
mine. | would ask al three to please rise and receive the warm
welcome of the Legidlative Assembly.

The Speaker: As afootnote to the Premier’s introduction of Mr.
Rick Hansen today, it was 10 years ago, in 1997, that Mr. Hansen
was invited to speak to the hon. Members of the Legidative
Assembly of Alberta. At that time he cameto Albertato givethanks
to the people of Alberta on the 10th anniversary of his Man in
Motion World Tour. By being given permission from the members
to participate on the floor, he became only the third person in the
history of Alberta to address the Members of the Legidative
Assembly. So now, 10 years |ater, he returns.

Welcometo Premier Stelmach

The Speaker: Hon. members, | sent a note in the last number of
days advising the Leader of the Official Opposition and the |eader
of the third party and other members that at this point in time,
because of the unique situation that occurred December 14, 2006,
with the swearing-in of a new Premier in the province of Alberta,
probably this would be an opportune day for hon. members, if they
wished to convey greetings, congratul ations, and best wishes, those
thoughts, to the new Premier, this would be a grand opportunity.

A number of members have advised me, and | will recognize
whatever member wantsto participate today — time management, of
course, is word management — recognizing that | will give greater
leverage to the leaders of the two partiesthan | will other members.
I’m not suggesting that other members aren’t as important; it’'s just

that this is one of those unique occasions. I'll recognize first the
hon. Leader of the Official Opposition and then the leader of the
third party. Then other members who wish to notify me, just send
me alittle note or catch my eye.

1:50

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | do appreciatethisopportunity.
Welcoming anew Premier to thisHouseisarare privilege— | might
arguetoo rare—but | will say that | am absolutely delighted to offer
the distinguished individual now in that chair the warm greetings of
the entire Alberta Liberal caucus.

Mr. Speaker, if someone had told me a year ago that the hon.
Member for Fort Saskatchewan-V egreville would one day serve as
the Premier of this province, | wouldn’t have believed it, to be
honest. But then it wasn't long before the rumours started to
circulate: watch out for Ed. Those rumours have proven to be very
true. Sure enough, when the ballots of the PC Party |eadership race
were counted, a soft-spoken farmer from Lamont was chosen as
Alberta's 13th Premier. My congratulations. For his tenacity, his
hard work, and his obvious efforts to reach out to thousands of
Albertans we commend the new Premier. It was an incrediblerace,
and he certainly earned the victory.

Thenew Premier inheritsachallenging job, and we commend him
for taking on such an immense responsibility. As Leader of the
Official Opposition and the AlbertaLiberal caucusoneof my duties
isto help the Premier serve the people of this provinceto the best of
hisability. Sometimes, of course, that will mean asking some pretty
tough questions because, after all, the people of Alberta have tough
questionsto ask. For example, Mr. Speaker, when | recently stopped
at the Donut Mill in Red Deer’s Gasoline Alley — probably every-
body knows it — | had lunch and, of course, adonut. A man who
was also there — and he was from Wainwright — walked up to me,
and he asked some pretty pointed questions about what he perceived
as the uncontrolled growth in this province. Just a few days ago at
atown hall meeting in Grande Prairie people were amost in tears
because of their concernswith finding affordablehousing and proper
health care. Folksin Drumheller, we know, are genuinely worried
about southern Alberta’ swater supply, and they’ re concerned that it
may not be there in the future.

The people of this province are demanding more from their
leaders, Mr. Speaker, and so honesty demands that we let the new
Premier know that the Alberta Liberal caucus will be speaking out
for disenfranchised and disappointed Albertans with all the strength
that we can muster. Albertans are expecting alot from their elected
representatives, most of al from their Premier. They want us to
protect the environment. They want us to come up with a plan for
long-term fiscal sustainability. They want democratic renewal. The
people of Alberta want a more open, accountable, and transparent
government, and they want to move Albertaforward to asustainable
future. The AlbertaLiberal caucus has solid plans to achieve these
goals, and we hope the Premier will work with us to those ends.

So to the Premier: congratulations, good luck, and may you enjoy
aproductive and rewarding timein thisHouse. Weareall of ushere
for Albertans. Let's make sure that they have a government that
they can be proud of.

Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. leader of the third party.

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. | really appreciate
the opportunity that you've given to us to provide greetings and
congratulationsto the new Premier. | will save some of my political
comments for question period and debate.
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The Premier isaman for whom | have a great deal of respect. |
believe he has acquitted himself with integrity and honour in this
House. Heisafriendly person, not aperson who placespartisanship
above the normal human relations that we al enjoy.

He is the first Premier of Ukrainian heritage in the province of
Alberta. | have many people of Ukrainian heritage in my constitu-
ency of Edmonton-Highlands-Norwood, and | can tell you that they
are very proud of the Premier, but | remind them that he represents
the constituency of Fort Saskatchewan-Vegreville and not
Edmonton-Highlands-Norwood. Well, they’reall pretty good New
Democrats, | think.

I think it’ salsoimportant at thistime to have someonewho comes
from afarming background, someone who understands the difficul -
ties and the struggles that farmers have gone through in the last
number of years in this province. As the Premier undertakes this
tremendousresponsibility, | wish himwell. Asthelast Premier once
said to me, | wish you good luck but not too much.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Cardston-Taber-Warner.

Mr. Hinman: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It isindeed a pleasure to
riseto congratulate the Premier on winning his party’ sleadership to
become the leader and the Premier of our province. Albertans are
renewed with hope as they move forward with the desire to be
governed with integrity and transparency. May you be blessed with
the wisdom and the courage to pass |l egislation and regulations that
ensure equality and equal opportunity for all Albertans, resultingin
an improvement in their quality of life.

Asyou have stated, Albertanswork hard and deserve to enjoy the
fruits of their labour. They are generous and give back to their
communities. We commend you for your recognition of this and
your statement yesterday inthe mediaroomthat charitable organiza-
tions know the needs of their communities better than government,
and they spend and stretch the dollars better than government.
Albertans a so know that they serve the people better than political
parties. | ask the Premier to ensure that his new tax credit for
donating to Alberta charities is better than the current credit for
donating to political parties.

Albertans do not wish to be dependent on and grateful for
government programs and handouts. They desire to be governed by
laws and regulations that protect, not limit, their freedoms and
independence. | know that the Premier understands that and has
spoken agreat deal about the strength and the integrity of Albertans
asawhole.

Mr. Premier, you can count on the Alliance for help and support
to make Alberta better, to help our families help themselves to be
strong and free, Fortis et Liber.

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Employment, Immigration and
Industry.

M sEvans: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Today | rise, proud toraisethe
issues as we celebrate the 30th anniversary of the status of
women. ..

The Speaker: We're in greetings to the Premier section. Okay?
WEe'll cometo you later.

MsEvans: Well, Mr. Speaker, | can hardly resist just thanking and
congratulating our Premier.

The Speaker: The hon. Deputy Speaker.

Mr. Marz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It'saprivilegefor metorise
and wish our new Premier al the very best. On behalf of the
constituency of Olds-Didsbury-Three Hills I, too, would like to
welcome our new Premier into the House as Premier. In my case
it's aso a case of welcoming an old friend and colleague of atime
that goes back to municipal days, when we were both councillors.

| can truly say that the calls | get from my constituency office
reflect that Albertans from my part of the province are truly and
solidly behind our new Premier and wish you all the best asthe 13th
Premier of our wonderful province. Together, with your leadership
I’m confident that we'll even build a better province and future for
our children. | wish you many successful years as Premier and
winner of many elections to come.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-McCall.

Mr. Shariff: Mr. Speaker, as Deputy Chair of Committees and the
MLA for Calgary-McCall | extend my sincere congratul ationsto the
Premier for his successful leadership campaign, hisvictory, and for
being sworn in as Alberta’ s 13th Premier. | wish him the very best
in histerm as our Premier and the |eader of the Progressive Conser-
vative Party of Alberta.

People who have known our new Premier have bestowed on him
numeroustitles, such as Steady Eddie, Honest Ed, aman of integrity,
a sincere person, et cetera. He is indeed worthy of al of these
honours, and I’ m convinced that hewill serve Albertanswell astheir
Premier for many decades to come.

Mr. Premier, congratulations.

2:00
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Manning.

Mr. Backs: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It iswith great pride that |
stand here today to welcome our new Alberta Premier. Welcome,
Mr. Premier. Inthewords of Chel sea Stanley from my constituency:
What d'yaat? Now, that is Newfoundlander: hi, how are you, and
welcome. Inmy constituency of Edmonton-M anning thereare many
Newfoundlanders who have become Albertans. There are, indeed,
many new Albertans from all parts of Canada and from other lands
the world over. On behalf of al of them, sir, | wish you welcome.
They al wish youwell, and | know that you have their best interests
in mind.

There are a'so many long-term Albertansin Edmonton-Manning.
Many have moved over the years from Two Hills, from Mundare,
from Vilna, and from al over northern Alberta. Thereis a strong
Ukrainian-Canadian and Polish-Canadian heritage in the multicul -
tural milieu of northeast Edmonton neighbourhoods. Folks are
proud of that. Part of the area is sometimes called Little Kiev.
Many are proud of you, sir, being the first Ukrainian-Canadian
Premier of our great province of Alberta. | wrote you aletter when
you were elected that my dear mother would be making a pot of her
best borscht in heaven to celebrate your election. I'm sure that she
ishappy today. | wish you well. Congratulations and God bless.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Wetaskiwin-Camrose.

Mr. Johnson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | would like to add
congratul ations here today from the Wetaskiwin-Camrose constitu-
ency. It's clear from the throne speech of yesterday that we are
taking anew and fresh directionin thisprovince, and thisisall under
your direction and leadership. As the Member for Wetaskiwin-
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Camrose | look forward to working with you to realize your agenda
and dreams for our province.
Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Mill Creek.

Mr. Zwozdesky: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | rise today to briefly
congratulate and warmly welcome our new Premier, and | rise in
two capacities: first of al, asaperson of Ukrainian ancestry myself
to convey how deeply proud and honoured our constituency of
Canadians of Ukrainian heritageison this occasion to welcome and
sautethefirst-ever person of Ukrainian ancestry to occupy thechair
of premiership in Alberta, and secondly, on behalf of the Advisory
Council on Alberta-Ukraine Relations | just know that thisisavery
positive move that will help solidify those relationshipsaswell. So
congratulations. [Remarksin Ukrainian] May God blessyou, guide
you, and keep you in good health. [As submitted)]

The Speaker: Hon. Premier, would you like to respond?

Mr. Stelmach: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 1 first do want to say how
much | appreciate your recognizing me yesterday and, of course, the
kind words expressed by yourself. Also my thanksto the Leader of
the Official Opposition and to the third party for their welcoming
remarks and to all other membersin the Assembly.

To the Leader of the Opposition, certainly we'll take your offer to
help. | always have had respect for the opposition. Thereisarole
to play, of course, in democracy in terms of the debatein thisHouse.
As family members observe the proceedings here today, those
family members of those elected members of this Assembly that
have departed us, my goal —and I’ m sure you share the same goal —
is that we win back the respect for elected people in this province
that our predecessors had.

I am honoured to serve Albertans, Mr. Speaker, astheir Premier.
| really still struggle for those words to express how humbling it is
that the people of this great province gave me this tremendous
opportunity, their confidence, their trust, and most importantly their
vote to lead this government and really represent the interests of all
Albertans.

I’mhonouredto lead such atremendously talented caucus, behind
me and across the way, into the Third Session of the 26th Legisla-
ture. I'mwell served front and back. We do have alarge agendain
front of us, and | look forward to working with Albertansbothinside
and outside this Chamber to achieve the goals that | have given this
government.

Just acomment to theleader of thethird party, who mentioned my
Ukrainian heritage. | just heard the other day that now on aregular
basis we'll have perogies and kubasa on the Legislature cafeteria
menu.

Mr. Mason: Hold the sour cream.

Mr. Stelmach: Yeah. We'll try and reduce the calories.

| have a tremendous respect for this office and, of course, for the
role of elected officials, and I'm just looking forward to the next
number of years. | know that the Leader of the Official Opposition
may want to have an introduction much earlier than | would likein
this House in terms of anew Premier, but really thisiswhat it's all
about: working together to serve Albertans.

So with that, Mr. Speaker, | would close my brief comments and
await my first question as the Premier of the province of Alberta.

head:

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Employment, Immigration and
Industry.

Ministerial Statements

International Women's Day

MsEvans: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. What aprivilegeto rise today
to honour women everywhere as the member who isresponsible on
the government side for the status of women and to recognizethat in
this the 30th international anniversary year the theme of the year is
Ending Violence against Women.

Since Adam and Eve women in society have been equal partners
in life, fostering families and sharing responsibility for improving
this planet. Our ancestors, aboriginal women, First Nations and
M étiswomen among the settlerswho migrated from other devel oped
countries have built an Alberta with their passion, their hope, and
their experience and built on our capacity to become aprovincerich
in heritage and culture and made us an amazing place in aleading
nation. Women have broken land, have farmed, have fed their
families, havewelded, have counselled, havetaught, have supported
medical circumstances, and have earned their place: active in their
careers, in their vocations, missions, as parents, and as community
leaders. Today nearly half of the self-employed in Alberta are
women. They are entrepreneurs with wisdom, commitment,
ingenuity, and energy.

InthisLegidatureon all sidesof the House we are sadly reminded
that while so much is right with the women of our province, some
things are still terribly wrong. Seven per cent of Canadian women
still suffer violence; 24 per cent of aboriginal women have suffered
violence by their spousal partner at least once, and 10 per cent of
Albertawomen throughout the province have suffered as aresult of
the experience of living with an abusive partner. Our Premier and
other champions in this House continue to advocate and place
resources to eradicate bullying and violence, but itisup to all of us
to do more. Asamother | taught my sons that the greatest gift they
could giveto their children wasto love and cherish their wives. We
must cherish and love all others and continue to uphold the culture
of respect for one another.

Today as we celebrate al women — our pioneers that have gone
before, those present among us today, and all in our society — we
resolveto build and nurture all men, all women, and all Albertansin
amanner which assures eradication of violence and astronger, safer
place for our children and the children of future generations.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre.
2:10

M s Blakeman: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and thank you, Madam
Minister. Those were kind words and heartfelt.

Mr. Speaker, I d liketo celebrate I nternational Women' s Day, but
it's tough to be properly jubilant when women face so many
challenges. Thereare certainly many women to celebratein Alberta:
breast cancer survivors, the volunteers who serve as the hidden
backbone of our economy, the barely acknowledged people al
around us who teach and sling hash and weld and clean and crunch
numbers and drive trucks and take care of our kids. These women
show leadership and courage every day. They deserve to be
celebrated, perhaps especialy so in Alberta, where women have to
be so self-reliant.

From 1986 to its premature closure we had an arm’s-length
Advisory Council on Women' slssuesin Alberta, charged to hel p get
women fully involved in the life of the province. We had a
Women's Secretariat, a branch full of people working on women's
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policy issues. Now wehave onevaliant woman working away in the
corner of adifferent department. From acouncil and asecretariat to
adesk.

Our health workforce, overwhelmingly female, is struggling with
recruitment and retention issues, and a significant portion of this
workforce is looking at getting out. This possibility has massive
consequences for policymakers and citizens alike. Our precious,
not-for-profit charitable and volunteer sector, also overwhelmingly
staffed by women, has been eroded, downsized, and downloaded
upon for years, leaving it in avery fragile state.

Child care: another issuewhi ch disproportionately affectswomen.
We need spaces created. According to one source we have 80,000
women who have to or want to work and cannot find child care
spaces for their children. Asfor the child care workers themselves,
again overwhelmingly women, they perform a vital job for pitiful
wages.

Finadly, violence against women. If there's a jurisdiction
anywhere in the world with the ability to tackle this issue once and
for dl, it's Alberta. But we still seem to be stuck in the Dark Ages
on thisfront.

So, yes, I'd like to celebrate Internationa Women's Day in
Alberta, but | think that, instead, I’ll just celebrate Alberta’ swomen
and their determination to valiantly struggle forward in the face of
overwhelming obstacles.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: Might we have the consent of the Assembly to
recognize the hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathconato participate
on behalf of the third party in the House?

[Unanimous consent granted)]
The Speaker: The hon. member.

Dr. Pannu: Mr. Speaker, | thank you and the House for this
opportunity to join with my other colleagues to say afew words on
this very important day, Internationa Women'’s Day. Thisisaday
on which we should cel ebrate the accomplishments of women while
recognizing that our society is still rife with inequalities. Last year
| spoke about the persistent wage gap between men and women as
well as the unacceptably high number of women who were turned
away fromwomen’ ssheltersbecausethey werefull. Theseconcerns
persist today in Albertaand around the world.

The United Nations Devel opment Fund for Women cautionsinits
message commemorating I nternational Women’s Day that all of the
progress we have made can be destroyed through continuing
violence against women. Violence against women is deeply rooted
in structures of gender inequality. Ending violence against women
requires changing our individual attitudes and breaking through
barriers of culture and tradition to find nonviolent ways to resolve
conflictsin persona and public life.

Violence against women is made more insidious because it so
often goes unpunished. Global figures from the United Nations
show us that women are disproportionately targeted. One out of
every three women has been beaten or otherwise abused in her
lifetime. Domestic violence is the largest form of abuse of women
world-wide, irrespective of religion, culture, ethnicity, education,
and class. Mr. Speaker, this House must commit to taking action to
end impunity to violence against women and girls.

Alberta and Canada like to take pride in the progress we have
madetowards eliminating inequality from our society, but | fear that
some of us have become too complacent. Last year in one of the
first actsin government the federal Conservatives cut the budget of

the office of the Status of Women by 40 per cent and closed 12 of
the 16 regional offices. These offices helped women’s groupswork
their way through government funding processes and helped fund
research and resource devel opment related to women' s issues.

So, Mr. Speaker, | invite al Albertans to join us in celebrating
International Women's Day, celebrating past advances, and
committing to fighting for justice and equality for all women. Thank
you very much.

The Speaker : Are the members prepared to provide an opportunity
to thehon. Member for Cardston-Taber-Warner to participate? Any
opposed?

The hon. member.

Mr. Hinman: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Itisaprivilegeto stand and
to celebrate the 30th anniversary of International Women's Day.
Each of us owes our life to the women of our community for our
birth and for their nurturing and loving care in our early years. We
aretruly indebted to the women of our society. They exemplify the
best of human traits, those of kindness, generosity, caring, and
loving, many of those whom only a mother could love.

Albertans havetruly been blessed with stalwart women who have
fought the good fight for al Albertans and Canadians as a whole,
such special women asthe Famous Five and groups such asMothers
Against Drunk Driving and REAL Women, just to mention a few.
We aretruly blessed with the women of our families, our communi-
ties, our province, and our country. We could not go on without
them. They aretruly capable of doingit all, and we are indebted to
them.

We must ensure equality for al of our citizens, male and female,
and continue to try and improve their quality of life here in the
province of Alberta.

head: Oral Question Period

The Speaker: Thehon. Leader of Her Mgesty’ sLoyal and Officia
Opposition.

Royalty Review Panel

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The review of the province's
royalty ratesmay bethe single most important issue this government
confrontsunder thisPremier. Themakeup of thereview panel isjust
asinteresting for who isnot on it asfor who is. It isreasonable for
industry to have a voice on the panel, but Albertans are asking me
why other groups do not. To the Premier: can the Premier explain
to the farmers of Alberta, whose land and livelihoods are so often
affected by the activities of the petroleum industry, why they do not
deserve arepresentative on the panel when industry does?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Spesker, the issue of a royalty review came
forward during the leadership campaign in the province of Alberta,
and | made acommitment to ensure that all royalties — starting with
oil sands, conventiona oil and gas, and coa-bed methane — be
reviewed inavery open and transparent manner and that information
to be then put on the table for al Albertans to see. If our royalty
regimeisfair, therewill be comparisons made to other jurisdictions.
We need that information to communicate that to Albertans, and
they will have the information to make their own decision.

Dr. Taft: Well, | was hoping for more, Mr. Speaker: an answer. So
I will repeat the question to the Premier. Canthe Premier explainto
the farmers of Alberta, whose land and livelihoods are so often
affected by the activities of the petroleum industry, why they do not
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deserve arepresentative on the review panel when industry does?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, | believe the leader maybe doesn’t
have al the information here. | was going to say confused but not
from the point of view of saying that he doesn’t understand. There
is legidation in place that protects the landowner in terms of the
Surface Rights Act and land compensation for the entry of the oil
companies onto a farmer’s land or, quite frankly, onto any private
land. Thisis areview of the royalty regime. Thisis areview of
what we receive as Albertans, all equal shareholdersin the resource
that we own, and how that is calculated in terms of the resource
royaty. So those are two separate issues.

The Speaker: The hon. leader.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. AgaintothePremier: given that
environmental issues concerning the activity of the petroleum
industry are of such high concern and that royalties could be for
examplestructured to encourage better environmental activities, can
the Premier explain to the people of Alberta why no one with
environmental expertise deserves to be on the panel?

2:20

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Spesker, once again, this is a review of the
royaty regime. All of the other issues, especialy with respect to
environment, are a separate discussion. In fact, our ministers of
Environment and Sustainabl e Resource Devel opment are mandated
to bring forward plans to ensure a very clean environment for the
next generation. Quitefrankly, it’snot only the oil and gasindustry
that we have to pay attention to but al other industry, including
agriculture, to make sure that we do protect the environment for the
future generation.

The Speaker: Second main question. The hon. Leader of the
Official Opposition.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Leadership in trying times
requires good judgment, yet several times the Premier’s judgment
seems to be lacking. When it comes to the royalty review, the
Premier failed to take steps to ensure that the panelists were free
from conflictsof interest. Within hours of the panel members being
made public, it came to light that one of them owns millions of
dollars of stock optionsin an oil sands company: clearly a blatant
conflict of interest. My question is to the Premier. What has the
Premier doneto addressthe conflict of interest of the member of the
panel who has a multimillion dollar stake in amajor oil company?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Spesker, al members on the royalty review
committee have extensive experience in anumber of areas. | can't
list to you the names of all theindividuals or their backgrounds, but
| can certainly allow the Minister of Finance to give the background
on the review panel.

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Dr. Oberg: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. On the review
panel aresix individualsthat are very classy, intelligent individuals.
We have three economists. We have aformer president of Alberta-
Pacific who has worked with environmental groups and has worked
in the lumber industry for the last 30 years. We have a gentleman
who was in the information technology business and, unbeknownst
to me at the time, has actually done a considerable amount of work
on finances with regard to oil companies. Lastly, we're very

privileged to have a gentleman by the name of Sam Spanglet, who
is the former vice-president of Shell and two years ago was the
executive of the year worldwide for Shell International.

Mr. Speaker, that kind of expertiseiswhat we're looking for, but
on top of that we have asked each and every one of the members of
the committeeto swear an official oath that they will not do anything
that will benefit them, that they will not talk about what isoccurring,
that they will not speak about what is occurring in this particular
review, whichisanincredibly important element of thisdeliberation.

Dr. Taft: Business as usual, Mr. Speaker.

To the Premier: given that last week, well after they were
appointed, all the panelists were asked to disclose their conflicts of
interest to the government on the panel, will the Premier do the open
and accountable thing and tell the people of Alberta what those
conflicts of interest were?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, we wouldn’t even be debating this
issue of the composition of the panel if it wasn’t for my insistence
to ensure that we have a very thorough public review of the royalty
regimeinthisprovince, and that’ swhat we' re going to get at theend
of this.

The Speaker: The hon. leader.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To the Premier again: can the
Premier assure Albertans that none of the royalty review pandlists
have business interests that will be affected by the decisions of the
pandl that they’ re serving on?

Mr. Stelmach: | can assure this House that the review will be done
in avery open, transparent manner to ensure that there are no self-
interests in terms of the results that end up on the table for al
Albertans to observe in terms of whether the royalty regime is fair
to al Albertans. Remember, we are al equa shareholdersin that
resource.

The Speaker: Third Official Opposition question. The hon. Leader
of the Official Opposition.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The Premier’ sfirst few months
as leader have been tainted by questions about his commitment to
openness and transparency. They’re not going to diminish after
today. Though he talks the talk, his decision to hold a fundraiser
where individuals could purchase time with the Premier and his
refusal to disclose alist of donors to his leadership campaign are
clear indicationsthat he doesn’t necessarily walk thewalk. Withthe
announcement of the Royalty Review Panel questions have arisen
regarding the relationship between panel members and the govern-
ment. To the Premier: given that the Premier only released apartial
list of his leadership campaign donors, will the Premier tell this
Assembly and al Albertans whether or not any of the review
pandlists provided cash in kind or other contributionsto his leader-
ship campaign?

Mr. Stelmach: In fact, in terms of the leadership campaign | don’'t
know what the Liberals have in mind in terms of what kind of
disclosure or how much involvement a candidate has in raising
funds. There was a committee structured that receives campaign
funds. It'sactually acompany that was enacted to receive campaign
funds. It'stheir responsibility. In absence of any rulesby the party
in terms of the campaign, we had to make rules ourselves in terms
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of how fundswereaccepted. The committeethen accepted whatever
donations were made.

| just want to say this, Mr. Speaker. There's such aconcern about
the disclosure. Well, alot of those that didn’t disclose were like
$25, $50, you know, donations to the campaign. But here's the
thing. Wewill havealobbyist registry in placethat will identify any
personin this provincethat wantsto lobby the government. Also, as
soon as we get the information technology in place, we' |l be ableto
track what money goes to any person in this province of Alberta
through the blue book. So we've got it now, Mr. Speaker, on both
sides of the spectrum. We'll make sure that is very open and
transparent, and Albertans will see not only who's lobbying
government but who is getting money from the other end.

The Speaker: The hon. Leader of the Official Opposition.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Again to the Premier: will the
Premier tell this Assembly and all Albertans whether or not any of
the companies the panelists are connected to contributed to his
leadership campaign?

Mr. Stelmach: You know, Mr. Speaker, | don’t know because |
didn’t follow who gave money to the campaign. It's a committee
structure. It was a company name, and that’s their role. 1I'm not
involved in collecting funds in terms of the campaign nor any other
leadership candidates here.

The Speaker: The hon. leader.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. AgaintothePremier: given that
the minister responsible for the Royaty Review Panel hasn't
released alist of hisleadership donors, will the Premier direct the
minister to disclose whether or not any of thereview panelistsor the
companies they work with contributed to this minister’s leadership
campaign?

Mr. Stelmach: As| said before. . .
Dr. Taft: Open and accountable.

Mr. Stelmach: Yeah, and we' ve moved more in the last 60 days
than you ever will in this Assembly. | can tell you that. We're
going to have the lobbyist registry. Every person that receives any
kind of money from this government will bein the blue book. That
will be on the Internet. Any Albertan can pull it up. Thisis more
transparency and openness than has been seen in this province for
years, well ahead of where the opposition is today.

Speaker’s Ruling
M atters Referred to Ethics Commissioner

The Speaker: Hon. members, the chair alowed that last series of
questions because the final aspect of the question had to do with a
specific contribution from a specific company to somebody’s
campaign, but | want to draw to the attention of al hon. members
the Conflictsof Interest Act section 24(1). It says, “ Any person may
request, in writing, that the Ethics Commissioner investigate any
matter respecting an alleged breach of this Act by a Member.”
Then 24(3) says, “ A Member may request, in writing, that the Ethics
Commissioner investigate any matter respecting an alleged breach
of this Act by the Member.” Then 24(6) says, “Where amatter has
been referred to the Ethics Commissioner under subsection (1), (3)

. . neither the Legidative Assembly nor a committee of the
Assembly shall inquire into the matter.”

Now, one of the due diligence things a Speaker does prior to
opening of asession isto contact the Ethics Commissioner and ask
the question: does the Ethics Commissioner have a file on any
member with respect to anything? The Ethics Commissioner
advised methat the Ethics Commissioner had received aletter from
the leader of the third party asking the Ethics Commissioner to
undertake an investigation into campaign contributions. Following
that, the Ethics Commissioner had received aletter from the Leader
of the Official Opposition, asking the Ethics Commissioner to do
one and the same thing.

So I've been advised by an officer of the Legidative Assembly,
in this case the Ethics Commissioner, that two members have asked
for areview. The Ethics Commissioner istaking areview, and if |
read section 24(6), it says. “Where amatter has been referred to the
Ethics Commissioner under subsection (1).” Section 24(3) says, “A
Member may request, in writing, that the Ethics Commissioner
investigate any matter respecting an alleged breach of thisAct by the
Member.” Thenit saysin 24(6), “Neither the Legislative Assembly
nor a committee of the Assembly shall inquire into the matter.”

So we're on the edge with some of these questions, but | think
I’ve clarified the whole thing. We'll wait, perhaps, for the Ethics
Commissioner to get back to us all.

The leader of the third party, please.

2:30 Employment Standards

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much, Mr. Spesker. Last week we
learned that employers in the tar sands are refusing to hire skilled
Albertan and Canadian building trades workers because they belong
to aunion. In fact, the IBEW, alegitimate union, has over 1,000
skilled tradesmen waiting for jobs because this government and the
federa government allow employers to bring in cheap foreign
labour. This government’s labour policies ensure that unionized
workersare not only passed over but can be fired because their first
language is French, in order to make room for temporary foreign
workers, many of whom are supplied by the companies with
trandators. This question is to the Premier. Will the Premier
explain to the thousands of qualified, out-of-work Albertan and
Canadian workers why they are being overlooked for jobsin favour
of temporary foreign workers?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, our policy is Albertansfirst; secondly,
other Canadians that can fill these vacant positionsin all industry;
and thirdly, if we can’t find enough people to fill al the positions,
then we'll look to other parts of the world. Of course, part of our
commitment, when we say Albertans first, isto put more resources
so that we can attract and encourage more participation from our
Métisand First Nationsin many job opportunitiesin the province of
Alberta. Really, that is government policy, and that’s what we're
working on.

The Speaker: The hon. leader.

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Thousands of
Albertans waiting for work.

Will the Premier commit to reopen negotiations with the federal
government to amend the agreement governing temporary foreign
workersin order to require employersto clearly demonstrate that no
qualified Albertan or Canadian worker, unionized or not, isavailable
for work before any application for temporary foreign workers is
approved?

Mr. Stelmach: All that | know in terms of the negotiations, Mr.
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Speaker, iswhat our minister of employment is doing now in terms
of negotiating with thefederal government in anumber of programs.
I had a difficult time hearing your question because there was more
chatter fromthe bench here. Y ouknow, | don’t make any comments
when other members are asking aquestion. | just ask for the same
respect. That'sall | ask.

Mr. Mason: M. Speaker, pourquoi est-ce que le gouvernement
permet a Suncor de virer un travailleur canadien syndiqué avec 25
annéesd’ expériencedans!’industriesimplement parcequesalangue
maternelle est lefrancais? | will provideatranslation. Why hasthe
government allowed Suncor to fire a unionized Canadian worker
with 25 years' experience because hisfirst language is French?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, our minister will respond to the very
specific issue raised by the member.

Ms Evans: Mr. Speaker, an issue like this would be dealt with by
the Human Rights Commission. My colleague the Minister of
Tourism, Parks, Recreation and Culture hasthat portfolio, but | will
say this. A situation between aprivate company and their employee,
the particular details of which | am not aware, is not something
which | am prepared to address in this House. It is not part of the
legidlation, but the Employment Standards Code. . .

Mr. Mason: Oh, so discrimination is alowed by your government.

Ms Evans: Mr. Speaker, we are neither allowing nor disallowing
anything the member oppositeisalleging. We're saying smply that
the Employment Standards Code covers termination in specific
circumstances such as maternity or paternal leave. We also talk
about termination pay provisionsin our legislation, but the circum-
stancethat theempl oyee has challenged and that hasbeen referenced
in the mediatoday is something that I'm sure that my colleague the
minister who is in charge of human rights may wish to further
comment on.

Mr. Goudreau: Well, Mr. Speaker, certainly it's my pleasure to
provide some comments as minister responsible for the Human
Rights Commission. This morning we were made aware of the
situation with Suncor and the employee, and we are in the process
of trying to find out both sides of the story. We're only hearing the
one side of the story. Certainly, we will encourage the individual,
if he felt totally discriminated against because of a particular
languageissue, to deal specifically with the Human Rights Commis-
sion.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Cardston-Taber-Warner,
followed by the hon. Member for St. Albert.

Caucus Funding

Mr. Hinman: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Again, congratulations to
the Premier. Heislistening to and has shown adesireto govern the
people of Albertawith fairness, integrity, and transparency. He has
promised to be open, accountable, fiscally responsible, and inclu-
sve. We commend him and his minister of restructuring and
government efficiency on reducing cabinet to 18 ministers. Thisis
agreat start. In the throne speech he assured the people of Alberta
that he would honour and respect the trust that people have in the
MLA they have elected to represent their best interests. [interjec-
tions] Maybe you could ask your own peopleto be quiet. A little
respect. Does the Premier believe that every voter in Albertais of
equal value and weight?

Mr. Stelmach: Did he say “every voter”?

The Speaker: Hon. Premier, | recognize that there was a bit of
chitter-chatter going on. | think the question essentially was: does
the Premier recognize every voter in Albertato be of equal valueand
weight?

Mr. Stelmach: Every Albertan. A voter is 18 plus, but there are
many Albertans that are younger than 18 years, the age of mgjority.
So they're al important.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Hinman: Thank you. Mr. Speaker, would the Premier please
explain to Albertans how he justifies rewarding some caucuses with
funding of over $5.50 per vote while another caucus is funded only
80 cents per vote received?

Speaker’s Ruling
Decisions of Members Services Committee

The Speaker: The hon. member knows that that has absolutely
nothing to do with a decision of the government or the leader of the
government. That is purely a matter of the Members Services
Committee, which is constituted by this Assembly, elected by this
Assembly. That isaquestion that's out of order.

Hon. member, proceed to your third one.

Mr. Hinman: Well, | would respectfully disagree with that.

The Speaker: Sorry. Sitdown. Sit down. You can't disagreewith
thelaw you passed. Look inthemirror. You madethelaw. Yeah,
you made the law.

Now proceed with your third question, on a subject that deserves
the merit and attention of this Assembly.

Caucus Funding
(continued)

Mr. Hinman: Will the Premier treat every Albertavoter equally and
reducegovernment spending and improvedemocratic representation
by funding every party recognized by Elections Alberta with an
elected MLA with a caucus funding of $1 per vote received?

The Speaker: Well, once again that question is out of order.
Thehon. Member for St. Albert, followed by the hon. Member for
West Y ellowhead.

Teachers Labour Dispute

Mr. Flaherty: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Thisisabout the quality of
education. Ninethousand four hundred studentsare currently out of
school in the Parkland school district asaresult of ateachers’ strike,
and no endisin sight. Parentsand studentswant to know wherethe
government is on thisissue. To the Minister of Education: what
steps has the minister taken to ensure a fair and swift resolution to
this dispute in Parkland?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Liepert: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Asthehon. member knows,
the parents were here at the Legislature yesterday expressing their
concern about the Parkland strike. My colleague and | met with the
parents outside and then a couple of hours later met with parents
inside, joined by the Member for Spruce Grove-Sturgeon-St. Albert
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and the Member for Stony Plain. Our commitment to the parents
was twofold: number one, that we would do whatever we could to
get the two sides back to the table, and this morning | have written
both the school board and the ATA local, encouraging them to get
back to the bargaining table immediately and put the interests of
students' education as the highest priority. Secondly, we did make
sure that the parents knew that Alberta Education was providing
online servicesfor students, and to that end we arefunding asession
on Sunday night for any parents. We will have officials of our
department in Spruce Grove to ensure that students know how to
access online learning.

2:40
The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Flaherty: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Given that a trustee, Mr.
Minister, of the Parkland school board has recently resigned due to
a lack of faith in the board’s position, does the minister have
confidence that the board is capable of objectively resolving this
strike in the situation that’ s there presently?

Mr. Liepert: Mr. Spesker, the school board, like al school boards
in Alberta, isduly elected by the citizens of that county, and until |
have evidence of any wrongdoing, | would expect that both the
school board and the Teachers’ Association would jointly approach
these negotiations in the best interest of the students.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Flaherty: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. What planning has the
minister done to ensure that students, especially those with upcom-
ing diploma exams, will be able to make up for lost class time once
school resumes? In other words, what's happening with those
students that are missing out on their education, Mr. Minister?

Mr. Liepert: Well, as| say, we are making options available online
for students and have the session planned for Sunday evening. We
will continue to monitor. Hopefully both sides, as | say, will put
students’ education first and foremost and will cometo aresolution
of this matter.

The Speaker: Thehon. Member for West Y ellowhead, followed by
the hon. Member for Edmonton-Mill Woods.

Mountain Pine Beetle

Mr. Strang: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Therehashbeen a
lot of recent media attention on Alberta’s mountain pine beetle
infestation. My question isto the Minister of Sustainable Resource
Development. How seriousis the threat facing Alberta?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Dr. Morton: Thank you, Mr. Spesker. How serious? Very, very
serious. It's the most serious threat our forestry industry has ever
faced. It'sno exaggeration to say that, basically, we're at war with
the pine beetle, and unfortunately the front line of this war has
moved from British Columbiato Alberta.

The B.C. pine forests are a disaster. The forestry, the industry,
and the revenues of that government are in shambles. They've lost
9 million hectares of wood in British Columbia. That’sthe equiva
lent of 82 million cubic metres of wood, which would build 11
million new homes in this province. One year ago we estimated

only 20,000 to 30,000 pine beetlesin Alberta. Six months ago that
was estimated up to 200,000 to 300,000. Today it's estimated at 2
million to 3 million. There was an infestation that came over last
fall inawind. The situation isvery serious.

Mr. Speaker, doing nothing isnot an option, and | can assure you
that this government will take strong and decisive action to stop the
spread of the pine beetle.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Strang: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My first supplementary
question is to the Minister of Sustainable Resource Development.
What action is Alberta taking to combat the mountain pine beetle?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Dr. Morton: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. This past fall and winter
we've been doing extensive surveys to monitor where the pine
beetles are and in what numbers. We basically have a two-level
approach. Level 1isthat weidentify singletrees. Weidentify them
and remove them, and we' ve had over 500 people in the field this
winter doing that type of level 1 approach. We have a level 2
approach. When we discover stands of treesthat are either infested
or threatened by pinebeetle, weremovethoseaswell. Intheseareas
we' ve asked industry to revise their forestry management plans to
resequence their cutting sequence to take these susceptible pine
stands. We' vea so provided grantsto various municipalitiesto deal
with the removal of pine beetle infested trees on private lands in
these communities.
Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Strang: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. My second
supplementary question is to the Minister of Sustainable Resource
Development. Given the seriousness of this threat, who is the
minister using as an expert to determine the appropriate response to
the mountain pine beetle?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Dr. Morton: Thank you again, Mr. Spesker. We're receiving
ongoing advice from the leading pine beetle experts across the
country and also our counterpartsin British Columbia. Last spring
we had a summit on the pine beetle issue convened in Calgary with
experts from around the country. We continue to work with the
Canadian Forest Service, Parks Canada, and with Albertaparksand
recreation. We a so have a pine beetle committee made up of reeves
and councillors from across the province.

| repeat, Mr. Spesker, that doing nothing is not an option for this
government, and we' |l take all stepsthat are necessary and appropri-
ateto win thiswar.

Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Mill Woods,
followed by the hon. Member for Calgary-Shaw.

Women’s | ssues

Mrs. Mather: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Today is International
Women's Day, aday to celebrate the achievements and potential of
women around theworld. However, herein Albertathe representa
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tion of women in cabinet does not inspire confidence that women are
truly at the table in this government. My questions are to the
Premier. Can the Premier tell us why he has chosen to disregard
gender balance in establishing his new cabinet?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, selecting acabinet, of course, probably
is the most difficult responsibility of any Premier or, quite frankly,
a Prime Minister. But | just want to make one thing very clear to
those that raise thisissue in the House in terms of this Premier not
having respect for the women of the province of Alberta. | know
very well the contribution of the pioneers of this province, the
pioneering women that are really the true heroes of the province of
Alberta, with about four or five children in tow when their husband
is working hundreds of miles away, whether on the railway or
building a road someplace under very difficult conditions, not
knowing if their husband is going to be back at the end of that work
term, at the conclusion, given the unsafe conditions. There was not
any kind of phone that you could pick up or fax or e-mail, certainly.
Working in isolation, trying to make ends meet in the pioneering
spirit: | know what the value of women is to thisprovince. | don’t
have to be told in this particular House.

Mrs. Mather: | appreciate the recognition of the value of womenin
our society, but given that there are only two female voices in
cabinet, what plan of action hasthe Premier devel oped to ensurethat
the interests, issues, and concerns of women will be addressed by
this government?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, | am proud of al of the women in our
caucus. Infact, we do have many women in our caucus, but one of
my personal goals—and | mentioned this very publicly anumber of
times—isto recruit new candidates to the Progressive Conservative
caucus so that they can run for office and encourage them. We've
taken abold step herein this Legislature — and, again, co-operation
on both sides of the House — to change the sitting schedule so that
life here as an elected member gives some form of family life as
well. That’sgoing to bring anumber of peopleinterested in running
for not only our party but also across the way. That's one of my
personal goals, and I'll continue to work in that area.

Mrs. Mather: Given that in the past there was an entire secretariat
and advisory council devoted to women, can the Premier explain
why the government now has only one staff member working
directly on women’sissues?

Mr. Stelmach: Quite frankly, Mr. Spesker, mention was made
earlier in the response to the ministerial statement. | don’t know
where this one staff member is. I’'m sorry. |I'm being very honest.
We'll find out where.

This is more than just having staff in the government. It's
working here with all Albertans to try to improve the desire of
people of both genders and from all ethnic backgrounds to run for
public office. I'm actually quite honoured and I’'m humbled by the
fact that some pay particular attention to the fact that I'm of
Ukrainian ancestry, but, you know, people have to work hard at
getting here. We're going to work with every Albertan to givethem
an equa opportunity. We have alot of road to gain, obviously. |
made that commitment, and I’ m going to stick to my word.

The Speaker: Thehon. Member for Calgary-Shaw, followed by the
hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre.

2:50 Hospital Construction in South Calgary

Mrs. Ady: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. In recent weeks there have
been many questions regarding hospital bedsin Calgary, in particu-
lar regarding the construction of the south Calgary hospital. This
has been very unsettling to my constituents aswell asto many of the
people that live in Calgary. My questions are to the Minister of
Health and Wellness. Can the minister tell usif this much-needed
hospital in the south of Calgary is going to be built?

Mr. Hancock: Well, yes, Mr. Speaker, this government made a
commitment to the south Calgary hospital a number of years ago.
A significant amount of money has been set aside in the budget and
pledged for that hospital, and we expect that that hospital will be
built. The plans are under way. The discussions with the Calgary
health authority, in whose jurisdiction it falls, are under way. |
understand that we will be getting into some discussions very
quickly about the scope and the nature of the project. Yes, it'san
important project, and | expect that it will proceed.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mrs. Ady: Thank you, Mr. Spesker. To the same minister. Asyou
indicated, the Calgary health region is in plans, and they’ve indi-
cated that they hope to begin that this year, to complete in the year
2010-2011. Does this minister have any reason to believe that
they’ll not be able to proceed as planned?

Mr. Hancock: Well, Mr. Speaker, these projects are large projects,
and they have stages that they go through. | understand that the
intention by the Calgary health authority isto break ground thisyear
to service the property. In the meantime we' relooking at the scope
of the project and the needs of the project all in the normal course of
building alarge project of this nature. So far as | understand, the
project ison track in terms of whereit is and what we need to know
about it.

The reason why it’s hit the table now as a concern, | believe, in
Calgary is the speculation and the suggestion of cost increases with
respect to that project. Well, in a project of this size, Mr. Speaker,
when you first conceptualizethe project, there' san estimate of costs.
There's an estimate of costs at the start. Construction costs, as is
well known in this province, have gone up over time, but also as
you. ..

Mr. Chase: That's because you' ve delayed construction.

Mr. Hancock: Nobody has delayed construction on the project.
Projects of this nature and size have to be planned carefully and
implemented carefully.

Mrs. Ady: Thisisgood news. Thank you.

My final supplemental actually goes to the Minister of Employ-
ment, Immigration and Industry. Although I'm aware that the
Minister of Health and Wellnessis doing alot of work about health
careworkforce, doesthis minister have any assistance to ensure that
when thishospital opens, we'll havedoctors, nurses, and technicians
to steff it?

MsEvans: Mr. Speaker, we have a 10-year strategy, along with the
Minister of Advanced Education and Technology, on building and
educating tomorrow’'s workforce, a very careful plan with
substrategies to help us educate and grow our own in Alberta. We
are working collaboratively, the minister of health and myself, with
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the minister of advanced education on marketing tools that we can
get involved with, the use of etechnology, conferencing, an
aboriginal workforce strategy. I'm confident that by the time we
open the doors for the south Calgary hospital, there will be arobust
workforce in place. The activitiesto date suggest to me that we've
laid thegroundwork for replacing those that are needed and working
with the minister of health on the scope of practiceissueswhich will
help to build the capacity in the Calgary health region.

The Speaker : Thehon. Member for Edmonton-Centre, followed by
the hon. Member for Edmonton-Calder, followed by the hon.
Member for Whitecourt-Ste. Anne.

M s Blakeman: Thanksvery much, Mr. Speaker. During the 1990s
the government made the worst health policy decision of the decade
by closing three hospitals and eliminating 1,500 beds in Cagary.
Now the construction of the desperately needed hospital in south
Calgary isbeing held up by skyrocketing construction costs, which
are a direct consequence of this government’s failure to properly
plan for the economic boom. My questions are to the Premier. Is
the Premier comfortable sitting back watching the Calgary health
region scrambleto find money and possibly go into debt to construct
this hospital ?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, the Calgary regiona health authority
isnot scrambling, not delaying anything. These are significant cost
increases. We need information to process through the various
departments to see how we can reduce some of the just huge
inflationary cost pressures. It's not only in this particular hospital,
but it's in schools and roads that are being built. We seeinflation
anywhere from 20 to 40 per cent. Maybethere are ways of bringing
some of that inflation down. But as we heard today, the hospital is
part of our capital plan and will continue to be, and we' re going to
get there.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Ms Blakeman: Thank you. Again to the Premier: how does the
Premier justify a $7 billion surplus while the heath region is
considering going into debt to fund this hospital ?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, I'm not going to justify a $7 billion
surplus. It just happens that oil and natural gas were at the prices
they were in terms of the world market, so we've been very
fortunate. Wejust hopethat these prices continue for sometime, but
we can't depend on the level of natural resources, especially those
prices, well into the future. That's why we're very pragmatic and
thoughtful in the way we're doing our budget to make sure that
three, four years down the road we're not in a deficit position. |
madethat promiseto all Albertans, that thisprovincewill never ever
again bein an operational deficit, period.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

M s Blakeman: Well, thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Againto
the Premier: will the Premier join with the Alberta Liberals and
finally stand up for Cal garians by recommending that they fully fund
the new hospital in south Calgary? Do theright thing.

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, | don't have to stand up with the
AlbertaLiberals. AlbertaLiberasaren’t funding the hospital. The
money for the hospital and all other infrastructure comes from the
taxpayers of the province of Alberta.

The Speaker: Thehon. Member for Edmonton-Calder, followed by
the hon. Member for Whitecourt-Ste. Anne.

Carbon Dioxide Emissions

Mr. Eggen: Thanks, Mr. Spesker. Albertans are fed up with the
lack of action by this government to reduce carbon dioxide emis-
sions. Now federal money isavailable to reduce emissions, and this
government revertsto itsold habitswith their planto givethe money
away to big oil to build more pipelines and to drill morewells. The
public demands absol utereductionsin carbon dioxide emissionsand
not this shell game of pipelines and enhanced oil recovery and
intensity targets. My questions are to the Minister of Environment.
After getting sweet deals on royalty rates and corporate tax breaks
for solong, doesn’t thisgovernment think it’ sabout timethat the big
energy corporations started to pay their own way, especialy for all
the carbon dioxide and noxious emissions that they pump into the
atmosphere?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Renner: Well, thanks very much, Mr. Speaker. | guess the
short answer | might give to the member isthat | advise him to stay
tuned as | have legidation that | will be tabling immediately
following question period that | think will go along way towards
answering his question.

Mr. Eggen: Mr. Speaker, intensity targetsarenot absol ute reduction
targets.

Considering the huge profits that energy corporations are enjoy-
ing, why can’t they build their own CO, pipelines and instead use
public money to invest in conservation and in renewables?

Mr. Renner: Well, Mr. Speaker, | look forward to the debate on the
issue with regard to hard caps versus intensity, and I'm sure we' |l
have ample opportunity during debate on the hill.

But with respect to the specific question, I’'m not aware of any
decisions that have been made on how the federal dollars are going
to be allocated one way or the other. There has been speculationin
the media, and it would appear that the NDP have already decided
that the decision has been made.

Mr. Eggen: Well, | would ask then, please, as well: when will the
government stop subsidizing half measures like this proposed CO,
pipeline, whichiis, in fact, mostly designed to pump more ail out of
the ground and therefore will actually release more carbon dioxide
into the atmosphere?

Mr. Renner: Again, Mr. Speaker, | actualy look forward to the
debate on the bill because obviously it’'s going to be interesting.

On the issue of carbon sequestration, | encourage the member
again to look very carefully at the plan that the government has. |
will do my very, very best over the coming weeks to explain to him
how our plan will eventually lead to the ability for usto maintain an
economy in Alberta and at the same time ensure that we have an
environment that is around for our children, our grandchildren, and
their children.

3:00
TheSpeaker : Thehon. Member for Whitecourt-Ste. Anne, followed
by the hon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford.
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Petro-Canada Refinery Fire

Mr. Vander Burg: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. Y ou know, just
recently there was a very serious fire out at Petro-Canada’ s refinery
in Strathcona county just outside of Edmonton, raising concerns
about the price of gasoline and public safety. My first questionisto
the Minister of Energy. Can the minister advise the members of the
Assembly of the expected impact of the fire on the supply of
gasoline in this province?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Knight: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Indeed, there has been a
minor fire reported in the Petro-Canadarefinery, asthe member has
noted, but thankfully it was contained very quickly, and thereare no
reported injuries. Petro-Canada reports that the incident would
reduce their capacity by about 15 per cent in the short term. The
good news isthat it's not expected to affect the supply of gasoline
in this region.

It's also important to note that there are two other refineries
producing gasoline in the area, and together these facilities have a
capacity of close to 400,000 barrels aday. So put in this perspec-
tive, Mr. Speaker, it's a small impact to one of the three refineries
and should not have any long-term effect on our supply.

Mr. VanderBurg: Well, again to the same minister. Given his
answer, | know that I’ll go home this weekend to Whitecourt-Ste.
Anne and they’ Il say: what’ s happening to the prices at the pumps?
I think weall have noticed recently what' s happened. They'regoing
up. Hasthisfire caused that price increase?

Mr. Knight: Mr. Speaker, | would suggest that this fire has very,
very little to do with the current price of gasoline at the pumpsin
Whitecourt or any other regionintheprovinceof Alberta. Theprice
of gasoline is determined by the market, determined by supply and
demand. The good news is, as | said earlier, that the fire is not
expected to have a mgjor impact on our supply. Other factors
affecting prices would include the price of crude ail, refining costs,
retailing, marketing costs, transportation, and distribution. 1I'm
pleased to say that the gasoline pricesin Alberta continue to be the
lowest on average in the country, and Albertans still pay the lowest
provincial tax at 9 cents alitre on gasoline we consume.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Vander Burg: Thank you, Mr. Spesker. My constituents will
be much more satisfied after that answer, I'm sure.

To the Minister of Environment: can the minister tell this House
what were the environmental impacts of that fire?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Renner: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. As the Minister of
Energy indicated, this was a small, isolated incident, so we're
confident that there are no environmental impacts as aresult of this
fire. Asamatter of fact, measurements were taken, and they show
no measurable impact with respect to air quality.

We've asked, consistent with environment legislation, that Petro-
Canada provide us with an explanation of what happened and, in
addition to that, with any measuresthat they will be putting in place
to prevent it from happening again.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford,
followed by the hon. Member for Edmonton-Castle Downs.

Nonrenewable Resour ce Revenues

Mr. R. Miller: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. This govern-
ment is addicted to nonrenewable resource revenues for annual
spending. However, the government’s own projections show that
these revenues are declining. Yesterday's throne speech made
absolutely no mention of a savings plan for nonrenewabl e resource
revenue.

I’m honoured to ask thefirst question of the new President of the
Treasury Board, and out of respect for him, I’'m going to make it
easy. A one-word answer, atrue-or-false question. Mr. Minister, is
it true or is it false that this government relies more on resource
revenues today for annual spending than it did ten years ago? True
or false?

Mr. Snelgrove: To make it really simple for the hon. member, I'll
let the Minister of Finance answer.

Dr. Oberg: I, too, shall make it very simple for the hon. member.
The answer is: true.

Mr. R. Miller: Thank you for the truth.

Mr. Speaker, my second question is for the Minister of Sustain-
able Resource Development. Given that a few months ago this
minister advocated for a 30 per cent resource revenue savings plan
and has recently been silent on the issue, I'm wondering: has the
minister lost his voice?

The Speaker: Questions in the question period deal with govern-
ment policies. It strikes the chair that that question had to do with
apersonal opinion. Now, if the hon. minister wishesto dea withit,
fine, but | think we should have to move on to your third question,
Sir.

Mr. R. Miller: Well, it would appear asif he has, in fact, lost his
voice.

Speaker’s Ruling
Oral Question Period Rules

The Speaker: No, that’s not anice thing to say. The chair made it
very clear that questions in question period deal with government
policy. The hon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford was asking a
question for personal opinion. The chair interceded as the chair is
supposed to do. The chair in a gentle way cautioned the hon.
Member for Edmonton-Rutherford.  The hon. Member for
Edmonton-Rutherford got up and made a smarty-pants comment,
which caused the chair to stand up again. So would the hon.
member move to his third question, please.

Nonrenewable Resour ce Revenues
(continued)

Mr.R. Miller: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | can’t wait until Tuesday.

TotheMinister of Finance: amultiple choicequestion. How does
thisgovernment expect to fund Alberta sfuture asresourcerevenues
decline: (a) tax increases, (b) program cuts, (c) go back into debt, or
(d) al of the above?

Dr. Oberg: Mr. Speaker, again, very ssmply the obvious answer is:
(e) none of the above. The hon. member should know that there’s
been | egidlation passed in this Assembly that limitsthe amount of oil
and gasrevenueto be utilized in our budget at $5.3 billion. Therest
of the questions that will be there are obviously questions that will
bedealt with in the budget, and | would ask the hon. member to stay
tuned for the budget on April 19, 2007.



20 Alberta Hansard

March 8, 2007

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Castle Downs.

Foreign Workers

Mr. Lukaszuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Over thelast few months
my constituency office has received numerous complaints of tragic
cases where foreign workers have been under false pretenses and
false promises imported to Alberta by so-called agents. Upon their
arrival to Albertathese workers are paid less than what was initially
promised, are charged exorbitant fees for the privilege of being
employed, are accommodated in substandard dwellings, and often
are threatened with deportation. To the Minister of Employment,
Immigration and Industry: what is Alberta doing to protect these
workers from unscrupul ous employers and labour brokers?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Ms Evans: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Itisavery timely question, a
very good question because we have been working very hard on both
our temporary foreign worker program as well as our provincial
nominee program. Brokers are not entitled to charge both ways,
which is, in fact, what has happened in some very unscrupulous
situations. When acontractor or an employer decidesthat they want
to have foreign workers come over, they engage frequently some
international broker for that privilege. They fund that broker, and
they bring those foreign workersto Alberta. Hopefully, they fulfill
the obligations in the contract. It is then incumbent upon that
employer to make sure that they have the proper housing, the
appropriate shelter, and the amenities.

In our department we offer foreign workers the same protection
that other employees have working in this province, not only in
occupational health and safety but by making sure that deductions
are properly taken from their cheques, that employment standard
complaints are followed up on in the same fashion. We hold
workshops for employers, so they know what our expectations are.
We, in fact, school the brokers that might want to do business in
Albertaabout what our laws and our expectationsare. In short, Mr.
Spesker, we do our level best to make surethat wetry to avoid these
types of conflicts.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Lukaszuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To the same minister: is
the minister working with the federal government to address this
issue?

MsEvans. Yes, Mr. Speaker. Asamatter of fact, aswe speak, we
have officials in Ottawa talking to them about all aspects of the
immigration program. It is of urgent need that we get on with
finding the right ways of selecting the appropriate employeesfor the
provinceof Alberta. | might add that in speaking with theimmigrant
women that | had the privilege of meeting with today at lunchtime,
it's important, too, that we work with the federal government to
make sure, if people immigrate from another province, that in the
transfer of their liveswhen they moveto Alberta, we have resources
to engage them appropriately in our community. The federal
government seems sympatheticto thisissue, and I’ m assured that we
will be well on our way to having a made-in-Alberta immigration
solution.

3:10
The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Lukaszuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My last questionisto the
Minister of Service Alberta. Can the minister tell us what regula-
tionsarein place and, more importantly, being enforced to stop this
new industry of foreign worker exploitation?

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Spesker, it doesn’t matter if you arelooking for
jobs for Albertans or for Canadians or others coming into Alberta.
If you are doing that job, you have to be licensed by the province of
Alberta, and you must be bonded. All directors, partners, and
officers of such agencies must undergo acriminal record check, and
they are also governed under the Fair Trading Act. Any breaches of
thisact could be subject to finesup to $100,000. So the government
isvery aware of thisgrowing industry, and we' re keeping an eye on
it.

The Speaker: Hon. members, shortly I'll call upon thefirst of six to
participate today, but just to note there were 84 questions and
answers today which isvery, very effective. If that kind of produc-
tivity stays through to July 15, we'll just really ask all the questions
there are, and all the answers will be given.

head:
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Hays.

Members Statements

Great Kids Awards

Mr. Johnston: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It is a privilege to rise
today and recognize Alberta's great kids. On Sunday the hon.
Premier and the Minister of Children’s Servicespresented awardsto
16 outstanding children and youth for their extraordinary achieve-
mentsat home, at school, and intheir communities. Thesegreat kids
were sel ected from nearly 200 nominationsprovince-wide. | hadthe
honour of attending the eighth annual Great Kids awards ceremony
and saw first-hand the great thingsthat Alberta s children and youth
aredoing in al corners of the province.

Mr. Speaker, I'd like to take this opportunity to acknowledge all
of Alberta's 2007 great kids. They are: Kyla Meinczinger from
Stony Plain, Kendra Nilsson from Lethbridge, Samantha Semrock
from Edmonton, Albert Goulet from Calgary, AliciaBaharally from
Stettler, Alex Brown from Calgary, Natasha Maoney from Fort
McMurray, Braden Morrison from Claresholm, Jerremy Mathews
from Fort McMurray, Marie Kennedy from Edmonton, Josie Anton
Roberts from St. Paul, Rique Dempsey from Stettler, Kayla Lynn
M ossewah from Rocky Mountain House, Chris Mani from Edmon-
ton, Kedly Evansfrom Thorhild, and Fardoussa Omar from Edmon-
ton.

As | heard the hon. Premier say, these great kids al have a
promising future, and thanks to them, so does Alberta. Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Drayton Valley-Calmar.

Provincial Men’s Curling Championship

Rev. Abbott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | stand today to recognize
the community of Drayton Valley and Brazeau county for hosting
thisyear’ s provincial men’s curling championships. | amso glad to
take this opportunity to recognize both the accomplishments of
tournament winners, Kevin Martin and histeam, and the beautifully
executed event put on by ashining light of rural Alberta.

Being involved in avariety of sports, | have a great appreciation
for the time that goes into the success of an event such as the
provincia men’s curling championships. The time and effort that
went into preparing for the Drayton Valley curling tournament, from
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the event co-chairs to the volunteers and, of course, the fans, are
what made it such a tremendous success. The 12 teams that
competed for Alberta’ sKiaCup included the Ferbey Four and many
other well-known Alberta teams.

Mr. Speaker, curling hasbecometremendously popular in Canada,
particularly in the prairies, which are home to 31 per cent of curlers
in the country. One of these curlers participating in this year's
tournament and leading his team to victory was, as previously
mentioned, Kevin Martin. Kevinisan Albertaboy and is hailed as
one of the most successful curlersin the world. He got hisstart in
the Canadian junior championshipsin 1985. Hemadean appearance
at the Winter Olympicsin 1992 and again in 2002, and today heis
competing in the 2007 Brier in Hamilton, Ontario. This history is
what led to the use of the expression in the world of curling known
as“todoaMartin,” acknowledging Kevin's amazing ability to pull
off what appear to be impossible shots in difficult circumstances.
We wish him and Team Albertawell.

Mr. Speaker, the people and the community of Drayton Valley
and area have greatly contributed to the continued growth of curling
in our province. | appreciate the time I’ ve been given to recognize
their efforts and contributions, and | ask my colleagues to take a
moment to applaud their efforts as well.

Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Currie.

Hospital Construction in South Calgary

Mr. Taylor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It feels good to be back
among my friends and colleagues and even the members opposite.
Four weeksago | had surgery to have my gall bladder out in Calgary
and lived to talk about it thanks to the excellent doctors, nurses,
staff, and management who work in the Rockyview hospital and in
and for the Calgary health region, no thanks to the Conservative
government of Alberta. For reasons | won't go into because my
medical history ismy business, so I'll just park that part of my story
behind FOIP, | needed to have my gall bladder removed old school:
open abdominal surgery instead of laparoscopically.

Now, doing it old school, Mr. Spesker, meant a two-day stay in
the Rockyview hospital, 34 hours of which | spentin recovery onthe
day surgery ward on agurney because there were no beds available
in the hospital. By thetimel was ableto get out of my gurney to go
for my first walk the afternoon of the surgery, the staff were getting
patients changed into their gowns, handing them back their clothing
in plastic bags, and telling them to go take aseat in the waiting room
for perhaps severa hours because things were backed up in the OR
again and day surgery was out of beds. The Rockyview was under
an almost continuous code burgundy. Well, actually, now they call
it status burgundy because the word “code” implies something
urgent or acute, and “ status,” well, isaword that reflectsthe chronic
condition that is the hospital bed shortage in Alberta s biggest city.

Over amillion people, Mr. Speaker, liveand fromtimeto time get
sick or hurt in acity with the acute care capacity for a popul ation of
not much more than half amillion. There’ sabig empty field off the
Deerfoot in Calgary’s deep south that’s supposed to have a new
hospital under construction on it, and nothing is happening because
the Conservatives, with their $7 billion surplus, won't just cut the
Calgary health region achequeto cover today’ s cost of building the
hospital that Calgary needed yesterday. In fact, we needed it three
years ago.

Mr. Speaker, Nero fiddled while Romeburned. | don’t know what
instrument the Calgary Conservative caucus plays, but it's time to
put it down and get to work.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Lethbridge-East.

Inter national Women's Day

Ms Pastoor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Today marks the 30th
anniversary of International Women's Day. This significant day
reminds us of the progress we have madeto advance women’ srights
and of the chalenges that remain. This year's theme, Ending
Violence against Women: Action for Real Results, reflects the
urgent need to address violence against women. The Alberta
Council of Women's Shelters' fiscal year statistics ending March
2006 note that nearly 13,000 women and children were accommo-
dated in sheltersin one year. Sadly, another 13,000 were turned
away because they were full. International Women's Day isatime
to reflect on our collective responsibility to women and children
experiencing violence, and not providing shelter for haf of the
women in need is truly unacceptable.

Violence against women is aso the issue of poverty. The
Canadian Panel on Violence against Women drew the connection
between poverty and violence when they said, “Working to end
poverty isintegral to ending systemicinequality and violence against
all women.” Violence against women knows no boundaries of
income, race, or geography. For women experiencing violence,
poverty limits their choices and their options.

There are a number of women’s organizations working hard to
offer hope to women and children experiencing this terrible
violence. The Alberta Council of Women's Shelters, the YWCA,
and many other women’ scentresand sheltersprovideassistance, and
| thank them for that. Their work is essential and inspirational.

I would like to congratulate Sylvia Oishi, Laraine Stuart, Jean
Greer McCarthy, Pat McMillan, and Sandra Nelson on being the
2007 YWCA Lethbridge women of distinction, and | thank them for
their many volunteer hours.

The Speaker: The hon. Deputy Speaker.

3:20 Lifesaving Society

Mr. Marz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | rise today to recognize the
Lifesaving Society and the admirable service that this organization
provides to Albertans. The Lifesaving Society is a charitable
organization that worksto prevent drowning and water-related injury
through its training programs like Water Smart, public education,
and safety management services. Each year in Canada the society
certifiesmorethan 500,000 peopleinitsswim, lifesaving, lifeguard-
ing, and leadership courses.

| wanted to also acknowledge what a privilege it was for me to
attend the Lifesaving Society rescue awards and the Royal Life
Saving Society Commonwealth awards earlier today. The awards
recognize approximately 130 Albertans who have demonstrated
persond acts of bravery or dedicated significant years of service.
These individuals exemplify persona courage, and | am humbled
that there are so many Albertans who were honoured in the award
ceremony. | have the highest appreciation for the important and
courageous work done by all the individuals involved with this
organization. They provide important services that are engaged in
protecting and furthering the health and safety of Albertans. |
commend their steadfast leadership in educating people on water
safety, lifesaving, and lifeguarding.

Mr. Speaker, on behaf of all my colleagues | want to acknowl-
edge the commendable initiatives of the Lifesaving Society, and |
wish them continued successin providing their valuable services.

Thank you.
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The Speaker: The hon. leader of the third party.

Growth Pressuresin Fort McMurray

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Today | would
like to speak about the urgent need for planned, orderly growth in
our province, particularly in the tar sands. The current gold rush
style of growth is leaving many Albertans behind. Families are
feeling the squeeze. There aren’t enough schools. Wait timesin
hospitals and emergency rooms are increasing. Families are facing
high tuition fees for their kids and a shortage of affordable, high-
quality long-term care for their parents. Working families face
increasing housing costs, homelessness in their communities is
increasing, and there is serious environmental damage.

Despite the rhetoric in yesterday’s Speech from the Throne it's
clear that when it comes to planning, this government just doesn’t
getit. Asit stands, the energy policy of the government of Alberta
isdesigned to meet American interests. What we need isamade-in-
Alberta energy policy designed to meet the needs of Albertans and
Canadians. A secret meetinginHouston last year inwhich Alberta’s
Minister of Energy participated has called for afivefold increasein
tar sands production within a very short time, something which
would completely derail Alberta’s economy. The result is that
Alberta’ s quality of lifeis being sold down the pipeline for the sake
of record-breaking oil company profits.

Several new projects have recently been announced for the export
of raw bitumen to the United States. A proposal has been made to
build an entire plant in Asiaand ship it to Alberta, and worst of all,
qualified Alberta building trades workers are left sitting by the
phone while employers bring in thousands of temporary foreign
workers.

Albertaneedsamade-in-Albertaenergy policy. We need ashort-
term moratorium on approval of new projectsin order to develop a
clear plan for Alberta’s economic future. We must stop the rush to
build pipelines to send raw bitumen to the United States for
processing.

Finally, we must establish anew, more reasonable royalty regime,
including a 50 per cent royalty on exported raw bitumen. These
royalties will ensure that we can lay the foundation for sustained
prosperity that includes all Albertans. Alberta needs a made-in-
Alberta energy policy which isin the interests of Albertans.

Thank you very much.

The Speaker: Hon. Member for Edmonton-Manning, petitions?
Mr. Backs: Yes. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’'swith some sadness
that | present these petitions because these are petitions that deal
with the need for action for Josh Hunt. These are the first of about
45,000 names put together.

The Speaker: Hon. member, pleasejust have achair. Doesthehon.
member want to do this under petitions or tablings?

Mr. Backs: Both.

The Speaker: Isthe petition in order?

Mr. Backs: | think thisoneis.

The Speaker: You think? We're having adebate. There'saway

that the chair knows because he gets a lot of stares from the table
officers, who at this point are shaking their heads.

Mr. Backs: Okay. We'll table those.
The Speaker: Okay. Thank you.

head:
The Speaker: The hon. Government House Leader.

Notices of M otions

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I'd liketo give oral notice
of a motion to be dealt with possibly Monday night. | beg the
indulgence of the House because it's a fairly long motion dealing
with temporary amendments to be made to the Standing Orders of
the Legislative Assembly once | tablethe Houseleaders' agreement.
The notice of motion would be as follows:
Beit resolved that the following temporary amendments be made to
the Standing Orders of the Legislative Assembly of Albertain order
to give effect to the March 7, 2007, House Leaders' Agreement.
1  Standing Order 3(1) is amended by striking out “1:30 p.m.”
and substituting “1 p.m.”
2  Thefollowing is added after Standing Order 3:
2007 sitting schedule
3.1(1) Unless otherwise ordered, the Assembly shall
stand adjourned every 4th week during the 2007 Spring
Sitting.
(2) Unless otherwise ordered and subject to suborder
(3), the Assembly shall meet for the 2007 Fall Sitting
from the first Monday in November to the first Thursday
in December, inclusive.
(3) The 2007 Fall Sitting may be varied by House
Leaders' agreement, which shall be provided to the Clerk
who shall immediately publish arevised calendar.
(4) Nothing in this Standing Order precludes the
Government from advising the Spesker that the public
interest requires the Assembly to meet on a certain date,
and the Speaker shall give notice that the Assembly shall
meet at that time to transact its business asiif it had been
duly adjourned to that time.
3 Standing Order 4 is struck out and the following is substituted:
4(1) Unless otherwise ordered, the sitting hours of the
Assembly shall be as follows:
Monday:1 p.m. to conclusion of Motions other than
Government Motions
Tuesday: 1 p.m. to 6 p.m.
Wednesday: 1 p.m. to 6 p.m.
Thursday: 1 p.m. to 6 p.m.
(2) Notwithstanding suborder (1), upon the passage of
a Government motion before 6 p.m. which may be made
on one day’ s notice and is subject to debate, the Assem-
bly may meet on Monday, Tuesday and Wednesday
evenings.
(3) If thereis no evening sitting, a 6 p.m. or on Mon-
day at the conclusion of Motions other than Government
Motions, the Speaker adjourns the Assembly to the next
sitting day.
(4 On Monday, if there is an evening sitting, at the
conclusion of Motions other than Government Motions,
the Speaker leaves the chair until 7 p.m.
(5) On Tuesday and Wednesday, if there is an evening
sitting and a 6 p.m. the business of the Assembly or
Committee of the Whole has not concluded, the Speaker
or Chair, as the case may be, leaves the chair until 7 p.m.
(6) On eveningswhen the Assembly isin Committee of
the Whole and the business of the committee is not
concluded, at 10 p.m. the Committee shall rise and report
immediately.
4 Standing Order 7 is amended
(8 in suborder (1) by adding “at 1:30 p.m.,” before
“Oral Question Period”;
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(b) by adding the following after suborder (1):
(1.1) At 1:30 p.m., the Assembly shall proceed to
Oral Question Period with the balance of the daily
routine to follow.
5  Standing Order 8 is amended
(& by striking out suborders (1) to (3) and substituting
the following:
8(1) On Monday afternoon, after the daily routine,
the order of business for consideration of the As-
sembly shall be as follows:
Written Questions
Motions for Returns
Public Bills and Orders other than Govern-
ment Bills and Orders
At 4:55 p.m.: Motions other than Government
Motions.
(2) Subject to suborder (3), on Tuesday, Wednes-
day and Thursday afternoons, the order of business
for consideration of the Assembly shall be as
follows:
Government Motions
Government Bills and Orders
Private Bills.
(3) If the business enumerated in suborder (1) has
not received atotal of 3 hours of consideration, then
Public Bills and Orders other than Government
Bills and Orders shall be the first order of business
for the Assembly on Thursday afternoon for such
time until the total time for consideration for those
items enumerated in suborder (1) reaches 3 hours
for that week.
(b) in suborder (6) by striking out “evening” and
substituting “afternoon”.
6  Standing Order 34 isamended by striking out suborder (3) and
substituting the following:
(3) On the Wednesday preceding the consideration of
written questions and motions for returns, the Govern-
ment House Leader shall indicate to the Assembly which
ones the Government will be accepting, accepting with
amendments and rejecting.
(3.1) The Clerk shall read the number, text and name of
the sponsor of any written question or motion for return
that has been accepted by the Government when thisitem
of businessis called.
7  Standing Order 53 is struck out and the following is substi-
tuted:
53 Public accounts and all reports of the Auditor
General shall stand permanently referred to the Public
Accounts Committee as they become available.
8  Standing Order 56 is amended by adding the following after
suborder (2):
(2.1) A temporary substitution in the membership of a
standing or special committee may be made upon written
notification signed by the original member and filed with
the Clerk and Committee Chair, provided such notice is
given not less than 24 hours prior to the meeting.
(2.2) A substituted member under the suborder (2.1)
shall be considered for al purposes to be acting in the
place of the origina member.
(2.3) A temporary substitution in the membership shall
be permitted for a specific time period or for committee
consideration of a specific issue.
(2.4) A temporary substitution may be terminated at any
time by the original member of the committee.
9  These amendments shall have effect from Tuesday, March 13,
2007, until the conclusion of the 2007 Fall Sitting.
10 As soon as possible after approval of this motion, the Clerk
shall publish a calendar which shows the days on which the
Assembly shall meet in 2007.

And be it further resolved that the Assembly shall give further
consideration on atimely basis to the necessary temporary Standing
Orders that will be required to give effect to the balance of the
House Leaders' Agreement.

3:30

The Speaker: Hon. Government House Leader, the last draft that
the chair was provided with was dated at 12:19 p.m. today. The
motion that the hon. Government House Leader has read into the
record varies from this one, so for all intents and purposes | would
ask that the House leader provide a copy of the motion the House
leader just read into the record to all members. Hansard will not be
published before members return on Monday. | think it would be
unfair for membersto have to wait until Monday to see this written
text. They should have it this afternoon in the House. Would you
kindly stamp on that 3:30 p.m. and ensure that al other previous
drafts are shredded so that when we arrive here to have a debate on
this motion, everybody will be talking from the same proposed rule
paper, please.
Now, would you proceed, sir, with the next item.

Mr. Hancock: I'd be pleased to do that, and just for the reference of
members | would indicate that the pieces that | did not read in
related to the House sitting in the evenings. The motion as it was
worded that | was provided with provided for specific sitting times,
which were not part of the House leaders’ agreement. That can be
brought back in when we deal with sections 5 and 6 of the House
leaders’ agreement and dealt with at that time. That’ sthe difference
between them as | read it, but | will make sure that the appropriate
version is on the tables of every member.

The Speaker: This afternoon, please.
Mr. Hancock: This afternoon.

The Speaker: Now, are we going to dea with the Government
House Leader on the next item? Do you want to give notice about
written questions and motions for returns?

Mr. Hancock: Well, yes, Mr. Speaker. | would move that written
questions and motions for returns stand and retain their places.

head: Introduction of Bills
The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Environment.

Bill 3
Climate Change and Emissions M anagement
Amendment Act, 2007

Mr. Renner: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. | request leave
tointroduceBill 3, the Climate Change and Emissions Management
Amendment Act, 2007.

Mr. Speaker, thisgroundbreakinglegid ation establishesCanada' s
first legislated greenhouse gas emission reduction targets for large
industrial emitters. Bill 3 and the accompanying regulationsrequire
industry to reduce emissionsintensity by 12 per cent by 2008 either
through upgrading facilities, purchasing Albertaoffsets, or investing
in atechnol ogy fund to devel op Alberta-based technol ogy to reduce
emissions.

Mr. Speaker, because thisis primarily enabling legidlation, | will
aso be tabling draft copies of the proposed specified gas emitters
regulation at the appropriate time so that the detail s of our approach
are more open for debate.

[Motion carried; Bill 3 read afirst time]
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The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Children’s Services.

Bill 4
Child CareLicensing Act

MsTarchuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | request leaveto introduce
Bill 4, the Child Care Licensing Act.

Thishill isdesigned to give government the framework needed to
create better accessto innovative, quality child care programs while
ensuring that enforcement mechanisms are in place to protect
children and keep them safe.

Thank you.

[Motion carried; Bill 4 read afirst time]
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Lougheed.

Bill 5
Health Statutes Amendment Act, 2007

Mr. Rodney: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It gives me great pleasure
to rise to introduce at first reading Bill 5, the Health Statutes
Amendment Act, 2007.

Minor amendmentsto health legislation will makeit easier for the
government to review and verify health care claims and will ease
administrative procedures for Albertans who wish to opt out of the
health insurance plan. Other housekeeping amendmentswill ensure
that the act is more inclusive and will legislate the rolling adoption
of guidelines and schedules.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

[Motion carried; Bill 5 read afirst time]
The Speaker: The hon. Government House Leader.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | would move that Bill 5
bemoved onto the Order Paper under Government Billsand Orders.

[Motion carried]

The Speaker: Thehon. Member for Calgary-L ougheed on behalf of
the hon. Member for Lethbridge-West.

Bill 6
Post-secondary L ear ning Amendment Act, 2007

Mr. Rodney: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | request leave to introduce
and move Bill 6, the Post-secondary Learning Amendment Act,
2007.

These amendments clarify processes to align legislation with
current practices, including the approval processes of degree
programs for public and private institutions. Other amendments
enhance flexibility for public postsecondary institutions, including
the opportunity for board members appointed to a college or
technical institute board as chair in their second term to serve an
additional term.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

[Motion carried; Bill 6 read afirst time]
The Speaker: The hon. Government House Leader.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | would move that Bill 6
bemoved onto the Order Paper under Government Billsand Orders.

[Motion carried]

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Foothills.

Bill 7
Private Vocational Schools Amendment Act, 2007

Mr. Webber: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | request leaveto introduce
and move Bill 7, the Private Vocational Schools Amendment Act,
2007.

Thisbill dealswith amendmentsto the PrivateV ocational Schools
Act, which is the legislation governing the licensing of vocational
training offered by private institutions in Alberta. Changes to the
Private Vocational Schools Act that are included in this bill are
designed to enhance consumer protection and update the act so that
it is more reflective of the current environment surrounding the
licensing of vocational training.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

[Motion carried; Bill 7 read afirst time]
The Speaker: The hon. Government House Leader.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | would move that Bill 7
bemoved onto the Order Paper under Government Billsand Orders.

[Motion carried]
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Whitecourt-Ste. Anne.

Bill 8
Vital Statistics Act

Mr. VanderBurg: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
introduce a bill being the Vital Statistics Act.

This proposed hill consolidates the Vital Statistics Act and the
Change of Name Act. It will modernize the legislation to reflect
cultural changes as the legislation has not been substantialy
amended since 1950. It makes provisions consistent with federal
and other provincial acts and improves clarity and efficiency of the
legislation and, as well, updates languages and processes.

Thank you.

| request leave to

[Motion carried; Bill 8 read afirst time]
The Speaker: The hon. Government House Leader.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | would move that Bill 8
be moved onto the Order Paper under Government Billsand Orders.

[Motion carried]

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre.

3:40

M s Blakeman: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. At thistimel

would ask the House for unanimous consent to waive Standing
Order 39(2)(d) in order to introduce bills 201 and 202.

The Speaker: Normally the chair would not intervene with respect
to one side or the other side of arequest, but thisis agood request
that allows business to get done on Monday. Anybody opposed?

[Unanimous consent granted)]

The Speaker: The hon. Leader of the Official Opposition.
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Bill 201
Funding Alberta’s Future Act

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | risetoday to request leave to
introduce private member’ sBill 201, the flagship bill of the Alberta
Libera caucus, entitled Funding Alberta’ s Future Act.

The purpose of Bill 201 isto do for Albertawhat every financia
planner tells their clients to do: pay yourself first. This act will
require the establishment of a clear, legidated plan for investing 30
per cent of Alberta sresourcerevenuein the heritage fund aswell as
other funds for critical infrastructure investments, postsecondary
education, the arts, and future opportunitiesidentified by Albertans.
Over time the renewable revenue from these investments will
replace the boom-and-bust budgeting of recent years and put
Alberta s finances on atruly sustainable foundation.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

[Motion carried; Bill 201 read afirst time]
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-McClung.

Bill 202
Consumer Advocate Act

Mr. Elsalhy: Thank you, Mr. Spesker. | request leaveto introduce
and move first reading of my first-ever private member’s hill, Bill
202, the Consumer Advocate Act.

The purpose of Bill 202 is to establish an independent officer of
the Legidature, amarket watchdog whose mandatewill beto present
and protect the rights and interests of Albertaconsumers. Consum-
ersneed a voice. They need someone to advocate on their behalf,
and they need someone who has the power to investigate and make
recommendations to address unfair market practices.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

[Motion carried; Bill 202 read afirst time]

Tabling Returns and Reports
The Speaker: The hon. Government House Leader.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I'm pleased to table with
the House the requisite number of copies of adocument entitled All
Party* Agreement. There's an asterisk beside Party to indicate that
party is defined as per the Legislative Assembly Act to be recog-
nized parties, just so it’s clear that it doesn’t leave anybody out by
that definition, but using that to describe the document that was
acknowledged by the Government House Leader, the Official
Opposition House Leader, and the House leader of the third party
with respect to democratic reform initiatives relative to the proce-
dures of the House.

We hopeto bring forward, as | mentioned in Notices of Motions,
discussion with respect to time frames as set out in the House
leaders agreement, which will make the House more friendly to
participation by members and people who aspire to be members.
Other parts of the agreement deal with how we might establish
policy field committees, how we might deal with Committee of
Supply, and other matters. That agreement will be the subject of
various motions before the House in due course.

The Speaker: To the pagethat’ s going to take the document to have
it filed with the Clerk, | want you to make a copy for all Members
of the Legidative Assembly and have it placed on their desk
forthwith. Just to filetheminthelibrary —not all the members have

access if they're going away for the weekend. If this thing comes
back, because this will deal with changes in the House, al hon.
members must be up to date, front and centre, having studied the
document so that there'll be no privilege questions raised on
Monday, please.

Government House L eader, I'msorry. Y ou weregoing to proceed
with another one?

Mr. Hancock: Yes. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. On behalf of the
Minister of Environment I'm pleased to table draft copies of a
proposed specified gas emitters regulation, which was earlier
referred to by the minister. These would be regulations which he
would proposeto be promul gated after theadoption of Bill 3, and he
wanted them to be available to the House as they look at the hill.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Manning.

Mr. Backs: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I'd just like to rise with the
requisite number of copiesto table a petition, the first 250 names of
about 45,000 to come, put together by Gary Hunt on public safety
matters.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona.

Dr. Pannu: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Today being International
Women's Day and the theme this year being Ending Impunity for
Violence against Women and Girls, | riseto table adocument which
is a compilation of figures from the United Nations study on
violence against women. One of the key findings of this study is
that violence against women isthe most common but least punished
crimein the world.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford.

Mr. R. Miller: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. | rise this
afternoon to table the requisite number of copies of a web page
posted by the Minister of Sustainable Resource Development. Itwas
aweb page during his campaign for the |eadership of the PC Party
in which he espousestheideaof saving 30 per cent of nonrenewable
resource revenues.

Thank you.

The Speaker: Are there others?

Hon. members, | have anumber of tablingsthat | have to do today
aswell. Pursuant to the Legislative Assembly Act I'm tabling with
the Assembly five copies of the following Members Services
orders: number one, the Members' Services Committee Order No.
1/06, members' allowances amendment order (No. 13), which came
into force on January 1, 2007; number two, Members Services
Committee Order No. 2/06, constituency services amendment order
(No. 17), which will comeinto force on April 1, 2007; and number
three, Members' Services Committee Order No. 3/06, constituency
services amendment order (No. 18), which came into force on
December 14, 2006. | did previoudly provideto all membersacopy
of these orders.

Pursuant to section 46(1) of the Conflicts of Interest Act, chapter
C-23, the Revised Statutes of Alberta, I’ mtabling with the Assembly
theannual report of the Ethics Commissioner. Thisreport coversthe
period April 1, 2005, to March 31, 2006.

I’m tabling with the Assembly as well the report of the Ethics
Commissioner into allegations involving the hon. Member for
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Calgary-Montrose, Hung Pham, dated January 23, 2007. | distrib-
uted this report to members on January 23, 2007.

I’'m also tabling with the Assembly today the report of the Ethics
Commissioner into allegations involving the hon. Member for
Calgary-Buffalo, Harvey Cenaiko, dated January 30, 2007. |
distributed thisreport to hon. members aswell on January 30, 2007.

I’'m tabling with the Assembly the 39th annual report of the office
of the Ombudsman for the period April 1, 2005, to March 31, 2006.
| distributed a copy of thisreport to membersaswell on October 24,
20086.

head: Tablingsto the Clerk

TheClerk: | wishto advisethe House that the following documents
were deposited with the office of the Clerk. Pursuant to the
Legislative Assembly Act and the Government Accountability Act
on behalf of the ministers responsible: aboriginal affairs and
northern development 2005-2006 annual report; Alberta advanced
education annual report 2005-2006; Alberta agriculture, food and
rural development annual report 2005-2006; Alberta Children's
Servicesannual report 2005-2006; Albertacommunity devel opment
annual report for the fiscal year ended March 31, 2006; Alberta
economic development 2005-06 annual report; Alberta Education
annual report 2005-06; Alberta Ministry of Energy 2005-06 annual
report; Ministry of Environment 2005-06 annual report; Executive
Council annua report 2005-06; Alberta Finance annua report
2005-06; Alberta gaming 2005-06 annual report; Alberta govern-
ment services 2005-06 annual report; AlbertaMinistry of Healthand
Wellness annual report 2005-06, sections 1 and 2; human resources
and employment ministry annual report 2005-06; Albertalnfrastruc-
ture and Transportation 2005-06 annual report; Albertainnovation
and science annual report 2005-06; international and intergovern-
mental relationsannual report 2005-06; AlbertaJusticeannual report
2005-06; Albertamunicipal affairs annual report 2005-06; restruc-
turing and government efficiency annual report 2005-06; Alberta
Seniors and Community Supports annual report 2005-06; Alberta
Solicitor General and public security annua report 2005-06;
Ministry of Sustainable Resource Development annual report
2005-06.

3:50

On behalf of the hon. Dr. Oberg, Minister of Finance, pursuant to
the Government Accountability Act the Budget '06 2006-07
quarterly budget report, second-quarter fiscal update, and second-
quarter activity report.

Pursuant to the Conflicts of Interest Act and the Legislative
Assembly Act the report of selected payments to members and
former Members of the Legislative Assembly and persons directly
associated with Members of the Legislative Assembly for the year
ended March 31, 2006.

Pursuant to the provincial judges and masters in chambers
registered and unregistered pension plans regulation the provincial
judges and mastersin chambersregistered and unregistered pension
plans annual report for the year ended March 31, 2006.

On behalf of the hon. Mr. Snelgrove, President of the Treasury
Board, report entitled General Revenue Fund, Details of Grants,
Supplies and Services, Capital Assets and Other, by Payee for the
year ended March 31, 2006.

On behalf of Mr. Johnston, chair, Alberta Heritage Savings Trust
Fund Committee, Albertaheritage savingstrust fund’ 06-07 second-
quarter update for the six months ended September 30, 2006.

head:
The Speaker: The hon. Opposition House Leader.

Projected Gover nment Business

M sBlakeman: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. If | could prevail upon my
colleague the Government House Leader to tell us what is on the
projected government businessfor next week, beginning the 12th of
March.

The Speaker: The hon. Government House Leader.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. On Monday, March 12, at
9 p.m. consistent with the current Standing Orders we would move
to government business, and | would anticipate that at that time we
would discuss the motion that | gave notice of motion of with
respect to the Standing Orders, specifically relative to the sitting
times and dates. Time permitting, there may betimefor contempla-
tion of the reply to the Speech from the Throne.

On Tuesday, March 13, anticipating a tabling of interim supply
estimates, day 1 of estimates on supplementary supply, and response
to the Speech from the Throne.

OnWednesday, March 14, introduction of asupplementary supply
appropriation bill, under Orders of the Day interim supply, day 1 of
2, and response to the Speech from the Throne.

On Thursday, March 15, under Orders of the Day, Bill 4 for
second reading, the supplementary appropriation bill for second
reading, interim supply, day 2 of 2, and responseto the Speech from
the Throne.

head: Ordersof the Day

Transmittal of Estimates

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, | have received a certain message
from His Honour the Honourabl e the Lieutenant Governor, which |
now transmit to you.

The Sergeant-at-Arms. Order!

The Speaker: Hon. members, the Lieutenant Governor transmits
supplementary supply estimates of certain sums required for the
service of the province of Albertafor the fiscal year ending March
31, 2007, and recommends the same to the Legidlative Assembly.
Please be seated.
The hon. Minister of Finance.

Dr. Oberg: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. As you know,
when a second or subsequent set of estimatesisto betabled, section
8 of the Government Accountability Act requires that an amended
fiscal plan aso be tabled. Accordingly, | wish to table the 2006-
2007 quarterly budget report for the third quarter, which serves as
the amended fiscal plan. This quarterly report was provided to all
MLAson February 26. | also made thereport public as required by
section 9 of the Government Accountability Act.

Also being tabled, Mr. Speaker, isthethird-quarter update for the
Alberta heritage savings trust fund.

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, the quarterly report tabled by the
Minister of Finance providesthe fiscal framework for the additional
spending authority for five departments of the government.

I now wish to table the 2006-07 supplementary supply estimates,
No. 2. Thesewill provide the additional spending authority for the
five departments of the government. When passed, the estimates
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will authorize increases of about $394 million in voted expense and
equipment/inventory purchases. Mr. Speaker, these estimates will
also authorize a $530,000 transfer of previously voted capital
investment fromthe Department of Infrastructureand Transportation
to the Department of Service Alberta.

head:

4. Mr. Snelgrove moved:
Be it resolved that the Legislative Assembly do resolve itself
into Committee of Supply, when called, to consider supply to
be granted to Her Majesty.

The Speaker: Hon. members, this is a nondebatable motion.

Government M otions

[Government Motion 4 carried]

5. Mr. Snelgrove moved:
Be it resolved that the message from His Honour the Honour-
able the Lieutenant Governor, the 2006-07 supplementary
supply estimates, No. 2, for the general revenue fund, and all
matters connected therewith be referred to Committee of
Supply.

The Speaker: Hon. members, this motion is a debatable motion.
Having no interest from anyone, the hon. President of the
Treasury Board to close the debate?

[Government Motion 5 carried]

6. Mr. Snelgrove moved:
Beit resolved that pursuant to Standing Order 61(9) the number
of daysthat Committee of Supply will be called to consider the
2006-07 supplementary supply estimates, No. 2, for thegeneral
revenue fund shall be one day.

The Speaker: That motion is nondebatable, so we'll cal the
question.

[Government Motion 6 carried]

Committee M ember ship Changes

7. Mr. Hancock moved:
Beit resolved that the following changes to the Specia Stand-
ing Committee on Members Services be approved: that Mr.
Oberle replace Mr. Knight as deputy chair, that Ms Pastoor
replace Mr. Backs, that Mr. Graydon replace Mr. Lindsay, that
Mr. Mar replace Mrs. Jablonski, that Mr. Melchin replace Mr.
Lukaszuk.

The Speaker: Under Standing Order 52(3) thisisamotion that is
nondebatable, so I’'m going to call the question.

[Government Motion 7 carried]

Committee M ember ship Changes

8. Mr. Hancock moved:

Beit resolved that the following changes to the Select Special
Personal Information Protection Act Review Committee be
approved: that Mr. VanderBurg replace Mr. Goudreau as
deputy chair, that Ms Blakeman replace Mr. Backs, that Mr.
Coultts replace Mr. Johnston, that Mr. Ducharme replace Mr.
Liepert, that Mr. Graydon replace Mr. Lindsay, that Mr. Lund
replaceMr. Lougheed, that Mr. McFarland replaceMr. Rodney,
that Mr. Webber replace Mr. Snelgrove.

The Speaker: Under Standing Order 18(1)(h) this motion is

debatable. Are there any hon. memberswising to participate? The
hon. Government House Leader to close the debate?

[Government Motion 8 carried]

9. Mr. Hancock moved:
Beit resolved that the Legidative Assembly resolve itself into
Committee of the Whole, when called, to consider certain bills
on the Order Paper.

The Speaker: And this motion is nondebatable, so I'll call the
question.

[Government Motion 9 carried]

The Speaker: I'mgoingto call onthehon. Member for Bonnyville-
Cold Lake. The hon. member advised the chair that he would be
providing some words in French as part of his speech, and he also
advised the chair that as a courtesy to all hon. members he'd be
providing the trandation for it. The chair appreciates the hon.
member calling the chair, but the hon. member did not have to call
the chair.
4:00

Under the Languages Act of Alberta French or English may be
spoken in this Assembly at any time, and it’ s not arequirement that
any member provideatrandation. So it wasagrest courtesy that the
chair would like to acknowledge and would like to say thank you to
the hon. Member for Bonnyville-Cold Lake. In the future hon.
members will know that that's the way it goes. There's not a
requirement to provide a translation, but it would be a courtesy to
provide atrandation.

The hon. Member for Bonnyville-Cold Lake.
head: Consideration of His Honour
the Lieutenant Governor’s Speech

Mr. Ducharme moved that an humble address be presented to His
Honour the Honourable the Lieutenant Governor as follows.

To His Honour the Honourable Norman L. Kwong, CM, AOE,
Lieutenant Governor of the province of Alberta:

We, Her Magjesty’ smost dutiful and loyal subjects, theLegislative
Assembly, now assembled, beg leave to thank Y our Honour for the
gracious speech Y our Honour has been pleased to address to us at
the opening of the present session.

Mr. Duchar me: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. As the member for the
vibrant constituency of Bonnyville-Cold Lakeit isagreat honour to
move acceptance of the Speech from the Throne, given by His
Honour the Lieutenant Governor. | would liketo thank the Lieuten-
ant Governor for reading the Speech from the Throne to open the
Third Session of the 26th Legislature. Once again you have
delivered it with such grace. Thank you for setting the tone for the
Assembly as one of respect and cordiality.

As you have heard from His Honour's speech, there are many
exciting initiativesin theworksfor Alberta. Thesewill build on the
prosperity of Albertaand ensurethat the well-being of our province
and citizensis fully considered and acted on.

Thenew year brought in alot of changefor our province. Alberta
headed in anew direction when the Member for Fort Saskatchewan-
Vegreville was sworn into office December 14, 2006, as Alberta’s
13th Premier.

Mr. Speaker, | would like to thank the hon. Premier for alowing
me to move the acceptance of the Speech from the Throne. Asthis
isthefirst of many speeches from the throne under hisleadership, |
am truly honoured and humbled to have the opportunity to deliver
this speech during such a memorable time.
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I would like to offer my support to the new Premier. | am fully
confident in his ability to lead Alberta to a robust and prosperous
tomorrow. Furthermore, | am an ardent advocate of hisvision and
prioritiesfor Alberta. Mr. Speaker, hewill join theranks of thelong
list of Premiers who have worked so diligently to place Alberta
whereit istoday.

On that note, on behalf of Bonnyville-Cold Lake congtituents |
would like to thank the past Premier, the hon. Ralph Klein, for his
14 years of leadership. It was a great privilege to be part of his
team, and we wish him the best of luck in all of his future
endeavours.

Mr. Speaker, there has been alot of hard work and sacrifice from
al Albertans to attain the standing we are in now. This new
government will ensure that Alberta remains a world leader in
economic terms and as amodel of quality of life.

Je veux remercier tous les Albertains pour leur soutien continu,
qui nous a amené au point ou nous sommes aujourd’ hui.

It takes a lot of work to be a world leader. We must continue
working hard and driving ourselves to exceed all expectations. As
theHonourable Lieutenant Governor stated yesterday, wemust build
on the work and sacrifices that we made in the past to make our
prosperity continue to flourish.

[Mr. Marz in the chair]

Mr. Speaker, | would aso like to warmly welcome the new
ministers in this government. | am confident they will prove to be
astrong Executive Council, which will meet the Premier’ svision for
Alberta. Ministers, rest assured that your private member govern-
ment colleagues will assist and support you aong the way.

Now that Alberta has been established as a model in terms of
economic growth, the Premier will lead Alberta to steadfast
sustainability, opportunity, and elevated well-being. While our new
Premier has only been in power for a few months, he has been
tirelessly consulting with Albertans. | commend him for all the
effortshe has put forth to alow Albertato continue being aprovince
of the people.

Aswas highlighted by HisHonour, the Premier has set adirection
by which he will govern. Everything this government does will be
conducted in aresponsible and prudent way to ensure that the right
thing is being done for Alberta. A large part of the new govern-
ment’ sfocusison being mindful of future generations. Albertawill
be left not only in the best economic condition possible; it will be
passed down in a secure state for our children, grandchildren, and
great-grandchildren. This means safer communities, the best
education system, a sound environment, and responsibly managed
resources among others.

Mr. Spesker, it says a lot about this government that its first
priority is to govern with integrity and transparency. The Premier
has stated that this as his mission because Albertans want to be
involved in the process of building on Alberta s prosperity. | would
like to commend Albertans for that. Our new government realizes
that Alberta cannot be properly guided unless it is done by al
Albertans. Albertans know what they want, and we in the Legisla-
ture are here to make it happen on their behalf. We will work asa
team to achieve the goals that we as a province have set for our-
selves. That means that the new government will be seeking to
achieve Alberta s goals through co-operation with all stakeholders.
That isthe only way we will achieve true prosperity and well-being.

Mr. Speaker, the hon. Premier has aready put forth a plan to get
closer to achieving a truly transparent and open government. His
very first bill presented in the House was the Lobbyists Act. With
thisact Albertanswill clearly know who is seeking to influence the
direction of Alberta and who isworking for Albertans.

Furthermore, this new government recently made a commitment

to make flight logs and expenses of ministers and their staff public.
These are unprecedented steps, which provide accountability and
transparency within government. After only afew monthsin power
Alberta's Premier has aready provided Albertans with tangible
proof of his commitment to increase transparency and accountabil-
ity. Nous désirons que les Albertains soient informés par rapport
aux événements qui se passe dans leur nouveau gouvernement.

Albertansand Canadiansalike have been benefiting tremendously
from Alberta s economic expansion. As aresult of this growth we
are seeing more opportunity and an improved quality of life for al
Albertans. When rapid growth occurs, adjustments need to be made.
Issues must be addressed in order for expansion to be executed in an
acceptable manner. This government realizes that i ssues surround-
ing growth affect al Albertans. This government’s priority on
growth management will ensure that expansion is conducted in a
manner which is directed by foresight.

Mr. Speaker, housing pressures are an issue being felt in every
corner of the province. In my constituency the Cold Lake Afford-
able Housing Society is working diligently to address this need. |
would like to thank them for their work. They are a prime example
of community members coming together to create a stronger
Alberta. Addressing access to affordable housing is an important
part of improving Albertans' quality of life.

Through histravel sthroughout the provincethe Premier hascome
across the need for housing in an overwhelming fashion. Decisive
action is being taken to address the situation. This government
wants all Albertans to have accessto Albertans' quality of life and
prosperity. | would like to commend the Premier for mandating the
Minister of Municipal Affairsand Housing to create a housing task
force. The task force will find innovative ways of addressing this
situation. | ook forward to hearing the results of thisreport. | am
sure | will have great things to report back to my constituents.

The Premier has also put one of the most dedicated and driven
MLAsto task on the labour situation in Alberta. The hon. Minister
of Employment, Immigration and Industry has aready been
extremely busy working on ways to attract immigrants to Alberta
She has been mandated to enhance the co-ordination of economic
development, immigration, and labour-force planning in Alberta.
She and her department will create a made-in-Alberta strategy to
quell the labour shortage. Asthe new chair of the Northern Alberta
Development Council | would liketo assure her that the council will
assist her in every possible way to achieve her goals.

Of course, increasing Alberta's labour pool will require other
Canadiansand immigrantsto cometo Alberta. The new government
has committed itself to welcoming new Canadians into Alberta
through support in communities. Je suisfier de dire que I’ Alberta
est uneprovincemulticulturellecroissante. Notreprovinceaccueille
des gens de diverses origines, tel que francaise, ukrainienne,
polonaise, chinoise, pakistanaise, indienne, vietnamienne, et
beaucoup d' autres. Je suis certain que les communautés atraversla
province de I’ Alberta accueilleront ces gens a bras ouverts.

Mr. Spesker, | for one can say that my constituency will welcome
immigrants from all across the world to our communities. As
Alberta s economy continues to grow, these new Albertanswill add
their expertise and manpower to further enhance our prosperity and
quality of life. Members of my constituency and | do not want to see
growth stilted by alack of labour. On behalf of the Bonnyville-Cold
Lakeconstituency | would liketo encouragethisgovernment and the
hon. Minister of Employment, Immigration and Industry to do
everything in their power to addresslabour shortages by working to
promote Alberta as a world-class destination for immigrants.

Mr. Speaker, I'm aso especially pleased to see a renewed
commitment to increase support for First Nations and Métis skills
training and labour force. There are many aborigina communities
in my constituency which will be pleased to hear that this govern-
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ment is committed to working with them to help increase their
quality of life.

As| have said many times before in this House, the constituency
of Bonnyville-Cold Lake is one of the most beautiful areas in
Alberta. The environment isamatter which my constituentstaketo
heart. We are al so very pleased that under the leadership of the
Minister of Environment the environment will be addressed in areal
and tangible manner. | was happy to hear from the Honourable
Lieutenant Governor that our new government will work with
Albertansto turn environmental challengesinto opportunities. That
iswhat we do in Alberta We are an innovative people.

4:10

Mr. Speaker, | would like to take this time to thank the residents
of Bonnyville-Cold Lake for @l of their efforts to conserve the
environment. Each attempt we make to help the environment will
benefit al Albertans now and into the future. My constituents and
I look forward to the implementation of the climate change plan. |
am proud to be part of a government that is establishing the first
emissionintensity reductiontargetsfor industrial emittersin Canada.
This government will work toward ensuring that our environment
remains sound for tomorrow.

As aresident and a representative of the Bonnyville-Cold Lake
constituency | am reassured that our new government is going to
manage Alberta's water supply. Living near beautiful bodies of
water, | know that water is a precious commodity that cannot be
squandered. The Water for Life strategy hasled us well in the past
and will continue to do so.

Mr. Spesker, as the constituency of Bonnyville-Cold Lake
continuesto grow, thereisaincreasing demand for land. Distribut-
ing land across various sectors is a challenging task. The govern-
ment’s new land-use strategy will help my constituents and other
Albertans find a balance to coexist. Agricultura, industrial, and
housing needs can all be met with a strong plan. Je suis fiére de
vousdirequelaqualitédevieest extraordinairedansnotre province.
Nous avons de bonnes écol es pour nosjeunes, beaucoup d' occasion
pour trouver del’ ouvrage, et de nombreux services sociaux pour nos
ainées. Il n'y asimplement pas de comparaison au Canada.

Mr. Speaker, there is more to being an Albertan than accessing
economic prosperity. Being part of this province also meansliving
well, safely and comfortably. This is why so many people are
moving to Alberta and are staying here to raise their families. The
new government isworking on Alberta’ s education system because
we know that an elevated quality of lifeisdirectly linked to working
and attaining one's potential. We want to give Albertans access to
all resources possible to achieve this.

Another component of enhancing Albertan’s quality of life is
ensuring that this province has ahealth care system which meetsthe
needs of Albertans. The hon. Minister of Health and Wellness and
his department will be working hard to find innovative ways of
providing health care to al Albertans. As Albertais growing, itis
imperative that we take steps to grow our health care force in order
to match the need. To that end achieving ahealth workforce for the
future will be an aspect that the hon. minister will work diligently to
achieve. This government will be committed to achieving
community-based approaches to provide support to those in need.
As Alberta's population is aging, this government will be working
hard to expand the province' slong-term care capacity. Mr. Speaker,
these efforts will in turn increase their quality of life.

During my travelsacross Albertal have been overwhelmed by the
ways Albertans are more than happy to lend a helping hand to those
in need. | am pleased that the Premier is working to create the
community spirit program for charitable giving. Through the

community spirit fund the government will support and enhance
charitable donationsin Alberta.

In order to achieve safer communitiesin Alberta, the Premier has
mandated the hon. Minister of Justice to lead a crime reduction and
safe communities task force. Safer communities will prove to
elevate all Albertans’ quality of life and strengthen Alberta. Asour
province grows larger, it will also grow safer. Thisgovernment will
strive to create an environment where children, senior citizens, and
the vulnerable will not have to worry about their safety in Alberta’'s
neighbourhoods. We are committed to enhancing all of Albertans
feelings of security asthat is part of a high quality of life.

Mr. Speaker, thehon. Premier’ sfina priority isto build astronger
Alberta. This priority affects many aspects of Alberta; however, a
distinct list has been formulated to outline what exactly the Premier
aimstowork on. Asthe Honourable Lieutenant Governor indicated
yesterday, the government will conduct a review of the resources
royaty system so that Albertans can know that they are getting the
right amount of revenue from their resources. Furthermore, in the
months to come this new government will develop strategies to
diversify sources of energy and will encourage upgrading of
nonrenewabl e resources. Thisgovernment iscommitted to securing
energy sources for today and far into the future.

Inorder to create stronger municipalities, thegovernment recently
announced that itisgiving $1.4 billion to help manageinfrastructure
needs. Thisfunding will be met with along-term funding arrange-
ment to address the tremendous growth pressures communities are
facing. | am certain that the municipa governments in the
Bonnyville-Cold Lake constituency will be happy with thisfunding
increase. Funding will help them meet theinfrastructure needs of our
region.

Because revenues have been spent wisely in Albertaover the last
decade and the province has economic prosperity today, the value of
fiscal prudencewill continuewith thisgovernment. One exampleof
thisvalue put into action is the surplus management policy that will
bereleased in the 2007 budget. Mr. Speaker, in order to sustain and
enhance our current level of prosperity, we must focus on widening
our sources of expertise and revenue. This province's innovation
and drive towards the energy sector has led Alberta to be an
economic powerhouse. We need to continue driving forward and
look at other ways to sustain our wealth. That iswhy this govern-
ment istaking aserious look at diversifying our economy. We will
be a stronger province if we have a broader base of industries.
Investing in Alberta’ s knowledge base is an exciting way to make
our province more attractive to the smartest minds in the world. It
will aso place Alberta on the path to a successful future.

With afocus on knowledge such as nanotechnology Albertawill
be ready for tomorrow’s competitive global markets, and we will
continueto bealeader. Nouspouvonset nousallonslefare. | look
forward to the Third Session of the 26th Legislature under the lead
of Alberta’'s 13th Premier as we work to further al Albertans
quality of life.

In closing, | would like to once again thank the constituents from
Bonnyville-Cold Lake for granting me the opportunity to represent
them in the Legislature during these exciting times. Merci. Thank
you, Mr. Speaker.

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Hays.

Mr. Johnston: Thank you, Mr. Spesaker. | am privileged to havethe
opportunity to second the Speech from the Throne. | would like to
commend our hon. Lieutenant Governor for delivering the speech
yesterday and providing us with an inspirational vision for this
legidlative session. The government’ s plan addresses key priorities
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that focus on some of the most important issues facing Albertans
today. The priorities are centred on rededicating our Legislatureto
ensure that our government fulfills our potential and achieves our
objectives.

When | arrived in Albertaasayoung soldier in 1970, the province
was different in many aspects. The price of a barrel of oil was
around $12 U.S. Our population was around 1.5 million, and hit
songs included Diana Ross's Ain't No Mountain High Enough.
Perhapsthe hon. member from Lougheed canrelateto that. Number
2 was The Beatles' Let It Be. So that saysit al.

Alberta was developing, and over the course of time we have
experienced many changes, exciting changesthat have demonstrated
the resolve and the passion of Albertans to further themselves and
their communities. | do not believe that any of us could have
predicted the successes that we would experience and the accom-
plishments that we would achieve.

Although our province has changed over the course of time, our
uniquevaluessuch asfiscal responsibility, entrepreneurial spirit, and
self-dependence still resonate among Albertans today. The people
of my constituency of Cagary-Hays believe in this province, and
their positive attitude is reflected throughout Alberta.  Albertans
have adetermined attitude, and their positive work ethic contributes
to making this province a pre-eminent leader in Canada and
throughout the world. Albertacontinuesto lead in many economic
areas, and our province maintainsthe highest employment ratein the
country.

| am enthusiastic about the ambitious agenda that has been set
forth for this Legislature, and | am encouraged to work with all of
my colleagues to meet the needs and priorities of Albertans. Asthe
hon. Lieutenant Governor stated yesterday, wewant to “ govern with
integrity and transparency.” | believe this is a foundation for &l
government that is open, honest, and recognizes that we are here to
do therespectablejob that our fellow citizens entrusted uswith. We
aretheir representatives, and itisessential that we continueto satisfy
their concerns with the urgency and efficiency that they expect.

Mr. Speaker, thethrone speech outlined astrategy for dealingwith
the enormous growth pressures that our province is currently
experiencing. | believethat we are addressing theseissuesthrough-
out Alberta, specifically in Calgary-Hayswherewewill soon benefit
from the service of the new south Calgary hospital. Albertans are
experiencing the impact of a continually expanding economy, and
| believethat our government has agreat opportunity to facilitatethe
construction of needed schools, roads, and hospitals. | am confident
that we will develop a comprehensive plan to analyze the priority
areas and provide the funding necessary to build and meet the
infrastructure needs of all constituencies.

It is aso encouraging that our government has collaborated with
the private sector to expedite the construction of the new section of
the Calgary ring road, and | hope that the construction will continue
to progress in the southeast section of the city in order to alleviate
heavy traffic. Theextension of the Calgary ring road servesmultiple
purposes such as reducing commute times, improving safety
conditions, and decreasing the depreciation of our roads.

| am convinced that our province’ sagreement with municipalities,
providing them with $1.5 billion in annual funding, is an important
decision. | can assure this Assembly that the funding is needed and
will be beneficial in assisting communities to meet their growing
infrastructure demands.

| am encouraged by our government’ s commitment to improving
Albertans' health and wellness. | believe that we need to continue
this great strategy by providing and maintaining adequate sporting
and recreationa facilities. We need to motivate Albertans to be
active. The benefits of an active lifestyle are numerous. We want

to encourage a health-conscious society so Albertans comprehend
the added incentives to taking care of their bodies and participating
in athletic events and pursuits.

4:20

Albertansvaluetheir economic prosperity; however, it should not
impede their quality of life. My constituents recognize that they do
not want well sitesin close proximity to their community. They, as
do most Albertans, believein furthering economic devel opment, but
they recommend that it be done in a responsible and conscientious
manner that furthers environmental stewardship and respects the
boundaries of neighbourhoods. We want to develop a sustainable
economy that has a diversified energy sector in order to extend the
longevity of Alberta’s prosperity.

We should continueto providefundingtoinitiativesthat represent
new opportunitiesfor Albertans. | aminspired by the capabilities of
our province, and | believe that creating stronger postsecondary
programs will be important to securing Alberta’ s economic promi-
nence in the coming years. | have members of my family who are
currently enrolled in universities, and | understand the issues that
students throughout the province are coping with. Thisgovernment
plans to address those issues. We have recently seen funding to
increase the number of avail able spotsfor studentsin the health care
field, and money hasbeen all ocated to support advanced technol ogi-
cal research.

| also want to echo the objectives of the throne speech that focus
on building astronger Alberta. We are in an enviable position and
have an opportunity to build on our successes by developing
alternative energies and focusing on environmental sustainability.
We cannot predict the future, but we can prepare with sound fiscal
planning and innovative economic development. This type of
preparedness will contribute to ensuring that we are investing in
tomorrow’ s future by funding research and encouraging the talents
of Albertans.

Wewill continueto diversify our economy and striveto reach our
full potential. There is great opportunity in renewable energy
sources such as bioenergy, wind, solar, and hydroelectric, al of
which are examples of aternatives that represent a stronger, more
diverse energy sector. As our province grows, our consumption
increases, and it is important that we urge modernization and
responsible use of our resources. Wewant to extend the benefitswe
currently enjoy to future generations.

Mr. Speaker, the priorities outlined by the Lieutenant Governor
reflect a desire of Albertans. | believe that our priorities represent
the many special individuals throughout Alberta. Some of these
individuals, including those who have chosen to join the Canadian
armed forces, these men and women are choosing to make the
ultimate commitment as acitizen. | believe we have an obligation
to support these dedicated Albertans, and | want to acknowledge
their selfless sacrificein assisting thosein distress, despair, and fear.
Having served, myself, for 11 yearswith the Canadian armed forces,
| personally understand the diligence and loyalty to our country that
our military personnel in Afghani stan aredemonstrating both asfull-
time and reservist soldiers. These individuals recognize a need to
volunteer their service for the betterment of our province and our
country. The dedicated men and women of our armed forces face
dangerous challenges abroad. | commend their efforts.

| also want to acknowledge the competent individuas in our
police services who are engaged in the effort to address the safety
and security concerns in our communities here in Alberta. These
brave individuas are sworn to protect and ensure the safety of
Albertans throughout this province. Their jobs can often be
thankless, stressful, and demanding, but they carry out their duties
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because they have made a commitment to the people of Alberta.

Providing safe and secure communitiesis apriority that | believe
instrongly. Asa25-year veteran of the Calgary Police Servicel’ve
always believed that we need to make a concerted, concentrated
effort toward crime prevention and reduction of crime. We need to
continue to protect our communities from illegal and unsafe
activities, ensuring that our cities and towns are filled with an
atmosphere of co-operation and safety. Reducing hostility and
violencein our neighbourhood isan objective of utmost importance.
We should strive to continue to provide sufficient support for our
police services and their efforts to secure our communities.

The hon. Lieutenant Governor’s Speech from the Throne high-
lighted priorities that reflect what Albertans feel are the most
important issues to them. The speech provided a thoughtful,
comprehensive account of our ambitions for this Legidature, and |
am sure that this government will continually strive to fulfill these
priorities. Mr. Speaker, individual s are coming to thisprovince, just
as | did many years ago, with aspirations of finding a successful
career, creating afamily, and being an active citizen. | am proud of
the many men and women who are dedicating themselves to
bettering their communities, their province, and their country. | am
honoured to have the opportunity to diligently work every day to
ensure that Albertans can continue to realize the benefits and
experiences that this province affords us.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Leader of the Official Opposition.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. On behalf of my constituentsin
Edmonton-Riverview, of all Albertans, and as Leader of the Official
Opposition it’s my duty and my privilege to respond to the Speech
from the Throne delivered in this Assembly yesterday. |I'm entitled
to spend 90 minutes doing this. I'll try to keep my commentsto no
more than 85.

According to the Premier, thefirst priority of this administration
isto govern with integrity, and we will help himto do that. Asone
columnist from the Calgary Herald wrote earlier thisweek: thereis
integrity, and then there is integrity. In other words, there's a vast
difference between actionsthat give the appearance of integrity and
those that reveal true integrity.

The throne speech delivered yesterday paid lip serviceto govern-
ment transparency and accountability, promising a few timid steps
forward toward amore open and accountabl e government, stepsthat
have been taken in other provinces decades ago. Of course, we
applaud the adoption of afew of the AlbertaLiberal ideasthat we' ve
been advocating for so long, such as the long-overdue lobbyist
registry, and making credit card expenses public is a nice gesture
and an important one, though the lack of detail and context makesit
nearly impossibleto judge whether or not public fundswereused in
thepublicinterest: timid stepsat atimewhen Albertans are demand-
ingaboldleap forward. Albertaneedsafully accountable, transpar-
ent government and a renewed robust democracy to meet the
challenges ahead. Half measureswon’t cut it anymore. It'stimeto
think big and to take action.

AlbertaLiberal MLAshave spent months meeting with Albertans
across the province, and the message we received isloud and clear.
Albertans want open, accountable government, and they want their
government to lead the way forward to a sustainable future. That's
what an Alberta Liberal government would deliver because Alberta
Liberals know that government honesty, accountability, and
transparency aren’t just abstract ideals. These qualities protect
Albertans and ensure that their tax dollars are being used honestly
and effectively. Alberta Liberals know that creating a sustainable

economy is not simply a dream for down the road but an absolute
necessity that we must pursue aggressively to protect our environ-
ment and our way of life.

So how would an Alberta Liberal government achieve these
goals? Well, first we'll get democracy and Alberta back on track.
Democracy is so much more than election day, so much more than
a means of hiring a few MLAs every few years. It's a living,
breathing tool. It's meant to serve and protect rea people, real
Albertans. It's the most precious instrument of government
accountability, and in Albertait’s long overdue for atune-up.

A strong robust democracy could have protected seniors from
neglect and abuse in Alberta’s long-term care facilities. It could
have prevented energy deregulation, which has cost Albertans
billions of dollars in skyrocketing power bills, and the need to
subsidizethose billsto keep them under control. It could have saved
untrained, unprotected workers from exposure to deadly asbestos at
Calgary’ sHoly Crosshospital. It could haveforced thisgovernment
to develop a solid plan for managing Alberta’s growth while
protecting our environment. It’stimeto fix thetools Albertans need
to hold the government accountable, and it's time for the govern-
ments we elect to make openness and accountability not merely a
sound bite but an everyday reality.

4:30

In contrast to this government’s timid steps forward toward
accountability and openness | offer what an Alberta Libera
government will do to renew democracy in Alberta. Albertansvalue
freedom, fairness, trust, honesty, and accountability. If Albertaisto
meet the challenge and opportunity the future presents, government
must nurture those values and provide a structure in which they can
flourish.

Here's how an Alberta Liberal government will get Alberta's
democracy back on track. First, fixed election dates. Election
schedules should be free from political manipulation. They should
occur at predictable intervalsrather than at the whim of the party in
power. Votersalready enjoy fixed election datesin British Colum-
biaand in Ontario. Albertans deserve this same respect from their
provincial government.

Next, electoral reform. The more people who vote, the more
legitimate and accountable the government. In thelast election less
than 45 per cent of Albertans bothered to cometo thepolls. That is
unacceptable. Many would be more likely to vote if our electoral
system reflected voter intent more accurately and if people who
voted for the losing party weren't consistently disenfranchised the
moment the results are in. An Alberta Libera government would
organize a citizens' assembly on electoral reform to determine if
other voting systems, including proportional representation, which
Alberta once had, could improve participation in our democracy.
Citizens should be able to choose not merely which party takes
power but how their governments are elected.

Campaign financing also needsto be changed. No one should be
able to buy the loyalty of our elected officials. An Alberta Liberal
government would limit corporate and union donations to $5,000,
and that $5,000 could not be used to buy exclusive access to the
Premier or hisministers. Furthermore, party leadership campaigns
would be subject to legidative rules to ensure that the process of
leadership selection is transparent and accountable.

Renewing the democratic process is the first step in getting
democracy back on track. It’'s equally important to bring account-
ability back to government. A government that can beeasily held to
account for its actions is far more likely to govern in the best
interests of Albertans. We are ready to bring some accountability
back to government right now. This session my colleague the hon.
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Member for Edmonton-Ellersliewill sponsor abill to reverse one of
the most appalling laws passed by this government, last year's
legislation that hides the results of internal audits for 15 years after
completion. What isthis government afraid of? Albertanswill find
out if the MLAs in this House have the courage to vote for our hill.

The next thing we need to do to bring integrity back to govern-
ment is to eliminate conflicts of interest. Whenever someone in a
position of power can exploit the system for persona gain, democ-
racy has a serious problem. Alberta' s conflict of interest rules and
oversights are incredibly weak compared to other provinces and the
federal government. To protect Albertansfrom conflicts of interest,
an Alberta Liberal government would make sure that ex-politicians
and senior political officialswait one year before taking jobs where
they could influence government, and we would restructure the
Legislative Offices Committee so that the selection of the Ethics
Commissioner and other Legislature officers is less dominated by
the party in power.

In a palitical system bogged down by years of Tory inertia,
complacency, and entitlement, it takescouragefor Albertansto stand
up and reveal government incompetence or corruption. They've
often done so at the cost of their own jobs. We believe Albertans
have the right to speak out against wrongdoing, so we'll protect
whistle-blowers with legidation. In area democracy people don't
have to be afraid to speak out.

And what about this very building, this physical embodiment of
democracy? Thisgovernment has a habit of spending aslittletime
as possible engaged in debate, making snide references to “dome
disease.” Mr. Speaker, democracy isnot adisease, so we shouldn’t
be treating thisinstitution asif spending alittle more time here will
kill us. For example, when we last debated the Health and Wellness
section of the budget, we were doing o at arate of amillion dollars
aminute. How can we possibly hold the government accountable at
such a pace?

When the Alberta Liberals form government, we'll invite the
opposition to spend sometimewith ushere under thedometo revisit
the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act. Theact
is intended, it is claimed, to give Albertans access to important
government documents. In the best case this information can be
used to help ordinary Albertans hold their government accountable,
but as it stands, requests through FOIP can take months to process
and cost thousands of dollars. Often requests are delayed, refused,
or made unaffordable for purely political ends. We would amend
the freedom of information legislation to ensure that Albertans get
timely, affordabl e accessto government publications, and wewould
end political interference in processing FOIP requests, including
penalties for such interference. That, Mr. Spesker, isjust asample
of what an Alberta Liberal government would do to get democracy
back on track.

What about the priority that’s taken the world by storm: creating
asustainablefuture? Well, asMark Twain said, “ Twenty yearsfrom
now you will be more disappointed by the things you didn’t do than
by theonesyou did.” So let’snot disappoint ourselves. Let'smake
sure that Albertans of the future will look back 20 years and say:
“Aha. That’swhen the government finally woke up and took action
on climate change and sustainability.”

Is that what they'll really be saying? | don’t know. A lot can
happen in 20 years. It's hard to look that far into the future. None
of ushasacrysta ball to gazeinto. It's human natureto imagine a
future where everything is pretty much the same. We might alow
for afew small changes. In 20 yearswe'll al look 10 years older,
but that’ s about it. We lose track of time.

Scrambling to live in the now, we miss how much has changed,
but if we don’t register where we are today, imagine thinking back

20 years. Imagineall the way back to 1987 or even earlier. Things
that we thought would last forever back then have disappeared
today. Things that we now take for granted as aways part of our
lives, many didn’t even exist in 1987.

Just 20 years ago there was no Internet, no World Wide Web.
Personal computers were both pretty exotic and pretty slow. We
listened to records or cassettes. Therewerecertainly noDVDs. We
shopped at placeslike Eaton’ sand Woodward' s, and we thought we
would forever. Therewere no Wal-Martsin Canada, and Starbucks
waslittlemorethan one coffee bean shop in Seattle. TheBerlinwall
loomed over western Europe, the Iron Curtain hung heavy, and the
notion of China and India as world industrial powers was almost
absurd. In 1987 the last boom in Alberta had gone bust. Twenty
years ago you could buy a repossessed house for a buck, and you
couldn’t give away office spacein Calgary.

As we try to plan for a world 20 years from today, what do we
see? Well, of course, nobody knows for sure, but there are experts,
and there are predictions. We'd better listen pretty hard because in
1987 you could read about digital video recording coming. You
could hear rumblings about the problems with Eaton’s. Y ou could
see reports about potential growth in China. Of course, not every
prediction is right on the money, but by the time the world reaches
consensus, from a planning perspectiveit’s often alittle too late.

Theworld aboundswith examples. How well did Kodak and Fuji
plan for digital cameras? Did you know that in 1950, Mr. Speaker,
there were well over 50 coal minesin the Drumheller Valley. By
1960 there were fewer than 20. In 1970 therewas one. The coal is
still there, but the market had changed. The railways had switched
to diesel, and homes had switched to natura gas. Remember the
words of Charles Darwin: “It is not the strongest of the species that
survive, nor the most intelligent, but the one most responsive to
change.”

As leader of the Alberta Liberal caucus I've often said publicly
that in the mediumto long term, the next 15 to 20 years and beyond,
the issue that will overtake al others will be climate change. We
aren’t jumping on the bandwagon. Like scientists, we' ve been on
the record on climate change for years, and we' ve duked that issue
out in this Legislature, Mr. Speaker.

4:40

Holdout by holdout the ranks of the climate change deniers have
grown smaller and smaller day by day. Scientistsgot therefirst, but
we expect scientists to be on the cutting edge. Many people, many
people in Alberta, felt that until consensus is wider spread, the
message can and should be doubted.

Then just afew weeks ago, after the world-wide science commu-
nity said that the time for discussion was over and after Prime
Minister Stephen Harper said that it’s no longer in doubt and years
after the AlbertaLiberalsdemanded action to deal with the problem,
came the words of Jeff Rubin, chief economist for CIBC World
Markets. Just several weeksago Jeff Rubin, an economist whosejob
it isto recognize world economic trends before they take hold, had
thisto say: “Governments are waging awar on carbon.” Not “will
be” “are.” He didn't mean the government in Ottawa or this
government here in Edmonton. He meant governments around the
world: in Washington and Tokyo, in London and Berlin, in Stock-
holm and Seoul.

We as | egislators must wake up to the fact that Albertansarein a
race against time to secure this province's future because our
financial security, the treasure that sets this government and this
province apart, is hydrocarbons. Our economy is booming, and we
have unparalleled opportunity because we sit on one of the biggest,
most accessible, secure, and productive deposits of carbon in the
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world. The threat? Well, carbon, when it’'s used as a fuel with
today’ stechnologies, releases carbon dioxide, the leading contribu-
tor to climate change. Addressing climate change has become a
national mission for arapidly increasing number of countriesand a
corporate mission for a growing list of businesses. As a result
billions of dollars ayear are being spent across Europe, Japan, and
the United Statesto find alternativesto carbon-based fuels. Sooner
or later those efforts will succeed. They are aready succeeding.

Of course, thereisanother threat to Albertafrom climate change.
Alberta’ s landscape isn’t immune to the effects of climate change.
Far from it. In fact, Alberta faces a double jeopardy as both the
financia value of our energy resources and the heath of our land
and water are threatened.

When the Alberta Liberals ask hard questionsin this House about
water planning, about the mountain pine beetle, or about climate
change, too often we're refused constructive and honest answers.
But the fact is, Mr. Speaker, our glaciers are receding faster than
ever in recorded history, the glaciers that feed our rivers that help
supply our drinking water. The sky isn't falling, but the wind now
carries the mountain pine beetle. Our winters used to be cold
enough to make Albertaimmune. Now our forests are infested.

The world hasn’t arrived at a carbon neutral economy yet, but
eventually it will. When it does, where will Albertabe? Will we be
like Kodak or Fuji, left on the sidelines? Will Alberta be like the
coa mines of Drumhéller, or is Alberta ready to adapt? Are
Albertans ready to stare the future in the face and make it blink?

We can be ready under a different kind of government. | would
argue, Mr. Speaker, that it hasto be an AlbertaLiberal government.
Unlike the current government, which islocked in the past, looking
for excuses not to adapt, frightened of change, an Alberta Liberal
government accepts the science and embraces the need for change
and the opportunities that come with it. An Alberta Liberal
government would understand that thisis going to take the efforts of
usall. Weunderstand that we cannot meet this challenge by pitting
one sector against another, by speaking only of the costs and the
problems and the reasons not to get on with thejob. If Albertaisto
win thisrace, it is going to take the concerted effort of individuals,
corporations and labour and government, of oil and gas companies
and electric companies and farmers and universities and homeown-
ers. Thetime of divide and conquer must cometo an end. We have
to work together.

How long do we have? How long will it be before the world’s
war on carbon iswon? Of course, no one knows, but we need a
target. The prudent answer is 20 years, and if 20 years seemsfar in
the distance, remember that the starting lineisright here, right now.
Twenty yearsto secureour fiscal future. Twenty yearsto ensurethat
we are not casualties of the world's war on carbon and that we are
not casualties of climate changeitself. But we must start now. To
apolitician 20 years is along time, but to the rest of usit’s on the
horizon, and to those of uswith kids, it's like tomorrow.

Alberta needs direction that unites people across al sectors of
society with asingular purposeto adestination that unitesissuesinto
asingular agenda so that actions can build strength upon strength.
We have the time frame and the reason for the journey. We need a
map and the leadership to get us there. Under an Alberta Liberal
government Alberta’s destination would be clear and unwavering:
to be a world leader in addressing climate change in rea and
absolute terms. Today Canadais last among developed nationsin
addressing climate change. Despite the claims of this government,
Albertaislast among provinces. In 20 yearswe must befirst and a
leader not just in Canada but in the world.

Mr. Speaker, I'd like to directly address for a moment Alberta’ s
petroleum sector, which understandably watches these debates with

great anxiety. | don’t just mean the executivein downtown Calgary.
I mean the young woman on the survey crew outside of Medicine
Hat or the aboriginal entrepreneur hiring membersfrom hisband up
at Fort MacKay. Albertd s petroleum sector is nothing lessthan an
astonishing success story. We're global, we' re competitive, we're
comprehensive, and we're fully integrated. Because of Alberta, |
would argue, Canada is to the world's petroleum industry what
Germany is to the world's automotive industry. We are that
important, that successful, that big.

From the shop in Edmonton where Jeanette’s and my youngest
son cut steel for equipment made in Alberta and shipped around the
world, to the executives who lead projects off the coast of Asiaand
Africa, to thefinancierswho put the capital together, our industry is
a globa leader headquartered, led, driven, engineered, staffed,
designed, and constructed right herein Alberta. For productivity, for
expertise, for leadership the world's petroleum industry turns to
Alberta. There is no other sector in Canada — none — that has the
same global product reach, the technological edge, the complete
integration from research and devel opment right through to product
delivery and every single step in between. The fundamental end
product is carbon, but our real export is know-how.

So to the petroleum industry | say: work with us. We will seize
this opportunity to collaborate. The carbon assets that you rely on
are the carbon assets that make the people of Alberta prosperous.
Let's harness the ingenuity, the crestivity, the leadership that
brought usto thispoint to get usto the next, to drive usto theworld-
wide goal of a carbon-neutral economy with all the energy we can
muster. With the astonishing skills and expertise this province
possesses, we will succeed. We must. We have no other choice.
Industry leaders have told me they areready, willing, and able. Itis
the current government that is holding things back.

4:50

The University of Calgary recently reported that oil and gas
accounts for 50 per cent of Alberta’s economy — 50 per cent — half
thejobs, half of thisgovernment’ srevenue, half our personal wealth
from the petroleum sector. So taking a hands-off approach, asthis
government isinclined to do, to aworld at war with carbon isnot an
option. Too muchisat stake. We have to work together. We have
torespond to change— petroleum producers, |abour unions, universi-
ties, and interest groups — because the threat doesn’t come from
action, Mr. Speaker, but from inaction and because we are al of us,
everyone of us, Albertans, and we are in this together.

Mr. Speaker, here are some specifics of our plan to dea with
climate change. Let me ded first with the most tortured and
unpleasant subject: relations between Alberta and Ottawa. Fellow
members, it is time to get past the sabre-rattling. Of course, Al-
berta' s natural resources belong to the people of Alberta, and any
threat to that will be fought intensely by an AlbertaLiberal govern-
ment, no matter which federal party isin power. That's why we
need leadership now. The climate changeissueisnot being driven
by Ottawa but by Europe and Japan, by Washington and California.
It's not Ottawa that will leave Alberta behind; it isthe world. The
world will leave Albertaand Canadabehind if we do not adapt, face
the threat together, and together meet the challenges and embrace
the opportunities. Let us break bread as citizens of one great
country.

With an ever-tightening 20-year deadline to address climate
change, thereis no time to waste. An Alberta Liberal government
will move immediately on several fronts. First, we'll aggressively
implement a strategy to capture carbon dioxide emissions from
major sources and sequester them deep underground. It's now
technically feasible, and afinancia framework can be worked out.
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If that isin fact being announced today at Government House, we
will support that initiative. Five years from now, the Alberta
Libera s believe, we can have a system up and running. Five years
and we can begin making an absolute reduction in C0, emissions.

Second, we' Il implement an aggressive greening of the electricity
sector. Within 10 years enough power will be generated from wind
and other zero emission sources to power the equivalent of every
home and farm in this province.

Third, an Alberta Liberal government will transform the natural
gas rebate program to a self-sustaining building retrofit program.
Thiswill help Albertans pay for that new energy-efficient furnace or
those new energy-€fficient windows. Albertanswill winwith lower
energy hills, and weall win by decreasing emissions. Why subsidize
waste when we can reduce the use?

Fourth, we'll immediately establish a Premier’ s strategic council
on carbon emissions and climate change with representatives from
all sectorsto engineer Alberta' s drive to become aworld leader in
reducing carbon emissions.

And, fifth, we' [l develop along-term province-widetransportation
strategy with afocus on rail and on public transit, including aroute
for ahigh-speed rail connection between Edmonton, Red Deer, and
Calgary. Itistimeour arports, light rail transit railways, and roads
worked together. Efficiency savesenergy. Therest of theworld is
heading there. Why not Alberta?

These are the first steps to a sustainable environment under an
Alberta Liberal government. But, Mr. Speaker, there is more to
sustainability. An Alberta Liberal government will also secure a
sustainablefinancial future. Our province has been flourishingwith
a government running huge surpluses funded by nonrenewable
resource revenues. The key word there is nonrenewable. The
current government has no strategy, no plan for managing those
surpluses. It's afiscal policy of stumble and drift. In the last 25
years the current government has spent over 93 per cent of al the
petroleum royaltiesit has received — not invested, spent. That'son
top of taxes, and it is not sustainable.

AnAlbertaLibera government would becommitted to converting
Alberta s nonrenewable wealth into a permanent source of prosper-
ity. During this session, the Alberta Liberal caucus will bring
forward our flagship bill, the Funding Alberta’ s Future Act. Based
on extensive research and reflecting policy we released last fall to
widespread acclaim, our bill would direct the government to set
aside 30 per cent of all nonrenewable resource revenues each yesr.

The largest portion would go to the heritage trust fund. In 20
years the Alberta government would earn more from the heritage
fund than from energy’ sroyalties. Mr. Spesker, if thisHouse votes
that down, Albertans will remember because with that bill for the
first timein our history the Alberta government could have sustain-
ablefinances. No moreroller-coaster rides, no more boom and bust,
just quality public services and permanently competitive taxes.

This same act would secure the future of our most valuable
resource: our people. How? Through education. Thislegislation
will propose unprecedented endowment funds for postsecondary
institutions, to pave theway for Alberta spostsecondary institutions
to take their place among the best on the planet. Artsand culture: a
real endowment to guarantee that our artists stay here where they
belong.

We're not done there. As part of the same plan for fisca
sustainability the Alberta Liberal caucus would address the prov-
ince' sinfrastructure debt head-on. Highway 63 to Fort McMurray,
schoolsin Edmonton, hospitalsin Calgary and Grande Prairie: it is
al achievable; we' ve done the math.

Because it is so important to address the here and now, to touch
peoplein their lives today, the Alberta Libera caucus will bring in

aseriesof billsto improve everyday life for Albertansimmediately.
Because regional municipa planning and development are in such
disarray, our shadow minister for municipal affairsand housing will
introduce our sustainable communities act. Because we need to
ensure an ongoing supply of water, this spring our shadow minister
for the environment will introduce | egid ation to strengthen manage-
ment of Albertals water resources. Because Albertans are tired of
being held hostage to groups like utility marketers and need help
with things like landlord and tenant conflicts, our shadow minister
for justicewill introduce the Consumer Advocate Acttobringinreal
help.

Because so many Albertafamiliesare caught in aprovince ranked
near the bottom for child care in the entire country, our shadow
minister for children’s services will introduce the child care
accountability and accessibility act to establish targets for the
creation of new child care spaces. Because parents in Alberta are
sick of soaring school feesfor everything from books to computers,
our shadow minister for education will introduce the restriction on
school fees and fundraising act, ensuring that public education is
properly funded from public sources.

Because the gaming industry in Alberta is multiplying into so
many corners of our lives, our shadow minister for advanced
education, the Member for Edmonton-Meadowlark, will sponsor a
bill to establish an all-party committee to review every aspect of
gaming in Alberta from therole of volunteers to social problemsto
best management practices.

Because the best way to sustain our hedth care system is to
protect the health of Albertans, our shadow minister for heath and
wellnesswill introduce abill requiring health impact assessments of
major government initiatives, much as we already do for environ-
mental and social impact assessments, and asalready mentioned, the
Alberta Libera caucus will bring forward a hill to reverse the
government’ s decision to hide internal audits from Albertans.

We' ve come up with an ambitious agenda because Albertais an
ambitious province.

5:00

Our agendalaysthefoundation for asustainable, prosperous, and
compassionate province because Albertans are demanding a
sustainable, prosperous, and compassionate future. In contrast, Mr.
Speaker, we've been warned to expect a, quote, light legislative
agenda from the government this spring, a government with few
ideas, little energy to enact them, and no particular focus.

| expect most of our billswill be voted down by our Conservative
opposition. That’sashame because our agendaputsthe public first,
ahead of any consideration of party or politics. But Albertans will
remember how their MLAs voted, and when it’ s time to choose the
next government of Alberta, their memories will guide them.

The way things are now is not good enough, not good enough for
Alberta, not good enough for the AlbertaLiberals. The days of the
rudderless autopilot, tax and spend, drift and stumble Conservatives
haveto end. They must. Coasting on our natural wealth might have
been fine at one time, but in today’s world it is not. If we are to
choose between the status quo and the way things could be, | choose
ambition. Thefuture of our provinceisin al of our hands, like the
financia planner answering the question, “Can | afford to invest?’
with “Can you afford not to?”

Can we afford to plan 20 years out? Mr. Speaker, can we afford
not to? Did Ireland go from athousand years as the poor cousin of
Europeto theweal thiest nation per capitaon Earth by coasting? Has
Singapore risen from a colonial backwater to a global centre by
shying away from challenges? Has South Korea gone from an
economy on apar with Afghanistan in 1960 — get that: South Korea
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on apar with Afghanistan in 1960 —to one of theworld’ sindustrial
giants today without a clear sense of direction? Has Dubai gone
from a dusty, desert fiefdom to the hottest financial and tourist
centrein Asiaby waiting for othersto takethelead? Did Albertaget
where it is today by resting on its laurels? If we do not move
forward, we will be left in the dust.

Mr. Spesker, Jeanette and | were recently stuck in the San
Francisco airport for anine-hour layover. So we got off the plane,
and in minutes we were on arapid-rail transit to downtown. Thirty
minutes and three bucks later we stepped off in Union Squarein the
heart of San Francisco. Inthat 30-minutetrip | studied atourist map
of the bay area. There were two of the world's great universities:
Berkeley and Stanford. There was Silicon Valley. North were
Sonoma and Napa Valley, east the Oakland coliseum, three major
airportsall interconnected, the downtown, the parks, the bridges, the
public transit. Thesefolks had taken al the pieces of agrest city, a
great region, and put them all together. No crystal balls, just some
determined farsightedness had transformed all the separate pieces
into one of the greatest North American planning triumphs. It'snot
perfect, but it isimpressive.

Albertahas many of the same pieces, but we have yet to put them
together. We have the makings of some of the world's great
educationa institutions: the U of A, the U of C, NAIT, SAIT, and
others, but we're not there yet. We don’t have Napa and Sonoma,
but we do have Banff and Jasper. Wedon't have Silicon Valley, but
remember that little more than a generation ago neither did they. If
the world is changing and we are prepared to adapt, maybe we can
be home to somefuture Silicon Valley equivalent. I'mtalking here,
Mr. Speaker, about creativity and foresight in every facet of inspired
planning.

If we don't figure out where the world is headed in 20 years, we
can forget about San Francisco. We're going to look more like
Detroit. Remember that the world we' re building today, in 20 years
we hand it fully over to our kids. What will that world look like?
What will Albertalook like? What will be the legacy we leave our
children: our kids, mine, yours? Isright now, Mr. Speaker, realy
the best we can do? Isit really? We haveto find away to sustain
our way of life, and to do that, we have to dream, we have to plan,
we haveto act, we have to manage, we have to be wise, and we have
to pay ourselvesfirst. We have to be innovative and determined.

Just a couple of weeks ago, Mr. Speaker, our office in the
Legislature Annex received 20 unsolicited letters from a grade 5
class at Keheewin school in Edmonton. Each student wrote of their
own concerns about climate change and globa warming. One
wrote: even though I'm just akid, please take my letter seriously.
Another wrote: “What can | do about this? Well, not much. But if
we band together, we can do alot more than you or me or anyone
€lse ever imagined.”

| was struck by the emotion and conviction these kids conveyed
and also by the truth of avery simple message. Together we can do
amazing things. Together we can make a difference, just like Kyla
and Connor and Devon and their entireclassaretelling us. They are
why we have to act and act immediately and act decisively. Our
children are asking usto save their future so that they can enjoy our
beautiful landsand drink clean water and breathe fresh air when they
grow up. What better reason do we have?

The Alberta Liberals believe that this is our mission, our most
important mission. We have the vision and the will to make it
happen, to bring a new kind of government to this province. So to
the grade 5 class at Keheewin school and to all Albertans we say to
you: message received loud and clear.

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

The Deputy Speaker: Hon. members, pursuant to Standing Order
29(2)(a) there's provision for five minutes for brief questions or
comments.

Seeing none, | recognize the hon. leader of the ND opposition.

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. | express my
appreciation to the hon. Leader of the Official Opposition for — |
don’t know if it was by design —tailoring his speech at least to allow
me my time before we have to adjourn. | appreciate that. | know
that I'm aways on his mind.

I would like to begin by saying that | always enjoy hearing from
His Honour the Lieutenant Governor, and | would like to congratu-
late the Premier on hisfirst Speech from the Throne. On behalf of
Alberta’ sNDP opposition | have the pleasure of sharing our speech
from the throne for working families with you today. AsAlberta's
Legislative Assembly commences its new session, we have a clear
message for the government and for Albertans. Albertais currently
experiencing unprecedented economic growth. Unfortunately, the
Tory government’ slack of planning hasleft many Albertans behind.
The Alberta NDP has a plan that will protect and enhance the
services that working and middle-class families count on. We will
be their champion for their concerns.

Alberta's NDP will stand up for working and middle-class
families. Albertaiscurrently experiencing unprecedented economic
growth. A recent study by the Canadian Centre for Policy Alterna
tives found that with the exception of the very weathy most
Albertans are working harder than they were a generation ago, yet
they are not getting the benefits of increased real incomes. On the
contrary, Albertans are feeling the pressures of increased housing
and utility costs. Many find themselves paying more for servicesif
they can get the services at all. The businesses that are hardest hit
by our current labour pressures are the small businesses, that arethe
cornerstone of our economy.

Albertafamilies need someone to be their champion. They need
agovernment that knows what they’ re up against and that will take
action to make their lives easier. Alberta’s NDP caucus has a plan
that puts working and middle-classfamiliesfirst. Thisisour speech
from the throne, written with them and their familiesin mind. An
NDP government will stand up for Albertafamilies by ensuring that
they can access the high-quality services that they depend on.

5:10

The NDP opposition helped lead the fight against the Tory
government’s third-way health care privatization plan. We will
continue to champion public health care so that it's there when
Albertansneed it. An NDP government will implement reformsthat
strengthen our public health care system. For example, our proposed
legidation to bulk-buy drugs would save $50 million per year by
providing cheaper pharmaceuticals for Alberta families. An NDP
government will continueto bring reformsto reduce wait times. We
will step up efforts to train and attract more health professionals,
including more family physicians.

The Conservative government hasfailed to ensurethat class sizes
are appropriate for the best possible learning. An NDP government
will give schoolsand teachersthetool sthey need to provide the best
learning environment for Alberta’s children. With tuition fees and
rents on the rise many families are struggling to pay for postsecond-
ary education. An NDP government will make tuition and associ-
ated education costs affordable for all Albertans.

Many Alberta families are struggling to find the care their aging
parents need.  There aren’'t enough spaces in long-term care
facilities, and often these facilities do not meet basic standards. The
Tory government has failed to implement the Auditor General’s
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recommendations for improving the standards for long-term carein
Alberta. An NDP government will ensure that seniors who helped
build this province have safe and comfortable accommodation. We
will treat our seniors with the dignity and respect they deserve.

An NDP government will give tangible support to municipalities
to provide safe streets. Community policing and crime reduction
strategiesare effective waysto make our communitiessafer. Alberta
needs aprovincial crimereduction strategy, which includes funding
for 500 new community police officers across Alberta. We will
support programs for young people dealing with addictions and to
help at-risk youth get off the street. An NDP government would
give municipalities the tools they need to foster their communities,
particularly stable and predictable long-term funding. Housing,
policing, and transit will beurban prioritiesfor an NDP government.

A severe shortage of housing has led to soaring rents, large hikes
in the cost of houses, and an increase in homelessness. The Tory
government’s failure to plan is hurting Albertans. While the
government has established atask force on housing, it istoo early to
tell what its recommendations will be or whether they will be
accepted. An NDP government will establish aministry of housing,
which will co-ordinate initiatives such as affordable housing
programs, rent review legidation, and land banking for Alberta
municipalities. Homelessnessin aprovince aswealthy asAlbertais
unacceptable. An NDP government will not rest until it is elimi-
nated.

An NDP government will renegotiate an agreement with the
federal government to ensure that employers must first demonstrate
that there are no qualified Albertan or Canadian workers available
before receiving approva to bring in temporary foreign workers.
Employers will be expected to work constructively with legitimate
trade unions and the Alberta government to ensure that the labour
needs of industry are met and that Albertan and Canadian workers
are given priority for employment. The NDP caucus supports
initiativesto support skillstraining and labour forcedevel opment for
aborigina and Métis Albertans. We will strengthen the role of
legitimate building trades unions in the training and indenturing of
apprentices.

Albertais experiencing a severe infrastructure crisis. In order to
pay off the provincial debt, the Tory government has systematically
underfunded provincia infrastructure. The result is that we now
have a massive infrastructure debt of between $10 hillion and $20
billion. The first step for an NDP government in addressing our
infrastructure debt will be to develop a complete and honest
accounting of the current infrastructure debt facing the government,
school boards, hospital s, postsecondary i nstitutions, and municipali-
ties. We will then develop a multi-billion-dollar capital plan to
systematically update Alberta sinfrastructure over the next 10 years.

Projects will be funded on a pay-as-you-go basis, supplemented
by low-interest financing. This honest and transparent approach is
in direct contrast to the Tory government’s plans to utilize P3s to
build needed infrastructure projects. Under the government’s plan
private business would build and own many of our hospitals, roads,
and schools. They would borrow money to do it and at a higher
interest rate than the government. All costs plus a profit would be
recovered from thetaxpayers, yet thefinancial debt would appear on
corporate, not government, books. P3s are simply away of hiding
public debt while increasing it at the same time. P3s have along
history of cost overruns, substandard quality, and unwieldy long-
term contracts. An NDP government will reject this approach.

Global climate change threatens human civilization itself. The
Conservative government seems unable to come to grips with its
own responsibility in this matter. Uncontrolled and unplanned
expansion of tar sands development not only disrupts the economy;

it will soon become the source of the largest increase in CO,
emissions in the world. The Tory government’s use of emissions
intensity targetsisdeliberately misleading. It allowstotal emissions
of CO, to continueto risedramatically whiletheir so-called intensity
drops. We will oppose government legislation to further entrench
emission intensity asthe basisfor Alberta s climate change strategy.
An NDP government will work with industry to develop guidelines
for real and meaningful limits on CO, emissions.

We will implement a temporary moratorium on the approval of
new tar sands proj ectswhile along-term economic and environmen-
tal strategy for the devel opment of the tar sandsis developed. This
will include aplan for impacts on water and natural gas supplies, the
labour market, and the environment. An NDP government will
pursue abalanced approach to reducing emissions. We haveaready
introduced | egi sl ation designed to help individual Albertansdo their
share. Theseinclude our 2006 bill to allow net metering of electric-
ity and our 2005 hill to create a revolving fund to promote energy
efficiency retrofits.

Alberta faces alooming water crisis. The Tory government has
failed to fully fund the Water for Life strategy. Meanwhile, water
licences are overallocated, population growth is outstripping our
supplies of water, and the ever-growing thirst of the petroleum
industry jeopardizes the long-term availability of clean water. An
NDP government will make water supply and water quality a top
priority.

Albertans are not getting their fair share as the owners of our
precious honrenewableresources. The energy corporations exploit-
ing these resources are reaping the benefits of the unprecedented
price of oil and the Conservative government’s cut-rate royalties.
Most tar sands projects still pay only 1 per cent royalty on the oil
they produce. An NDP government will develop aroyalty regime
that isfair to Albertans, encourages the sustainable development of
oil and gas resources, and ensures that bitumen will be processed
herein Alberta. While recent surpluses seem large, they are small
in comparison to the real value of our nonrenewable resources. We
need to invest significantly more to create a renewable energy
economy to ensure that our children and grandchildren inherit a
green and prosperous future. An NDP government will create a
green energy fund to invest in energy conservation, research and
development of renewable energy, and green energy projects.

Alberta's NDP is committed to a balanced budget. An NDP
government would cancel the massive corporate tax cuts supported
by the Conservatives and the Liberals. When corporations like
EnCana are earning $6 billion in profits in one year, they do not
need tax cuts. If corporations pay their fair share, working- and
middle-class families have a chance to get ahead.

Sound land-use planning becomes critically important during
periods of rapid growth. The government has a responsibility in
ensuring that clear and distinct roles are set out for urban and rural
municipalities. An NDP government will move to limit urban
sprawl by restoring meaningful regional planning. Preservation of
agricultural land and rurd lifestyles will be important goals.

The government’ sflagship legislationisabill to create alobbyist
registry. Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotia, and Newfoundland and
Labrador all have such registries aready, and the NDP opposition
has been advocating this for a number of years. The Tory govern-
ment hasfailed to include cooling-off periodsin their legislation for
former government officials entering the private sector. The
Conservative government has repeatedly used Alberta’ s freedom of
information legislation to justify hiding public information. In the
last session of the Legidative Assembly the Tory government
pushed through legislation that would restrict access to ministers
briefing notes and lock up internal audits for 15 years. An NDP
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government will conduct an open and comprehensive review of
Alberta sinformation laws.

5:20

The NDP opposition has proposed | egislation that would create a
commission on electora reform, introduced private members
motions that would end the use of the Public Affairs Bureau as a
Conservativegovernment propagandamachine, and brought forward
emergency motions to require disclosure of leadership campaign
donations. True democratic reform should begin with legislation to
get big money out of politics. An NDP government will eliminate
corporate and union political donations and ensure that |eadership
contests for political parties are subject to the same limits and
disclosure reguirements as other political fundraising.

Albertais at acrossroads. We can continue down the same path
of uncontrolled growth, polluted air, and crumbling schools, or we

can take another path. As a province we have an unprecedented
opportunity to create agreen and prosperous future. We can ensure
hedlthy families living in healthy communities, and by working
together, we can build an open and inclusive democracy. We hope
that Albertans will join us.

Thank you.

The Deputy Speaker: Again, Standing Order 29(2)(a) is available
for questions or comments.
Seeing none, the hon. Government House Leader.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. In light of the hour I'd
move that we adjourn until 1:30 p.m. on Monday, March 12.

[Motion carried; at 5:21 p.m. the Assembly adjourned to Monday at
1:30 p.m]
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Legislative Assembly of Alberta

Title: Monday, March 12, 2007
Date: 2007/03/12
[The Speaker in the chair]

1:30 p.m.

head: Prayers

The Speaker: Welcome.

Let us pray. As we begin our deliberations in this sitting of the
Legislature, we ask for the insight we need to do our work to the
benefit of our province and its people and to the benefit of our
country. Amen.

Now, hon. members, we’ll proceed to the singing of our national
anthem. We’ll be led today by Mr. Paul Lorieau. Would all
participate in the language of their choice.

Hon. Members:
O Canada, our home and native land!
True patriot love in all thy sons command.
With glowing hearts we see thee rise,
The True North strong and free!
From far and wide, O Canada,
We stand on guard for thee.
God keep our land glorious and free!
O Canada, we stand on guard for thee.
O Canada, we stand on guard for thee.

The Speaker: Please be seated.

head: Introduction of Visitors

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Advanced Education and
Technology.

Mr. Horner: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Irise to introduce to you and
through you to all members of this Assembly the high commissioner
for the Republic of Kenya, Her Excellency Judith Mbula Bahemuka.
With the high commissioner is Mr. Kennedy Barasa, second
counsellor of the high commission in Ottawa. This is the high
commissioner’s first visit to Alberta, and we feel honoured that she
chose to come to our province less than a year into her appointment.

We had lunch today with Her Excellency, and we had some great
discussions about potential partnerships in not only postsecondary
but in the other areas of forestry and agriculture. As well, the high
commissioner spoke very passionately about her belief in education
and postsecondary.

They are seated in your gallery, Mr. Speaker. I would ask them
to rise and receive the traditional warm welcome of this Assembly.

head: Introduction of Guests

The Speaker: The hon. Deputy Speaker.

Mr. Marz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would like to introduce to
you and through you to members of the Assembly two people sitting
in your gallery today who are members of the Edmonton branch of
the Royal Commonwealth Society. The society is a cosponsor and
assists with the promotion of the annual Alberta Commonwealth
Parliamentary Association student essay competition. 1’d ask that
Dr. John Slade, treasurer, and Mr. Joe Zasada, director at large, rise
and receive the warm welcome of the Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Airdrie-Chestermere.

Ms Haley: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It is arare privilege
for me to be able to introduce to you a brand new Albertan, my
brand new granddaughter. She’ll be three days old at 1:58 today.
Her name is Alexa Grace Kathleen Haley. She is accompanied by
her dad and mom, Jeff and Layna Haley. I would ask them to please
rise and receive the warm welcome of this province.

The Speaker: Well, I must say that [ am stunned. The hon. member
is way too young to be a grandmother.
The hon. Member for Lacombe-Ponoka.

Mr. Prins: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It is my honour and privilege
again to introduce to you and through you to all members of the
House a group of grade 6 students from the Rimbey elementary
school. They are accompanied by their teacher, Mrs. Howey, and
parent helpers Lennie McFadyen, Mary Palm, Laura Baker, Mike
Weatherald, Joanne McNaught, and Ann-Marie Trautman. They are
seated in the public gallery. I’d ask them to rise now and receive the
traditional warm welcome of this Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre.

Ms Blakeman: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I have two
introductions today. The first is Annemarie Larsen. Annemarie is
participating in a job shadowing program, so she job shadowed me
this morning. Annemarie is a law student at the University of
Alberta and already has a BA in psychology and philosophy under
her belt, so no wonder she is going into law. She is very interested
in increasing the role of women in the Legislature and is especially
interested in representation of women and women’s issues. 1’d ask
Annemarie to please rise and accept the warm welcome of the
House.

My second introduction today, Mr. Speaker, is the new outreach
co-ordinator for the Edmonton-Centre constituency office. It’s taken
us a long time to find him, so we are very pleased to welcome
Richard Engelhardt. Richard’s past positions have been as office
manager for the PRIDE centre, and he also worked for some time for
Martin Equipment. He is currently working toward a bachelor of
fine arts, with a major in sociology and a minor in psychology, at
Grant MacEwan College. 1 would ask Richard to please rise and
accept our warm welcome.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Decore.

Mr. Bonko: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 1, as well, have two introduc-
tions. I would like to introduce to you and through you to all
members of the Assembly a constituent who has been in the news
over the development of her three boys. They have each been
diagnosed with the rare disease known as Hunter syndrome, and
unless the boys are treated with Elaprase, the boys face an early,
certain death. I’ve asked Nicole to come forward today to remind
the minister that she is still waiting for a meeting. I’d like Nicole
Miranda as well as her mother, Sandra Hartling, to please rise and
receive the warm welcome of the Assembly.

The second introduction, Mr. Speaker, to you and through you to
all members of the Assembly is the grade 6 class from Lago Lindo
elementary school in my constituency. There are 52 of them. They
are accompanied by their teachers, Mr. Peters and Mrs. Goodall, as
well as parent helpers Mrs. Heemeryck, Mrs. Lesyk, Mr. Rowley,
Mrs. Mah, Mr. Odenbach, and Mrs. LaBrie. I would like them all to
please rise and receive the welcome of the Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Mountain View.
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Dr. Swann: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It is my honour to introduce
to you and through you to the rest of the Assembly two dedicated
workers in the province of Alberta, part of the Farmworkers Union
of Alberta. They are here for the third year in a row, calling for
dignity and basic human rights for farm workers. If you’d stand, we
will give you the welcome of the Legislature.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Highlands-
Norwood.

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It is with great
pleasure that I introduce to you and through you to this Assembly
Deron Bilous. Deron was born and raised here in Edmonton and
received his bachelor of education from the University of Alberta in
2001. He currently teaches English and physical education at Inner
City high. Deron has worked with Canada World Youth, supervis-
ing international youth exchange programs across Canada and in
China, Brazil, and Poland. We are proud to have Deron join the
NDP team as our candidate in Edmonton-Centre in the next election.
He is seated in the public gallery, and I would now ask that he rise
and receive the traditional warm welcome of this Assembly.

1:40
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona.

Dr. Pannu: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I, too, am very
delighted to introduce to you and through you to this House
Christina Gray. Christina teaches computer programming at
DevStudios. She was born in Edmonton and has lived in the
Woodvale community in Mill Woods for the last four years. She is
the chair of the Edmonton Transit System Advisory Board and
volunteers on the Support Network’s 24-hour crisis line. Christina
is also active in our community working on both the Woodvale
Community League and the Mill Woods Crime Prevention Council.
We are pleased to have Christina as part of the NDP team as a
candidate in Edmonton-Mill Woods for the next election. I will now
ask Christina to please rise and receive the warm welcome of this
House.

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Tourism, Parks, Recreation and
Culture.

Mr. Goudreau: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It’s a great
pleasure to introduce to you and through you to the rest of the
Assembly some staff from my department and the Alberta Sport,
Recreation, Parks & Wildlife Foundation, who just spent the past
two weeks braving frigid temperatures up north in Whitehorse.
These individuals were there as part of Team Alberta, which was
competing at the 2007 Canada Winter Games. The games bring
together the best young athletes in 21 different sport disciplines once
every four years, and once again Alberta proved to the rest of the
country that we are a force to reckon with. We brought home 79
medals, good for a third-place finish behind Quebec and Ontario.
This is the fourth time Alberta has finished a Canada Winter Games
in third place, which was the goal set by the team before the games
began.

Here today from Team Alberta mission staff are Cam Berwald, the
team’s chef de mission. Cam did an incredible job keeping 260
athletes in check and ready to compete. She was helped by Scott
Fraser, the assistant chef de mission, and others who provided
valuable support to Team Alberta, including Korrine Krokosh, Jerry
George, Roger Kramers, Steve Pritchard, and Lloyd Bentz. They are
seated in the members’ gallery. I would like them to rise and receive
the traditional warm welcome of this Assembly.

head: Oral Question Period

The Speaker: First Official Opposition main question. The hon.
Leader of the Official Opposition.

Holy Cross Care Centre

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Forty-two seniors in Calgary are
currently being relocated from the Holy Cross centre long-term care
facility due to inadequate care and fire code violations. This
incident indicates that the facilities that care for our most vulnerable
citizens do not appear to have improved since the Auditor General’s
scathing report into long-term care nearly two years ago. The
province also refuses to implement legislated, province-wide
standards for continuing care. My questions are to the Premier.
Given that long-term care residents in the Holy Cross centre will be
moved out over the next 30 days, how can the Premier reassure
Albertans that the health and safety of the assisted living residents
who will remain in the building are not also at risk?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, we have very good policies and
procedures in place to protect those in care. With respect to assisted
living it’s an administrative matter, and I’ll leave it to the minister
of health to answer.

The Speaker: Hon. minister, do you wish to supplement?
If not, the hon. leader.

Dr. Taft: Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Again to the Premier:
has the Premier been able to determine how long the residents were
at risk before the decision was made to move them?

Mr. Stelmach: There was a fair amount of work done by the
minister of health, and he’ll be able to answer that question.

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. There’s been some
ongoing monitoring of the situation at the long-term care centre at
the Holy Cross in Calgary. There was an inspection, I’'m advised, by
the city of Calgary on the fire and safety codes issues, and a report
was issued on that in December. I was made aware of the situation
early in February, I believe. The Calgary regional health authority
has been monitoring the situation relative to the long-term care beds
in that particular facility and working with the fire and safety codes
people to make sure that safety is not compromised for the residents.
There has been a fire watch put in place, as I understand it, and the
Calgary regional health authority has put in place their own person-
nel to make sure that both the safety issues and the care issues of the
long-term care residents in that facility are taken care of.

With respect to the assisted living, that is a private facility, but
they still operate under the fire codes and safety codes, so the owners
of the facility will have to answer to the city of Calgary’s fire and
safety with respect to making sure that safety is monitored on that
side as well.

The Speaker: The hon. leader.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Again to the Premier: given that
the Auditor General’s report on the quality of long-term care across
the province indicated that clear standards of care were needed —and
that was two years ago — why is this government continuing to delay
on creating legislated province-wide standards of care?
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Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, the province of Alberta has invested a
considerable amount of money in the care of our seniors and will
continue to do that. I know that there were additional dollars that
went into the ministry’s budget to move us forward towards the
recommendations that came forward from the long-term care
committee. We’re doing the best we can. Just by memory, I think
there was at least $70 million injected into it. But if further details
are required, I can have the minister respond.

The Speaker: Second Official Opposition main question. The hon.
Leader of the Official Opposition.

Royalty Review Panel

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. This government is failing its
claims to openness and accountability when it comes to the issue of
appointments to the Royalty Review Panel. Instead of a truly
independent, balanced panel, we have a flawed process, blatant
conflicts of interest, and serious questions about panelists’ qualifica-
tions and their independence from this government. Albertans have
questions they want this Premier to answer. To the Premier: given
the Minister of Finance’s embarrassing admission last week that
unbeknownst to him one panel member — and 1 quote Hansard —
“has actually done a considerable amount of work on finances with
regard to oil companies,” will the Premier tell this Assembly what
personal financial interests this individual may have in energy-
related businesses?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, what Albertans want to know at the
completion of this royalty review is whether the royalty regime
that’s in place today is fair: fair to those that make hundreds of
billions of dollars’ worth of investment in the oil and gas industry
and also to all of'us as Albertans, as equal shareholders in the natural
resources. That is the purpose of this royalty review.

Dr. Taft: Again, he’s failing to be open and accountable, so I will
ask him another question. To the Premier: given that the Minister of
Finance admits that he was unaware of the panelist’s history of
working with oil companies prior to his appointment, can the
Premier tell this Assembly what qualified this person as panelist in
the first place other than that he is a friend of the Premier?

Mr. Stelmach: Well, making allegations in the House like that — he
doesn’t know who my friends are, who my enemies are, so maybe
do a little bit more research on that.

Actually, Mr. Speaker, all members of the panel are professionals.
They’re economists. They’re people with professional designations.
I expect them to live up to their commitments as professionals in
those key areas, to do a very thorough review of the royalties, put all
that information on the table, and Albertans will make that determi-
nation of whether the royalty regime is fair or not.

The Speaker: The hon. leader.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Again to the Premier, and I will
continue until he answers: is the Premier finally prepared to answer
the question of whether any panelists or their companies financially
supported his or the Minister of Finance’s PC leadership campaigns?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, following the question from the hon.
leader last week, I made a commitment that I’d check to make sure
if there was anything coming from any member of the five members
on the committee. There are none at all in terms of any contribu-

tions to me, you know, to my campaign. They checked whatever
company names or individual names, and there are none on the
record.

Dr. Oberg: Mr. Speaker, I would just add to that that none of the
people on the royalty review commission made any contribution to
my leadership campaign.

The Speaker: Third Official Opposition main question. The hon.
Member for Calgary-Currie.

1:50 Holy Cross Care Centre
(continued)

Mr. Taylor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My questions are to the
Premier. Given the old Holy Cross hospital site’s ongoing list of
problems and controversies since it was sold to private owners 10
years ago — toxic mould, asbestos abatement issues, fire code
violations, and now the Calgary health region’s conclusion that the
long-term care facility fails to meet provincial standards of care —
it’s time to make sure that private providers of care are held
accountable, and it’s time to restore public confidence. Will the
Premier commit to launching a public inquiry into the operations of
the Holy Cross site?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, no. I have great confidence in the
Calgary regional health authority, that has a contract with the
owners. First and foremost, it’s safety and, of course, care of our
seniors in that institution. Ifthere is any further work to be done by
the Calgary regional health authority or further help that they require
from this government, we’ll be there to help.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Taylor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Given the potential province-
wide implications here, the ongoing problems at the Holy Cross site,
the inherent vulnerability of the residents in care, and the province’s
duty of care to the residents, why won’t the Premier do the right
thing and investigate the situation?

Mr. Stelmach: The authority is responsible to the minister of health,
and if the minister of health feels that either the Calgary regional
health authority or someone in the process isn’t doing their job, I'm
sure that the minister will step in and ensure the safety of our seniors
in that facility.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Taylor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Given the health minister’s
admission just a moment ago that he knew of fire code violations in
the Holy Cross building in early February and given that the
residents of the assisted living facility there have recently been
notified that their rents are increasing by about 40 per cent, what is
the Premier doing to rectify one or the other matter?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, the kinds of long-term care services
that Alberta provides are outstanding. In fact, we spend a consider-
able amount of money in terms of the care, the amount of insured
drugs, the kind of health services. Is there more to do, generally
speaking, across the province for an aging population? Certainly.
Those are going to be the kind of cost pressures that are going to be
coming forward in the budget that will be presented in this House.
We’re trying to find people to fill all of the positions — dietary and
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housekeeping, not only nursing and physicians — to take care of our
seniors. But I’'m proud of the progress that has been accomplished
and proud of the fact that we’re going to move ahead in this area.

The Speaker: The hon. leader of the third party, followed by the
hon. Member for Cypress-Medicine Hat.

Alberta Clipper Pipeline Proposal

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. During his PC
leadership campaign the Premier said that exporting raw bitumen to
the U.S. for processing is like scraping off the topsoil, selling it, and
thinking we have a rich farm because we have cash in the bank. If
we insist on selling raw product out of this province, our province
will lose not only the taxes and royalties on the value-added products
but also high-quality and long-term jobs. If approved, the Alberta
Clipper pipeline would do just that: send jobs and taxes elsewhere
for someone else’s profit. My question is to the Premier. Given
your promises to Albertans during the PC leadership race, will you
now reject the Alberta Clipper pipeline proposal?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, well, at least someone was listening to
what I was saying during the leadership campaign. Thank you very
much for quoting it almost verbatim.

Part of our ongoing discussion with Albertans is how we can
increase our tax base by adding more value not only to oil and gas
and the petrochemical industry but also to agriculture and forestry.
The discussions that are occurring with respect to how we can add
value to bitumen are important to us. We are of course going
through the review at the moment, and then the next step is: how can
we work with industry and Albertans to ensure that the future
generations have more in terms of a secure fiscal regime other than
just selling off natural resources?

Mr. Mason: Words don’t make jobs, Mr. Speaker.

The question to the Premier is this. Will the government reject the
Alberta Clipper project, which is now under consideration and which
will do exactly what the Premier said that he wouldn’t do?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, I think the hon. leader of the third party
is well aware of the position that I and this government and my
caucus have taken. We’re going to look at every opportunity to add
value to raw products, oil and gas or agriculture or forestry.

Mr. Mason: Mr. Speaker, one more time to the Premier: will he
ensure that he closes the barn door before the horse is gone and stand
in this House and tell us the government’s position on the approval
of the Alberta Clipper project to export unprocessed bitumen to the
United States?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, there have been agreements put in
place prior to my arrival in this particular position. All I’m saying
very clearly to all industry is that part of a very important goal of
this government is to add value to products, and we’re going to
move in that direction. We’re going to discuss with various
industries to put those policies in place. What has been done in the
past I can’t undo.

The other issue here too . . . [interjections] Just hold it. Hold it.
Hold it. Don’t get too excited. The other part here is that there also
has to be a need to place value on bitumen. Okay? And here’s the
other question: some of it will have to be exported to get the value
of bitumen in the world market to see how we can find the balance

in terms of what that bitumen is actually worth. So it’s a little more
complex than what the hon. member makes it out to be.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Cypress-Medicine Hat,
followed by the hon. Member for Calgary-Mountain View.

Agricultural Assistance

Mr. Mitzel: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Last week the federal
government announced $1 billion in funding to the Canadian
agricultural income stabilization program, also known as CAIS. 1
know that Alberta farmers have been watching this program closely,
especially with the challenges facing the agricultural sector in recent
years. Six hundred million dollars would go to start a producer
savings account somewhat like the previous NISA program, and
$400 million would go towards production costs. Farmers have been
battling drought, BSE, low commodity prices, and now high input
costs. My question is for the Minister of Agriculture and Food.
How does this assistance purport to tackle these issues?

Mr. Groeneveld: Mr. Speaker, this is indeed good news. While the
federal money depends on budget approval, it does point in the right
direction for Alberta. However, at this particular time not all of the
details are in. Most of this money would go to kick-starting the
savings accounts that Alberta has in fact pressed for for the last
number of years. This will let the producer direct his or her own
funds, with a matching grant from the government. We are also
pleased that there is recognition of the cost of production in it
because we all know that the costs of production are certainly on the
rise all the time.

But as I said, Mr. Speaker, I still have to see the details and how
they help Alberta’s industry. CAIS is far from perfect, in my mind,
and I hope that this is an indication that we will see some good
common sense and changes coming. They are indeed long overdue.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Mitzel: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To the same minister: how
does this announcement get to the recent challenges with eroding
reference margins, and where does this put Alberta after all of the
extra work that we’ve done with the existing CAIS program?

Mr. Groeneveld: That raises a good point, Mr. Speaker. Back-to-
back disasters have put our operators in a tight position. However,
no one could have seen this coming. Alberta responded a few years
ago with a pilot project to provide more realistic support that
reflected the real-life situation on our farms today. This is a key
issue that we’re hammering at with the federal government and
continue to work on, but Alberta is indeed committed to some
interim support, as we always have been, over and above the regular
call.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Mitzel: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Will the minister be getting
some of these issues resolved at the national table?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Groeneveld: Yes, Mr. Speaker. Alberta still has a lot of work
to do on the whole CAIS issue, but we’ve had some excellent
opportunities to make changes this year. While the national policy
framework that my predecessor has been working on is pretty much
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complete now, we met in Leduc this last week with 60 stakeholders
to move this forward and try to improve the opportunities for our
Alberta farmers. I am looking forward in the next months here — I
think it’s on April 12 and one time in June — to meeting with the
federal minister and provincial ministers to discuss this further.

2:00

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Mountain View,
followed by the hon. Member for Edmonton-Castle Downs.

Integrated Land-use Management Strategy

Dr. Swann: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. This government continues
to fail the people of Alberta in protecting our environment and
special places. The Rumsey natural area, 149 square kilometres, has
been subject to increasing oil and gas development for years pending
its designation as a heritage rangeland. Recent surveys of the area
have revealed many examples of failed protection, weed infestation,
and failed reclamation from previous resource companies. Agree-
ment with various stakeholder groups was reached for no new roads
and no new well pads many years ago. Still, new CBM wells have
been recently approved. To the Premier: since public polls are also
saying that they don’t want to support new development on these
lands, and a 2001 agreement was to phase out new development in
these areas, why is this area not off limits to oil and gas develop-
ment?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, my information is that there were
previous agreements that had to be honoured before land was of
course assigned to the special places. But I don’t know all of the
details, and I’ll leave it to the minister responsible.

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Goudreau: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. The member
opposite is asking a very, very important question. I need to say that
the Rumsey block itself that he’s talking about includes two
protected areas. In the one, certainly, there is absolutely no oil or
gas activity that is allowed in the Rumsey ecological reserve. Butin
the Rumsey natural areas energy commitments are subject to the
conditions that were established in 1993, Mr. Speaker, as part of the
multistakeholder plan, and that particular plan states that surface
access is subject to various specific restrictions. My staff worked
and is continuing to work with Alberta Sustainable Resource
Development to determine what conditions to attach to minimize the
impact of the existing activity.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Dr. Swann: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To the Minister of Sustain-
able Resource Development: given that Albertans have waited 14
years for an integrated land-use framework that protects sensitive
areas such as the Rumsey, when will we see a completed land-use
strategy?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Dr. Morton: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Our new Premier’s commit-
ment, of course, is to secure the quality of life and also manage
growth pressures for all Albertans, and in that vein, he has given our
ministry, Sustainable Resource Development, our number one
mandate: coming up with, developing a land-use framework. The
integrated land management process, something that is already in
place, will be developed, will be folded into that. I can assure you

that Albertans are going to be very happy with this process. Public
consultations are going forth starting this spring and more stake-
holder consultation starting in May or June. Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Dr. Swann: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To the Minister of Environ-
ment: given that evidence exists that coal-bed methane activity is
already affecting groundwater, what are you doing with the results,
and where are the results of the past five years of coal-bed methane
experimentation in the Horseshoe Canyon formation?

Mr. Renner: Well, Mr. Speaker, the issue related to the analysis of
the water and coal-bed methane is an ongoing, continuous event. As
the member well knows, we’ve had discussions. There are test wells
that have been and are currently being drilled. The results from
those wells are something that is taken over time, so the analysis will
take some time. I’m sure that once we’ve got some kind of suffi-
cient amount of data to make some kind of meaningful determina-
tion, we’ll be pleased to share those results with the member.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Castle Downs,
followed by the hon. Member for Lethbridge-East.

Federal Equalization Payments

Mr. Lukaszuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. There seems to be some
confusion over Alberta’s position on the equalization formula that
would potentially include natural resource revenues. My question
is to the Premier. Mr. Premier, can you please advise this Assembly
what Alberta’s position is on the proposed inclusion of natural
resources in the equalization formula?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, we have a letter. When I say we, the
Council of the Federation, this is all of the 10 Premiers. This letter
was of course written to the then chair, the former Premier Ralph
Klein, and again reiterated the position that the federal government
will not include natural resource revenue in the calculation of the
equalization formula. All we’re doing is that we’re going to hold the
Prime Minister to that commitment.

Mr. Lukaszuk: My first supplemental is to the Minister of Interna-
tional, Intergovernmental and Aboriginal Relations. Have you had
an opportunity to advise your federal counterparts, in particular the
Prime Minister’s office, of Alberta’s position as just stated by the
Premier on the potential inclusion of natural resources in any
potential equalization formulas?

Mr. Boutilier: Mr. Speaker, our Premier has submitted exactly the
point regarding that we do not support nonrenewable resources being
part of the equalization formula. I will table this letter that our
Premier has submitted to the Prime Minister and also a copy of the
letter from the Prime Minister to the government of Alberta and to
our Premier, indicating that he has no intention of including
nonrenewable resources in the formula. We expect him to live up to
that commitment he made as a Prime Minister that comes from
Alberta.

Mr. Lukaszuk: Mr. Speaker, my second supplemental is to the
Minister of Finance. Have you had an opportunity to communicate
Alberta’s position as stated by this Premier on the inclusion of
natural resources in any equalization formula to your federal
counterpart prior to his dropping of the federal budget?
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The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Dr. Oberg: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. First of all, I
would like to reiterate to people that the federal equalization
program is based on federal taxation dollars. So itis federal taxation
dollars that are coming from Alberta, going to Ottawa, and then are
equalized.

The second point is that if the resource dollars are included in the
equalization formula, according to the O’Brien report they’re
potentially looking at an increase of $900 million. If we were to
receive dollars back from that — and I must emphasize, Mr. Speaker,
that that’s a big if — we would be receiving about $90 million. But
the most important thing for Albertans is the per capita payments.
Currently in Alberta there are eight provinces who receive over $925
per capita. In Alberta we receive $755. If we were to go to the
level of $925 per capita, which seven of 10 provinces are at, it would
mean another $571 million for the province of Alberta, which is a
huge sum.

Mr. Speaker, in direct response to the hon. member’s question:
yes, | have communicated this position to the Minister of Finance,
and we are talking prior to the budget being released.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Lethbridge-East, followed by
the hon. Member for Wetaskiwin-Camrose.

Funding for Persons with Developmental Disabilities

Ms Pastoor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. People with disabilities and
their caregivers are not being given the attention or the respect that
they deserve. The turnover rate for caregivers of people with
disabilities ranges from an astounding 40 to 90 per cent. The
community is very vocal about the need for increased funding for
front-line staff in order to provide safe and adequate services. My
question would be to the Minister of Seniors and Community
Supports. What plan does the minister have to ensure that people
with developmental disabilities will not have to reduce the amount
of care they receive because of inadequate funding?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Melchin: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. This province has one of
the best records across the country in supplying services to those
with disabilities. It is going to continue to be an emphasis of this
government. 1’d say that over the last seven years our funding has
increased over 80 per cent, a very substantial increase when the
caseload is nowhere near those kinds of numbers. We do acknowl-
edge that this is a group of people that are in need of assistance.
These are some of the most vulnerable people in our society, and we
take it very seriously to ensure that they have the levels of support
that they require.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Ms Pastoor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Another question to the same
minister: what plan does the minister have to respond to the needs of
the community by improving wages for front-line care workers to
maintain the ones that we have?

2:10

Mr. Melchin: Mr. Speaker, I met recently with the association of
service providers and will continue to meet with all those providing
the services to those persons with developmental disabilities. We
have also just recently reallocated from our budget funds another
$11.3 million directly to developmental disability boards. That’ll go

to the service providers in acknowledgement of the wages and
ensure that we can meet those needs to ensure that those people can
retain the staff that they require.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Ms Pastoor: Thank you. That is welcome news. I’m hoping that it
will be enough. What concrete action will the minister take to prove
to the people with disabilities that they really are a priority with this
government and it’ll show in the next budget?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Melchin: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 1 guess we’ll stay tuned to
the next budget so that we can answer more fully that question.

It has been a priority. The funding levels have been increasing
each year, and it will continue to be that. We are going to ensure
that it’s not just a matter of dollars; we’re going to work very closely
on how we get best use for those dollars in our organization. How
do we ensure that we get the best creative approaches to providing
those services amongst those delivering that service? We’re going
to work closely with those providing the services. We’re going to
ensure that it’s supported by the funding necessary and ensure that
these people are very much important to all Albertans.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Wetaskiwin-Camrose, followed
by the hon. Member for Edmonton-Decore.

Gravel Pit Reclamation

Mr. Johnson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. One of the municipalities
in my constituency, Camrose county, contacted me regarding the
code of practice for gravel pits. They’re concerned about the follow-
up on the reclamation of abandoned gravel pits. Ifthese pits are not
reclaimed, they become a haven for noxious weeds and illegal
dumping, which then becomes an issue for the municipality. My
question is to the Minister of Environment. What can be done to
address the noxious weeds and illegal dumping in the abandoned
gravel pits?

Mr. Renner: Mr. Speaker, I think it’s important to understand that
as long as a gravel pit exists, it is the responsibility of the approval
holder to ensure that there are no adverse effects on the environment.
So to specifically answer the member’s question, if the county, or
any other Albertan for that matter, feels that there are environmental
concerns associated with a gravel pit, I would encourage them to call
Alberta Environment. We have a 24-hour complaint line: 1-800-
222-6514.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Johnson: Thank you. To the same minister: does Alberta
Environment have a process for following up on reclamation,
including a timeline for reclamation?

Mr. Renner: Mr. Speaker, once an approval holder decides to
reclaim a gravel pit, there are a couple of things that happen. First
of all, they are required to reclaim it to standard. It’s in their best
interest to ensure that they do so because associated with the
approval is a security deposit that is held, and that security deposit
would be held until Alberta Environment is satisfied that the gravel
pit or any other kind of environmental issue is dealt with adequately
through a reclamation certificate.
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Mr. Johnson: To the same minister: so, Mr. Minister, if these pits
are abandoned and not reclaimed, then what is the process by which
a municipality can have the pit reclaimed?

Mr. Renner: Well, Mr. Speaker, I mentioned in answer to the
previous question the matter of a security deposit. That security
deposit is established at a sufficient value that if the gravel pit has
not been reclaimed, the security deposit is held, and the proceeds
will be used by Alberta Environment to ensure that the reclamation
is conducted appropriately.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Decore, followed by
the hon. Member for Edmonton-Calder.

Trade, Investment, and Labour Mobility

Mr. Bonko: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. In just 20 days the trade,
investment, and labour mobility agreement, or TILMA, between this
province and British Columbia comes into effect. There has been to
date no discussion in this Chamber on the substance or timing of the
agreement. It was negotiated behind closed doors, away from the
inconvenient prying eyes of Albertans. My first question is to the
Premier. How can the Premier justify such an undemocratic,
nontransparent process?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, the agreement that the hon. member is
talking about is actually a groundbreaking agreement that other
provinces, including the province of Ontario — and Saskatchewan has
already inquired to see if they can be a partner. I had a very good
meeting with Premier Fentie from the Yukon, who wants to see if he
can participate as well. We do have a scheduled period of imple-
mentation. There’ll be more discussion with respect to this particu-
lar agreement.

An Hon. Member: Behind closed doors.

Mr. Stelmach: Behind closed doors. They always come up with
“behind closed doors.” Mr. Speaker, do you see the door open here
or open there? No, but it’s the most public facility right here in the
province of Alberta, so I don’t know where they’re coming up with
this “behind closed doors.”

Mr. Bonko: To the Premier again: what additional funding are
municipalities, school boards, health regions, academic institutions
going to receive to enable them to be fully compliant with TILMA’s
many provisions?

Mr. Stelmach: This agreement, Mr. Speaker, is to break down the
barriers of trade, labour mobility, procurement between the province
of British Columbia and Alberta. Now, before the two cabinets met
over a period of a number of years, we had rules that would actually
not permit a licensed welder — a red seal welder can weld pipeline on
the Alberta side right up to this imaginary line, the Alberta/B.C.
border, but could not weld the same pipeline on the other side. Well,
if we’re going to compete around the world in terms of our exports,
we’re going to have to co-operate locally. That is very, very
important because without that co-operation we’ll not be able to
maintain our global competitiveness.

Mr. Bonko: Well, Mr. Speaker, maybe I'll try it again. Same
question: what additional funding are the municipalities, school
boards, health authorities, academic institutions going to receive to
enable them to be fully compliant with TILMA’s many provisions?

Mr. Stelmach: One of the first questions I hear is: how much
additional funding? This is to save money to ensure that we become
more efficient and more effective, and where this issue of more
money coming forward — ’'m not quite sure. There’s about $14
billion of economic barriers today in the country of Canada as a
result of these regulations that were put in there years and years ago
for no reason at all, but today they’re costing all of us a considerable
amount of money, and that is one of the reasons why we entered into
this agreement. As I said, we have an implementation period. We’ll
meet with municipalities and all of the MUSH sector to make sure
that everybody has the information necessary to move ahead.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Calder, followed by
the hon. Member for Calgary-Hays.

Alberta/Montana Electricity Transmission Line

Mr. Eggen: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Albertans have serious
concerns about the construction of a 500 kV power line through
central Alberta. The EUB has failed to appropriately consult the
people affected by this line in a timely manner. While Albertans
demand decisive action on climate change, the government seeks to
approve massive new coal plants and inefficient long-distance
overhead power lines for this new project. My questions are to the
Premier. Considering that this 500 kV power line is designed in part
as a merchant line to export electricity, why are Alberta ratepayers
expected to pay the full price for this new power line?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, the hearings, I believe, have begun
today in Red Deer in terms of the transmission line, so I’m not going
to make any comments about that because it’s before the board.

With respect to the other issue in terms of greenhouse gas
emissions, I believe that last week our Minister of Environment
tabled legislation, the only piece of legislation to be tabled in all of
Canada with respect to setting some targets for greenhouse gas
emissions and putting in place a process to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions over a period of time, so we’re taking a leadership role in
this area.

2:20

Mr. Eggen: Mr. Speaker, the intensity and absolute reductions are
two completely different things. The Premier is referring to the
former. So I would very much like to ask the Premier how he could
justify a scheme to burn coal in Alberta to produce electricity to
export out of the province while Albertans are left holding the bag
with all the carbon dioxide and other toxic emissions.

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, the first question from the party was
about adding value to bitumen. Well, if you do put in an upgrader
plant, which I believe they support, guess what? There’ll be more
CO, emitted. Now, all of a sudden, they’re saying they’re moving
toward absolute. I say: you want absolute, like right now? Park
your car. That’ll give you absolute emissions right now.

Mr. Eggen: Well, Mr. Speaker, I would be delighted to, absolutely.
I would consider parking my car the day that all the SUVs from the
other side get parked. I would be happy to do so: same day, same
service, no problem.

Mr. Speaker, considering how confused the approval process has
been so far, why won’t the Premier at least delay the hearings until
a full and public disclosure can be made and the affected farmers in
the region can be done with their calving season?

Mr. Stelmach: There are two parts to that question. With respect to
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parking, that’s the same old thing: always somebody expecting
somebody else to take the first step. Not me, you know. If I want
a 20-minute shower, it’s up to me. Everybody else has to have a
five-minute shower.

Anyway, with respect to the farmers those issues we’ve heard very
clearly. Our MLAs are getting the kind of letters and questions with
respect to compensation. All of those issues, I’m very confident,
will be dealt with by the authority that’s in place, and that’s the
Alberta Energy and Utilities Board.

The Speaker: Okay. | heard it. I’ll get the light bulbs changed as
soon as [ can. The hon. Member for Calgary-Hays, followed by
the hon. Member for Edmonton-Mill Woods.

Oil and Gas Activity in Rumsey Natural Area

Mr. Johnston: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Recently a Texas-based
company was granted approval to drill for coal-bed methane in
Rumsey natural area. My question is to the Minister of Tourism,
Parks, Recreation and Culture. Why is drilling allowed in an area
that is designated as protected?

Mr. Goudreau: Mr. Speaker, as I indicated earlier, the Rumsey
block includes two protected areas, and one of them allows certain
activities to happen whereas the other one doesn’t.

It’s important to recognize that Alberta’s special places program
ran from 1995 until 2001 and put over 2 million hectares of land
under protection in 81 new and 13 expanded areas. As I indicated,
there were four areas established under special places. We agreed
to honour the existing oil and gas commitments as a matter of
fairness. Ten areas, including Rumsey natural area, were under
consideration for protection before special places. Their designa-
tion, therefore, allowed and followed a different process, resulting
in different levels of industrial activities there.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Johnston: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My only supplemental is
to the same minister. Is there an opportunity to limit the amount of
oil and gas activity in the Rumsey natural area?

Mr. Goudreau: Well, Mr. Speaker, over 27,000 square kilometres
of Alberta’s great outdoors are presently preserved. I need to say
that we’ve got over 500 parks and protected areas, covering an area
about the size of Belgium, Mr. Speaker. I need to add that our
continued prosperity is very much dependent on striking a balance
between our economic growth and our environmental protection.

Mr. Speaker, this government is committed to both managing
growth pressure and improving Alberta’s quality of life, and to
further that, my staff will keep on discussing those particular
concerns with the Minister of Energy and his staff.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Mill Woods,
followed by the hon. Member for Red Deer-North.

Family Violence

Mrs. Mather: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The Alberta Council of
Women’s Shelters has just released its statistics for the past fiscal
year, and the numbers are sobering. Alberta has the highest rate of
domestic violence of any province, and the council’s report suggests
that many women and children are not getting the services they
need.

To the Minister of Children’s Services: given that in the past year

13,000 women and children were turned away from women’s
shelters because they were full, what backup plan does the minister
have to ensure that these endangered women and children receive
the help that they need?

Ms Tarchuk: Well, thank you very much. First of all, I appreciate
the question. I think this is a very important area. Also, I want to
say that the people that work in women’s shelters have my upmost
respect because I think they do incredible work rebuilding the lives
of families.

One thing I would say: several weeks ago I did meet with some
representation from the Council of Women’s Shelters, and that was
one of the reasons why I wanted to make sure that we made the
announcement last week that we did, the 3 per cent retroactive to last
year, April 1, 2006, because I do know that one of their top issues
was staffing.

The other thing I can say is that we’re very close to finalizing the
women’s shelter review, and that will be very telling for us. It’s
been a very thorough review. It took a look at where we came from
when we look at the history of women’s shelters, what’s working
really well, and how we can move forward. So I do look forward to
working with stakeholders once that review is released.

Mrs. Mather: To the Solicitor General: given the essential role of
police services in protecting women and children from domestic
violence, what resources are dedicated to this issue to ensure that
police are able to respond to cases effectively?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Lindsay: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. First of all, I want to
reiterate that this government is committed to providing safe and
secure communities for all Albertans. Specifically, in regard to
domestic violence we are committed to reducing family violence, a
very high priority for our government. For example, we have
allocated $1.7 million toward the Alberta relationship threat
assessment and management initiative, or TAMI. It’s a first in
Canada. It links police, prosecutors, and community agencies to
help reduce and prevent domestic violence and stalking.

Mrs. Mather: To the minister of municipal affairs: given that a
reported 75 per cent of women who returned to abusive partners
after receiving services cited lack of affordable housing as the main
reason, a 50 per cent increase from 2005, how will the minister
ensure that housing options are available for women experiencing
domestic violence?

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing.

Mr. Danyluk: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I want to say
that affordable housing is a priority of this government. The
establishment of the housing task force, that has been throughout
Alberta, consulting with Albertans to hear some of the challenges
that Albertans have, is going to report to my ministry on March 19.
At that time we will go through the process, and we’ll definitely
have a report for this government.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Red Deer-North, followed by
the hon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford.
Outbreak of Infectious Syphilis

Mrs. Jablonski: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Over the weekend
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Albertans were warned about the risk of sexually transmitted
infections due to a significant rise in the number of syphilis cases.
Nine babies have been born with this infection in the past two years,
and the infection has spread beyond the traditional high-risk groups.
My question is to the Minister of Health and Wellness. At this time
can you update this Assembly on the infectious syphilis outbreak and
why it exists?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Indeed, on Friday we did
put out a news release in the province, indicating that we were very
concerned about the outbreak of syphilis in the province, a serious
increase. When you talk about 200 cases, it may not seem like a lot,
but the exponential increase year over year is very significant and
important enough that we want to make sure that Albertans are
aware of it and taking appropriate precautions. The outbreak is
widespread. It’s not isolated to any particular area or any particular
identifiable group. An Albertan as young as 15 and an Albertan as
old as 81 have been affected.

As the hon. member has indicated, we’ve had nine cases of
congenital syphilis diagnosed, babies born with the infection. That
hasn’t happened in Alberta for a significant period of time, so we’re
very concerned about it. We want to make sure that Albertans are
aware of it and that they’re taking the appropriate precautions.

2:30
The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mrs. Jablonski: Thank you. To the same minister: what is the
province doing to reduce the number of cases?

Mr. Hancock: Well, as I mentioned, Mr. Speaker, we did put out a
notice on Friday to Albertans, which was picked up by the news
media. In addition, we will be engaging in a public educational
awareness campaign. We’re putting out notice to doctors across the
province to be aware of the problem and the risk and to talk, where
appropriate, to their patients with respect to it and encourage those
who are engaged in unprotected sex, particularly in risky unpro-
tected sex, to be cognizant of the issue and to be tested where
appropriate.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mrs. Jablonski: Thank you. My last question is to the Minister of
Education. Given that youth believe that these infections can be
cured with antibiotics and there won’t be any significant lasting
effects, can the minister tell us how schools are impressing the
dangers of sexually transmitted diseases onto their students?

Mr. Liepert: Mr. Speaker, there would be two areas that I would
talk about. One would be the health and life skills that take place in
grades 4 to 9, but probably more important is what’s known as
CALM in high schools, which is career and life management. These
programs teach our children about the importance of healthy, caring,
and, I guess above all, safe relationships. But I do need to state that
these kinds of discussions also need to happen outside the classroom
as parents have a responsibility to make sure that they have open and
honest discussions with their children about those safe and healthy
relationships.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford.

Federal Equalization Payments
(continued)

Mr. R. Miller: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. As referenced
by the Member for Edmonton-Castle Downs earlier today, this
government is sending mixed messages to their federal Tory cousins
on equalization payments. A month ago both the Premier and the
Finance minister opposed the inclusion of resource revenues in the
formula that is used to calculate federal transfers, yet according to
quotes attributed to the Finance minister in today’s media, the
minister appears to have flip-flopped on the issue. My question is
for the Minister of Finance. Given that the Finance minister’s
response earlier today in question period only served to muddy the
waters, will he please clarify once and for all: is it his position to go
along with 50 per cent of resource revenues to be included in the
calculations or not?

Dr. Oberg: Mr. Speaker, | think the Premier and the minister of
international and intergovernmental relations made it perfectly clear,
as did I, as to what our stand was on it. It’s very important to tell the
Legislative Assembly that these are the federal tax dollars. These
are tax dollars that the federal government receives, albeit, [ will say,
too much, too high. But it is their tax dollars that they are distribut-
ing back according to a formula, the equalization formula, that was
first enacted in the 1950s, so it is their right to do it. From our point
of view, if the pie is there, we don’t receive anything from the pie at
all. We don’t receive any dollars back.

So the issue that I’'m concerned about, Mr. Speaker, is one thing,
and that’s the per capita pool and the CST and the CHT. The reason
is that the federal government is double-equalizing. They’re
equalizing on the equalization formula, and then they’re equalizing
on the per capita pool. That’s not right, and that’s not fair to
Albertans. Five hundred and seventy-one million dollars are at stake
here simply because we are Alberta. I think it’s extremely important
to ensure that our per capita payments are the same regardless of
where you live in Canada. Let the equalization pool be over here,
per capita. That’s very important to us.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. R. Miller: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I thought it was a yes or
no question.

To the Minister of Finance. Given that the minister is quoted
today as saying, “We also recognize that there’s certainly a high
chance” that 50 per cent of resource revenues will be included in the
formula, “is going to come in whether we say anything or not,” my
question is for the minister. Has this minister given up when it
comes to protecting Alberta’s interests against Ottawa?

Dr. Oberg: Mr. Speaker, I do anything but give up when it comes
to Alberta’s interests. Alberta’s interests are served on two fronts,
on the equalization as well as on the per capita. Whether or not the
O’Brien report comes in, whether or not 50 per cent of natural
resources comes in is up to the federal government. Ultimately it’s
their dollars. But — and I will illustrate again — what is extremely
important to us are the per capita dollars, which could mean a
difference of $571 million to the citizens of Alberta, and quite
frankly because we live in Alberta should not be the reason why we
only receive a portion of the per capita payments.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. R. Miller: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. My third
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question is to the Minister of Sustainable Resource Development.
Given that your department’s annual report shows that it received
$5.2 million in federal transfers last year, is your department
concerned about the mixed messages that are being sent to your
federal Tory cousins in Ottawa?

Dr. Morton: As Minister of Sustainable Resource Development I’ve
received a briefing on our finances, but I am not aware of that
specific line item. So, Mr. Speaker, with your permission I’ll get the
answer to that question and get it back to the hon. member.

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Finance to supplement?

Dr. Oberg: To supplement, Mr. Speaker. I will reiterate that the
Minister of Sustainable Resource Development does not receive one
cent from the equalization formula. It is from the per capita
spending that he receives.

head: Members’ Statements

The Speaker: Hon. members, before I get to recognize an hon.
member, let me first of all acknowledge and draw to the attention of
members certain activities.

All hon. members have on their desks today a copy of the Queen’s
Commonwealth Day 2007 message from Buckingham Palace of
today’s date. I just want to quote one paragraph from the Queen’s
message.

In today’s difficult and sometimes divided world, I believe that it is
more important than ever to keep trying to respect and understand
each other better. Each and every one of us has hopes, needs, and
priorities. Each of us is an individual, with ties of emotion and
bonds of obligation — to culture, religion, community, country and
beyond. In short, each of us is special.

Now, by way of recognizing special people in this Assembly,
happy birthday today to the Solicitor General and Minister of Public
Security.

Six years ago on this date, March 12, 2001, 14 members were
elected to this Assembly for the first time. So let’s congratulate the
Minister of Infrastructure and Transportation, the hon. Minister of
Municipal Affairs and Housing, the hon. Minister of Service Alberta,
the hon. Minister of Tourism, Parks, Recreation and Culture, the
hon. Minister of Advanced Education and Technology, the hon.
Minister of Energy, the hon. Member for Drayton Valley-Calmar,
the hon. members for Calgary-Shaw, for Calgary-Buffalo, for
Calgary-Bow, for Grande Prairie-Wapiti, for Edmonton-Castle
Downs, for Whitecourt-Ste. Anne, and the hon. Member for
Edmonton-Riverview. Six years today.

Fifteen years ago yesterday, on March 11 — sorry. Ten years ago
yesterday, March 11, 1997. We do have a 15-year member, and
we’ll deal with him on Wednesday. But to the following members,
congratulations on your 10th anniversary. I’m having the pages
deliver to each and every one of you a 10-year Mace pin. To the
hon. Minister of Health and Wellness, the hon. Minister of Justice
and Attorney General, the hon. Minister of Employment, Immigra-
tion and Industry, the hon. Minister of International, Intergovern-
mental and Aboriginal Relations, the hon. Minister of Seniors and
Community Supports, the hon. Minister of Children’s Services, the
hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre, the hon. Member for Calgary-
Fort, the hon. Member for Bonnyville-Cold Lake, the hon. Member
for Wetaskiwin-Camrose, the hon. Member for Strathcona, the hon.
Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar, the hon. Member for Olds-
Didsbury-Three Hills, the hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona,
and the hon. Member for West Yellowhead: good work. Ten years
in this place.

Now, one last point before I sit down. This is the third day of this
session, and on Thursday I indicated that there were 84 questions
and answers. Today there were 88 questions and answers. So if we
sit here for 54 days and we have an average of 86 questions, you will
have exhausted 4,644 questions and answers at this current pace.

In a few seconds from now I’ll call on the hon. Member for
Bonnyville-Cold Lake.

2:40 Leonard Bolger

Mr. Ducharme: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Today I rise to recognize
a very special individual. On February 27, 2007, a great Albertan
and Canadian, Mr. Leonard Bolger, passed away. Leonard Bolger
was a man who was driven to advance Alberta’s position as a leader
in technology and innovation.

Before beginning his career, Mr. Bolger graduated from the Royal
Military College in Kingston, Ontario, and later achieved his
bachelor of science from the University of Toronto in 1954. He then
joined the air force, where he flew CF-100s and was a test pilot on
the Arrow program. After leaving the armed forces, Mr. Bolger
worked with Shell Canada as a senior executive. He later retired as
the vice-president of research and technology. Mr. Bolger served on
the board of the Alberta Research Council and co-chaired the board
of the Alberta Energy Research Institute since 2000.

Mr. Speaker, I had the privilege of serving as the MLA co-chair
for four years with Mr. Bolger, and I can attest that his hard work
was focused on improving Albertans’ and Canadians’ quality of life.
He was a leader in expanding the science and technology capability
of Canada, specifically in Alberta. He was instrumental in the
launch of EnergyINet, a technology network sponsored by a number
of governments and companies across Canada. He also served as
director emeritus of the Canadian Institute for Advanced Research
and on the board of the Back Door, a Calgary-based organization
which helps youth get off the streets. He was also a recipient of the
Alberta centennial medal.

Mr. Bolger will be sorely missed by his friends and associates,
who benefited enormously from his advice and counsel over many
years. Thank you, Len, for your dedication to Alberta and to
Canada. On behalf of all my colleagues at the Alberta Legislature
I send my warmest regards and condolences to his family: Jean,
Karen, David, Lesley, and Neil.

Rest eternal grant unto him, O Lord, and let light perpetual shine
upon him.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Ellerslie.

Live Organ Harvesting

Mr. Agnihotri: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I want to raise a very
disturbing issue in this House in an effort to see if we can bring some
light to this situation. On January 25 a public forum was held at the
U of A on illicit organ snatching and transplant tourism in China.
David Matas, an international human rights lawyer, and David
Kilgour, former secretary of state for Canada, spoke at that forum.
They are the authors of a shocking report on live organ harvesting in
China. On February 2 these two gentlemen called on all states to
ban transplant tourism in China. The call was made in a report
which examined an allegation that organs may be being harvested
from Falun Gong practitioners, who are killed by the harvesting
process.

Canadians are going to China for transplants from Calgary,
Toronto, Vancouver, and some other cities, and the numbers are
increasing. Canadians have been involved in this matter. Mr. Matas
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points out that the organ market in China is determined by supply
and demand. The supply is local to China, but the demand is in
large part foreign. Matas says, “We must do everything we can to
end this demand,” and I agree. I want to know why the Chinese
government would seem to be grossly persecuting them and what we
can do as politicians and human beings to address this matter. Atthe
very least, I would suggest that we set aside an information session
to discuss the matter with knowledgeable experts.
Thank you very much.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Drayton Valley-Calmar.

2007 Canada Winter Games

Rev. Abbott: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. This past Saturday the
2007 Canada Winter Games wrapped up in the Yukon. More than
250 young Albertans made the trek north for our country’s premier
multisport event for developing athletes. These young Albertans
battled minus 30 weather and some intense competition to reach
their goal, a third-place finish right behind traditional powers
Quebec and Ontario. Our athletes stood on the podium 79 times,
and this includes 24 gold medals. They dominated in traditional
strengths like Nordic and alpine skiing and long-track speed skating,
but they also surprised by winning many medals in archery and
fencing.

Team Alberta’s performance shows yet again just how strong the
sport development network is in our province. As the MLA
appointee to the Alberta Sport, Recreation, Parks & Wildlife
Foundation I’m pleased to report that annual funding to the ASRPW
is helping to achieve these excellent results. With this funding
Alberta’s sport development network continues to build athletes that
are ready to take the next step to the international stage. You’ll be
hearing from Team Alberta 2007 athletes again in the near future as
many of them will soon move to World Cup circuits competing for
Team Canada. Some will even be in Vancouver in 2010 as Canada’s
Olympians.

Behind each athlete is a great team, that helps them be their best.
The coaches, officials, and mission staff, who are also part of Team
Alberta, deserve to be recognized for their efforts.

Mr. Speaker, with pride I ask the members of this House to join
me in one final congratulations to Team Alberta 2007. Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-East.

2007 Winter Special Olympics

Mr. Amery: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I rise today to congratulate
the 435 athletes, their parents, coaches, and volunteers who partici-
pated in the 2007 Winter Special Olympics. I was privileged to
attend the opening ceremony of the games along with the Honour-
able Lieutenant Governor, the Premier, representatives from the
federal government, and also my colleague the hon. Member for
Calgary-Hays. 1 also want to commend the many individuals from
Calgary-East who assisted in hosting the games at the Max Bell
arena. It would not have been possible without your commitment
and hard work.

Through Special Olympics athletes develop sport skills, social
skills, and self esteem, which assist them in becoming actively
involved in recreational, educational, and employment opportunities
in their communities. Special Olympics are focused on promoting
a more active lifestyle and better quality of life for persons with
disabilities through their participation in sport.

Special Olympics Alberta offers programs in 114 communities
around the province through 32 affiliates, each with its own

volunteer management committee and volunteer coaches. There are
over 1,200 volunteers working with over 3,000 athletes in 15 official
sports in year-round programs.

Special Olympics continues to be a success because of the
tremendous attitude and commitment of athletes and exceptional
dedication of the volunteers. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Olds-Didsbury-Three Hills.

Bell Canada Partnership with Olds College

Mr. Marz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I want to take this opportunity
to acknowledge a great collaboration between a private-sector
company and Olds College. On Friday, March 9, Bell Canada and
Olds College announced a partnership to create a state-of-the-art
distributed learning facility at the Olds College campus. I want to
commend the gracious support of Bell Canada. This company
contributed $3.1 million to facilitate the construction of a new
community learning campus.

As the MLA for the constituency of Olds-Didsbury-Three Hills
I’m excited to have the chance to express my constituents’ enthusi-
asm for this great development. The Bell e-learning centre is a great
way to connect Albertans to the SuperNet. The linking advances
education, research, and training. I’'m encouraged that Albertans
will soon benefit from this partnership, and I hopefully anticipate
that we will see further initiatives such as this in the innovation and
technology field.

The new Bell e-learning centre will create many educational
opportunities for rural Albertans. They will now be connected to an
ever-changing international community and can take advantage of
their access to information. The advantages of this project will be
recognized for years to come.

I want to applaud Bell’s commitment to Alberta and to their
partnership with the Alberta government in building the SuperNet.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

2:50
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Calder.

Greenhouse Gas Intensity Targets

Mr. Eggen: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. This government continues
to try to confuse Albertans by talking about greenhouse gas intensity
targets while European nations and American states and even other
provinces are forging ahead with actual reductions. It’s time for this
government to be transparent and accountable on the issue of
greenhouse gas intensity targets. Canada has the seventh highest per
capita greenhouse gas emissions in the world. In 2004 Alberta
released over 100 million tonnes of greenhouse gases into the air,
and six of the top 10 industrial emitters in Canada come from this
province. The government should admit to Albertans that intensity
targets will do nothing to change this situation.

The Premier is talking about emissions intensity when we should
be taking action cleaning up our coal-fired generators and instituting
a moratorium on new tar sands project approvals. British Columbia
has just announced plans to cut total emissions to 10 per cent below
1990 levels by 2020. France has committed to 80 per cent reduc-
tions by 2050, and Germany plans to reduce total emissions by 40
per cent. They’re building their green economies while we’re
stalling with intensity targets.

Worst of all, the government is trying to pull the wool over the
eyes of Albertans. Government press releases on March 7 and 8
claim that Alberta is the “first province to legislate greenhouse gas
reductions” when, in fact, we are legislating only intensity. At the
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end of the day this means more greenhouse gases into the atmo-
sphere.

It’s time for the government to be transparent and to admit that
greenhouse gases will continue to increase under their plan and get
on with the business of reducing greenhouse gas emissions in
absolute terms.

Thank you.

head: Notices of Motions

The Speaker: The hon. Leader of the Official Opposition.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. In accordance with Standing
Order 30 I wish to give notice that at the appropriate time I intend to
move that the ordinary business of the Assembly be adjourned in
order that we may hold an emergency debate on a matter of urgent
public importance; namely, the imminent risk to the health and
safety of residents resulting from the failure of the privately owned
Holy Cross centre in Calgary to meet provincial standards of care,
including the number of qualified staff required to meet basic
requirements.

Thank you.

head: Introduction of Bills

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Finance.

Bill 9
Tourism Levy Amendment Act, 2007

Dr. Oberg: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I request leave to
introduce Bill 9, the Tourism Levy Amendment Act, 2007. This
being a money bill, His Honour the Honourable Lieutenant Gover-
nor, having been informed of the contents of this bill, recommends
the same to the Assembly.

[Motion carried; Bill 9 read a first time]
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Cypress-Medicine Hat.

Bill 10
Horned Cattle Purchases Act Repeal Act

Mr. Mitzel: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I rise today to request leave
to introduce and move first reading of Bill 10, the Horned Cattle
Purchases Act Repeal Act.

This bill will repeal the Horned Cattle Purchases Act, which
levied a penalty on each head of horned cattle purchased in Alberta
or shipped out of Alberta. The penalty was designed to prevent
damage to cattle during transport. Current commercial practices and
market expectations promote dehorning, making the Horned Cattle
Purchases Act no longer relevant to the cattle industry.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

[Motion carried; Bill 10 read a first time]

The Speaker: The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.

Mr. Renner: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would like to move that
Bill 10 be moved on the Order Paper under Government Bills and

Orders.

[Motion carried]

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Nose Hill on behalf of
the hon. Minister of Employment, Immigration and Industry.

Bill 12
Income and Employment Supports Amendment Act, 2007

Dr. Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s my pleasure to move first
reading of the Income and Employment Supports Amendment Act,
2007.

[Motion carried; Bill 12 read a first time]
The Speaker: The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.

Mr. Renner: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would move that Bill 12
be moved on the Order Paper to appear under Government Bills and
Orders.

[Motion carried]
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Lougheed.

Bill 13
Access to the Future Amendment Act, 2007

Mr. Rodney: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I request leave to introduce
and move Bill 13, the Access to the Future Amendment Act, 2007.

This bill deals with minor amendments to the Access to the Future
Act, which is designed to support initiatives to enhance access,
affordability, and quality for the postsecondary system. It also
establishes and governs the access to the future fund. As our
government continues to operationalize the access to the future fund,
a number of minor amendments are required for clarity, flexibility,
and to allow for the implementation of the fund.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

[Motion carried; Bill 13 read a first time]
The Speaker: The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.

Mr. Renner: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I move that Bill 13 be
moved to Government Bills and Orders.

[Motion carried]
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Red Deer-North.

Bill 14
Pandemic Response Statutes Amendment Act, 2007

Mrs. Jablonski: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I rise today and request
leave to introduce first reading of Bill 14, the Pandemic Response
Statutes Amendment Act, 2007.

The proposed amendments will strengthen and clarify the
legislative framework in place to support pandemic and emergency
preparedness in Alberta. These amendments will ensure that
government is able to respond effectively to a public health emer-
gency. I move first reading of Bill 14.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

[Motion carried; Bill 14 read a first time]

The Speaker: The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.
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Mr. Renner: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I move that Bill 14 be
moved on the Order Paper to appear under Government Bills and
Orders.

[Motion carried]
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Fish Creek.

Bill 15
Protection of Children Involved in Prostitution
Amendment Act, 2007

Mrs. Forsyth: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 1request leave to introduce
Bill 15, the Protection of Children Involved in Prostitution Amend-
ment Act, 2007.

This bill is designated as a direct result of what we heard from
children who have survived sexual exploitation as well as from their
families, front-line workers, and the police. The bill is designated
to enhance services to victims of child sexual exploitation. It also
provides continued support for those who need it to deal with the
complex issues facing sexually exploited children and youth.

Thank you.

[Motion carried; Bill 15 read a first time]
The Speaker: The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.

Mr. Renner: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I move that Bill 15 be
moved on the Order Paper to appear under Government Bills and
Orders.

[Motion carried]

head: Tabling Returns and Reports

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Agriculture and Food.
3:00

Mr. Groeneveld: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’'m pleased today to
table five copies of the manager’s report of Livestock Identification
Services Ltd. for the fiscal year ended March 31, 2006. This report
incorporates the Brand Act, the Livestock Identification and Brand
Inspection Act, the Livestock and Livestock Products Act, and the
Stray Animals Act, all required tablings by statute.

Additionally, Mr. Speaker, I am tabling five copies ofthe response
to Written Question 35, which was accepted in this Assembly on
August 28, 2006.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing.

Mr. Danyluk: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. On behalf of the
Minister of International, Intergovernmental and Aboriginal
Relations I would like to table a letter from the Prime Minister of
Canada to our Premier outlining his commitment to not include
nonrenewable resources in the equalization formula.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Currie.

Mr. Taylor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’'m pleased to rise today to
table five copies of a letter written by Ron White of the Calgary
community of Arbour Lake to his MLA, the Minister of Seniors and
Community Supports, which he copied me, drawing our attention to
the plight of seniors in Calgary and across the province and urging
an emergency debate.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Ellerslie.

Mr. Agnihotri: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have two tablings. The
first one is from my constituent lan Greenwald. He had a highway
motor vehicle accident back in April 2005, a very serious accident,
and he has two major issues. The compensation for general damages
in his case is approximately $4,000 under the current legislation, and
he’s urging this government to change this legislation and compen-
sate his family as soon as possible.

The second one is again from a constituent, Matt Gosse. He has
expressed support for 100 per cent smoke-free legislation in Alberta.
It is the responsibility of the government to take a leadership role on
this issue and serve the best end, which is the health of all Albertans.

Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Irise today
to table a copy of a press release provided to me by Joe Anglin, who
is working with a citizens’ group in central Alberta that is formally
calling upon former Premier Ralph Klein to testify under oath about
his former government’s involvement in the orchestrated planning
of two new 500 kV transmission lines.

Thank you.

The Speaker: Hon. members, I’'m pleased to table today the
appropriate number of copies of a brochure that we have produced.
The title of the brochure is Page Biographies, Third Session, spring
sitting, 26th Legislature. I sincerely hope that you’ll have an
opportunity to take a look at these remarkable young people who
serve as pages for us and look at a bit of their backgrounds. I mean,
we’re talking about grade 10 students, grade 11 students, grade 12
students, some of whom are already rather seasoned, and it’s quite
amazing to see what kind of professions and vocations and futures
they want to have. I really won’t make too much of a comment
other than to say that no member of this Assembly will be allowed
to take out to any golf course without my permission the page who
has a 1.4 handicap.

head: Request for Emergency Debate

The Speaker: Hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre and Official
Opposition House Leader, you are going to act on behalf of your
leader with respect to the Standing Order 30 application?

Holy Cross Long-term Care Centre

Ms Blakeman: Yes. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, for
allowing me to proceed on behalf of my colleague the Leader of the
Official Opposition. Notice of the Standing Order 30 has been
circulated to members of the Assembly, and my colleague the
Leader of the Official Opposition did give appropriate oral notice
earlier in Routine. As well, I note that we did file, as required,
copies in advance of the time limits that are set out with the
Speaker’s office.

A brief outline of the situation. Forty-two long-term care
residents of the Holy Cross centre located in Calgary, which
provides both assisted living and long-term care services, are being
transferred to other facilities because the facility does not meet fire
safety codes or provincial standards of care. The Holy Cross centre
does not currently have a director of care, so there are concerns
about the skill level of the facility staff.

I note that as always with requests for a Standing Order 30
permission to hold an emergency debate, the test is the urgency of
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why we are requesting that for today. I think that the underlying
issue of great importance here — that is, the forced evacuation of
seniors for glaring violations of care and safety standards and, I note,
fire codes — certainly meets that standard of urgency. Marleau and
Montpetit 584 and Beauchesne 389 both reference the importance of
the matter themselves. I think that when we have a situation where
vulnerable people who are not in a position to protect themselves are
placed at risk, that becomes a very urgent issue for this Assembly.
I think the issue takes on even greater significance because the
Assembly was promised by the government that these problems
would be fixed in the wake of the Auditor General’s report that was
presented in May of 2005 and that the government answered in the
fall of 2005.

Now, Standing Order 30(7) requires this to be a “genuine emer-
gency” that requires “immediate and urgent consideration,” and |
think that risk to the lives and health and safety of seniors is a
genuine emergency. Not all of the seniors will be moved out for a
number of weeks because they are trying to find accommodation for
them, so the danger and the risk remain.

There are two additional urgencies that are created here, Mr.
Speaker. There is a domino effect. In trying to move those seniors
into other accommodation, they are now shifting the existing lists of
seniors who are looking for urgent and immediate placement in
long-term care. We’ve now added 42 of those people onto the list,
competing with everyone else, and that creates some pretty dire
circumstances for those looking for urgent placement.

In addition, other residents are being left in place at the Holy
Cross centre; therefore, I would argue that their risk is increased.
These are the people in supported living, or assisted living, situa-
tions, which may not fall directly under the purview of the Minister
of Health and Wellness. Mr. Speaker, these are not spry people. We
have now got people left in place where there is a concern about
adherence to a fire code, and they may not be able to leap up in the
middle of the night and get themselves out of that facility, especially
when we’re looking at a lack of facility staff in there. So I argue that
this is of such an urgent nature that we need to take this argument up
today.

Although I have described the issue as being ongoing, I would
argue that it is not chronic. In this situation it is specific to this one
facility, and it is a failure to meet specific criteria. In this case it is
the fire code violations, which have been brought to light by the
Calgary fire department. They notified the Calgary health region of
the issues, and the Calgary health region took additional steps
because of the lack of staff.

Now, Beauchesne 387 requires that the issue be “within the
administrative competence of the Government,” and that is certainly
so. We have legislation in place in Alberta governing the operation
of these facilities, and we’ve also had an extensive Auditor Gen-
eral’s report on it. This is not a general “maladministration of a
department,” which is spoken of in Beauchesne 394. It is a specific
failure to monitor and enforce a particular situation. The staff
shortage issue and the director of care issue are not currently before
the courts.

The issue of long-term care was mentioned so generally in the
throne speech as to be not meaningful in this particular reference.
It’s talking about making supports “available to seniors as the
population ages,” so it is so general as to not be applicable to this
particular circumstance. There is no government bill on the Order
Paper covering this. The government media release of the 2nd of
March outlining the session agenda does not cover anything specific
to long-term care or seniors’ housing. There is no private member’s
public bill or private bill that would cover this, as far as we are
aware, that has been presented to the House.

3:10

We have a release date that is known for the budget, April 19, but
that, I would argue, is not meeting an urgency test to allow us time
for meaningful debate. We have no idea when the actual ministries
covered by this would be up for debate, so we might well be weeks
and weeks away. A supplementary supply budget, which might
address this issue — there is nothing available in that which does.
There are no government motions on the Order Paper, and under
Motions other than Government Motions, again, none that we can
find. We did ask two questions in Oral Question Period, but you
yourself, Mr. Speaker, have been very clear with us that question
period is not the time for debate, and indeed there are admonitions
not to engage or provoke debate through question period.

We would argue that we have met the tests of urgency for the
Standing Order 30 motion that is brought before you today, allowing
us to hold a special debate on the health and safety of these residents
at the Holy Cross centre.

Thank you for the opportunity to raise these issues with you, and
I hope we will meet the tests that are set out.

The Speaker: The hon. Government House Leader.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Under section 30, the
Standing Order which allows for the adjournment of the normal
business of the House to discuss a matter of urgent and pressing
necessity, clearly, there are a few things that have to be addressed in
terms of the question of what makes it urgent. The fact that the issue
at hand, the issue of concern, is of utmost importance and concern
does not necessarily meet the urgency test. I think we can all agree
in the House that whenever you have a situation such as currently is
the situation at the Holy Cross in Calgary and the actions that are
being taken by the Calgary health authority with respect to that
particular facility and the people there, that is a very important
occurrence. Those are very important steps that are being taken.

I might go further to say that they actually show that the system
works, that it is not a matter of urgent necessity but, rather, a
demonstration of appropriate action. There was an inspection made
by the fire and safety codes people, and there were some deficiencies
noted and brought to the attention of the owners of the facility.
Since that time the fire and safety people as well as the Calgary
regional health authority, | am informed, have been working with the
owner to make sure that the facility is safe. If there was a concern
that it was unsafe for the residents on an immediate and dangerous
basis, I’'m sure there would have been a request for either immediate
action or immediate evacuation.

In fact, that’s not the case. In fact, they’ve put in place appropri-
ate measures to ensure the safety of the residents. The Calgary
health authority has now moved to say that they would like to have
more things done and more things taken care of, and in order to
accommodate that, they have indicated that they want to move out
42 residents from the long-term care facility.

That is very important. Absolutely. But is it a matter of urgent
and pressing necessity for which the House should be adjourned on
a day when we will be discussing private members’ business in order
to have a debate in the House? 1 would argue that it doesn’t meet the
urgency test.

The hon. Opposition House Leader went through the litany of
what’s on the Order Paper and what opportunities there will be for
debate of important broad issues. In fact, there are opportunities.
We just heard the Speech from the Throne, and the response to the
Speech from the Throne is a perfectly valid time to raise issues of
concern on any area that was either included or not included in the
Speech from the Throne that the opposition or any other member of
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the House feels should be included. So debate in response to the
Speech from the Throne is a perfectly appropriate time to raise
issues of concern.

Supplementary supply. Health and Wellness has a supply issue in
supplementary supply. We’ll be in Committee of Supply tomorrow,
and it’s open to any member of the House to argue that rather than
using the supply that’s being asked for for the purposes being
requested, it could be used for other purposes. So there is an
opportunity for debate tomorrow in Committee of Supply. There
will be opportunity for debate because as hon. members know
because of the projected government business last week, interim
supply will be introduced tomorrow and available in committee on
Wednesday and Thursday. So there will be two days in which we’re
in interim supply, again, which could be used to address issues of
whether resources need to be available or whether a policy change
needs to be made.

I think it’s fair to point out that there are in the next few days
many opportunities, whether it’s in reply to the throne speech,
whether it’s Committee of Supply on interim estimates, whether it’s
Committee of Supply on supplementary estimates or, in fact, the
appropriation bills which will follow those, in which issues can be
raised before the House. It’s certainly always the subject matter of
debates as to whether or not, first of all, the resources of Albertans
are being used in the most appropriate manner or whether there’s a
more urgent place for those resources to be used and, of course, the
corollary discussion of whether the policies are appropriate or
whether some steps should be taken.

I want to be clear that the concern with respect to Holy Cross and
the actions that are being taken with respect to the 42 long-term care
residents are very important concerns. They’re being dealt with by
the Calgary regional health authority, who has the contract with the
owners of that facility and who is charged with monitoring that and,
in fact, has been monitoring it, has been working with it, has been
dealing with it, and is dealing with it. The steps that need to be
taken are being taken.

I would suggest that there’s no urgency to pre-empt the ordinary
business of the House to debate something which is already being
done and done appropriately rather than dealing with the regular
issues of the House. The urgency has not been demonstrated. The
importance is clear. The urgency is what is required to meet the
Standing Order 30 test, and the urgency is clearly not there, Mr.
Speaker.

The Speaker: Hon. members, Standing Order 30(2) says that “the
Member may briefly state the arguments in favour of the request for
leave and the Speaker may allow such debate as he or she considers
relevant to the question of urgency” and then shall rule.

We have recognized the Government House Leader in response
to the petition from the Official Opposition House Leader. Are there
additional members who would like to participate? Well, we’ll
recognize, first of all, the hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona
and then the hon. Minister of Seniors and Community Supports.

Dr. Pannu: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I rise to speak to the motion
before the House pursuant to Standing Order 30, which calls on the
House to adjourn the ordinary business of the House to discuss
matters of urgent public importance.

I’m going to speak in support of this motion, but first please allow
me for a moment to thank you for your congratulations on the
anniversary of those members who were elected 10 years ago. This
member, for Edmonton-Strathcona, was one of them, and I’'m
wearing the lapel. Thank you very much for that very thoughtful
gesture on your part. Also, I would like to take this opportunity to

thank the constituents of Edmonton-Strathcona, who have supported
this member over the last three elections to enjoy this privilege and
honour to represent them here.

Mr. Speaker, I celebrated this 10th anniversary yesterday by
participating in a public meeting in a park in the heart of the
beautiful city of Lethbridge, where citizens gathered to call on this
government to implement at least the Kyoto-related greenhouse gas
reduction targets.

Now, turning to the motion, there are two requirements that have
to be met: the procedural requirements and the criterion of urgency.
On the procedural side, Mr. Speaker, | just want to confirm to the
House that the New Democratic Party opposition received the notice
of this motion in a timely fashion. Beauchesne at 387 says that a
debate under this Standing Order must deal with a specific question
that requires urgent consideration, and it must be “within the
administrative competence of the Government and there must be no
other reasonable opportunity for debate.”

Mr. Speaker, this motion certainly meets these criteria. As all
members of this House know, it is the government’s responsibility
to establish and enforce standards of care in long-term facilities. I
know that the government is acutely aware of this responsibility
because they have suffered tremendous political pressure since
information about the appalling lack of standards and support in our
long-term care facilities became public. This motion also deals with
a very specific concern; namely, the lack of properly enforced
standards at the privately owned Holy Cross centre in Calgary.

3:20

I would note that in accordance with Beauchesne 390, Mr.
Speaker, there is no other opportunity on the Order Paper for us to
deal with this matter in an urgent and careful manner, and per
Beauchesne 391 this issue with the Holy Cross centre is not under
adjudication by a court of law. Marleau and Montpetit make a
similar observation. I won’t go into detail on that one.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a few very brief com-
ments on the matter of urgency. Obviously, the most pressing
reason for urgency is that extremely vulnerable people at Holy Cross
are being affected by the lack of standards. We also know that while
the Calgary health region is moving long-term care residents out of
the facility, residents in the assisted living areas of the facility are
staying put because the Calgary health region has no authority over
residential services. I am sure that over the weekend many members
of the House read the heartbreaking media accounts of elderly
couples being separated because of the moves. The fact that
residents have had to pay an increase for such poor services adds
insult to injury.

It is clear, Mr. Speaker, that the recommendations of the Auditor
General in his report on long-term care have not been implemented,
and this House has a responsibility to get to the bottom of why this
failure has occurred. I can’t help but think that many of these
problems are a direct result of this government’s push towards the
privatization of health services and assisted living facilities rather
than long-term care centres.

Mr. Speaker, to conclude, I just want to remind the House that in
a similar situation in May of 2005 this House agreed to have a
debate about long-term care standards after a motion pursuant to the
same order was introduced by the leader of the NDP opposition.

I think that in light of that precedent which the House set less than
two years ago as well as the arguments made under the procedures
criteria and the urgency requirement, the House needs to support this
motion, and I urge all members to do so.

Thank you.
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The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Seniors and Community
Supports.

Mr. Melchin: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. While I, too, would say that
these issues are always of significant importance, especially to those
individuals impacted by this at the Holy Cross, this is not a matter
of urgency specifically as it pertains to Standing Order 30, that
would require dismissal of the business of the day.

To speak first, if you're talking about standards, the things that we
set in place — legislation, regulations, standards, procedures,
mechanisms, monitoring, all of those which come under the purview
of this Legislative Assembly — this same topic has been under
tremendous debate for years and continues to be under that kind of
debate and has had this profile in this Legislative Assembly for some
time.

There was a task force, Achieving Excellence in Continuing Care,
co-chaired by the members for Lacombe-Ponoka, Calgary-Foothills,
and Lethbridge-East. The opposition party worked very closely on
the standards for continuing care, and tremendous work was
accomplished by that committee. This was clearly in response to the
Auditor General’s comments on various concerns raised about this
issue in years gone by. A committee was formed last year, in May,
in response to that task force. There was a response by the govern-
ment for updating those standards. Also, additional monies were put
in place to continue to provide for some of the urgent demands in
this sector. So when you talk about the standards, having worked
with the Long Term Care Association and with all the various bodies
associated with this, new standards are going to be fully imple-
mented by April of this year.

The Auditor General’s report and update as well on this exact
topic talk about 11 recommendations: three on satisfactory progress,
eight on some others that he’s going to monitor yet through this year.
What it does say is that there’s been progress made on all of these
standards for specific application of monitoring so that we do have
good structures in place.

In specific relation to this issue with the Holy Cross, as one
facility it is a very important matter, but the appropriate methodolo-
gies have been followed. Like the Minister of Health and Wellness
talked about, there is a clinical director on-site to oversee patient
care in response to the health authority ensuring that the standards
are being met. So there is compliance, and there has been evidence
that the monitoring is working.

In response to the facility itself, the fire safety issues, there is no
imminent risk to those in that facility today. Their lives are not in
peril. There is additional personnel to monitor any fire safety issues
to ensure that every person’s life is pre-eminent as to what is being
followed. The public can rest assured that that has been worked on
today with regard to the specific issue that their lives are safe, that
the appropriate authorities have investigated and ensured through
this transition that there would be no safety issues or peril for those
individuals there.

The Speaker: I take it that’s the extent of our participants with
respect to this motion, so I’ll now deal with this question. I am
prepared to rule on this. This is the first such motion of its type in
this session, so I’m just going to remind members that an application
under Standing Order 30 is “to adjourn the ordinary business of the
Assembly to discuss a matter of urgent public importance.”

First of all, the chair confirms that the Leader of the Official
Opposition gave proper notice of his intention to bring a motion
under Standing Order 30. Notice was received by my office this
morning at 10:40, and the subject matter was provided at that time.

Therefore, the requirements under Standing Order 30(1) have been
met. I would like to remind members that Standing Order 30(1)
requires notice to be provided “at least 2 hours prior to the sitting of
the Assembly.” Ifthe changes to the Standing Orders are approved
this evening, then starting tomorrow, notice of these types of
applications will have to be provided to my office by 11 a.m.

Secondly, before the question as to whether this motion should
proceed to be put to the Assembly, the chair must determine whether
the motion meets the requirement of Standing Order 30(7), which
requires that the matter proposed for discussion is related to “a
genuine emergency, calling for immediate and urgent consider-
ation.”

The Leader of the Official Opposition’s proposed motion is to
hold an emergency debate on “the health and safety of residents
resulting from the failure of the privately owned Holy Cross Centre
in Calgary to meet provincial standards of care.” The relevant
parliamentary authorities on the topic of emergency debates are
Beauchesne, paragraphs 387 to 398, and the House of Commons
Procedure and Practice, pages 587 to 589. Several participants
referred to some of these.

The chair has listened attentively to the submissions of all
members participating in the debate. Two factors here were that the
chair was interested in learning how this alleged situation met the
criteria for genuine emergency and, second, that the hon. Leader of
the Official Opposition was essentially inviting the Assembly to
defer consideration of Bill 201 standing in his name to debate the
purported emergency.

After hearing the arguments put forward and the review that the
chair has undertaken since receiving this submission several hours
ago, the chair does not believe that this request meets the require-
ments under the standing order for an emergency debate to proceed.
Some of the arguments given have already been presented. The
chair does not doubt the hon. Leader of the Official Opposition’s
sincerity, but it’s difficult to conclude that there is something so
extraordinary as to constitute a genuine emergency as required under
Standing Order 30(7).

To reiterate, while the member raises a serious matter, the chair
does not consider it to be of such urgency to warrant postponing the
business of the Assembly this afternoon. Therefore, the request for
leave is not in order.

head:
head:

Mr. Renner: Mr. Speaker, I move that written questions stand and
retain their places.

Orders of the Day

Written Questions

[Motion carried]

head: Motions for Returns

Mr. Renner: Mr. Speaker, I move that motions for returns stand and
retain their places.

[Motion carried]

head: 3:30 Public Bills and Orders Other than
Government Bills and Orders
Second Reading

The Speaker: The hon. Leader of the Official Opposition and
Member for Edmonton-Riverview.
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Bill 201
Funding Alberta’s Future Act

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s a great privilege for me to
rise today to debate in second reading the flagship bill of the Official
Opposition, the Alberta Liberal caucus. In our view, this is the kind
of bill that restructures everything in this province in some way or
another. It restructures how government will finance itself, it
restructures how we as a society in Alberta treat our nonrenewable
resources, and most importantly it restructures the future to put it on
a basis of stability and prosperity, on a basis of permanently
competitive taxes and outstanding public services forever.

Right now Albertans have an incredible opportunity to build a
legacy for the future. The Alberta Liberals’ vision for the future is
the finest public services, the lowest taxes in Canada, the best
postsecondary education, an outstanding life for all, and with the
right strategy we can start building that future right now, Mr.
Speaker. The right strategy is to pass Bill 201, the Funding Al-
berta’s Future Act, which sets aside 30 per cent of annual nonrenew-
able resource revenues to rebuild the heritage fund, erase the
infrastructure debt, and create a series of endowments to provide
sustainable, significant additional funding — and I emphasize:
additional funding — for postsecondary education and the arts,
humanities, and social sciences.

Mr. Speaker, we are not alone in believing that the Alberta Liberal
plan to fund Alberta’s future is the right thing to do, and I hope all
members take note of some of its support. For example, in an
editorial last September, just a few months ago, none other than Mr.
Paul Stanway, now the Premier’s director of communications, wrote,
and I quote: the Grits are proposing boosting the heritage trust fund
to $120 billion over the next 15 years, so when the oil and gas
money runs out, the province can use interest from the fund to
replace nonrenewable energy revenues; it’s simple, it’s achievable,
and it’s likely the prescription for the future most Albertans want.
End quote.

During his bid for the leadership of the PC Party the hon. Minister
of Sustainable Resource Development, who’s waving at me right
now, advocated saving 30 per cent of resource revenues, just as this
bill proposes. Last year none other than former Premier Peter
Lougheed wrote, and I quote: in my view, the best course of action
by the provincial government would be to rebuild the Alberta
heritage savings trust fund by once again allocating by an act of the
Legislature 30 per cent of all oil and gas revenues, including our
share of oil sands net profits, to the fund. End quote.

One Mr. Jim Dinning, whose leadership bid was endorsed by
about 40 Tory MLAs sitting in the Assembly, said that he would
save 30 per cent of resource revenues during normal times and 50
per cent during boom times.

So, Mr. Speaker, support for the Alberta Liberal plan to save these
precious nonrenewable revenues is widespread even within the Tory
caucus and staff. This alone should, I expect, lead to quick passage
of this landmark bill. But ifthis evidence of support isn’t enough to
convince you of the bill’s merit, consider what this bill can do for
Albertans. The 30 per cent of resource revenues we plan to save will
be allocated to bring the most benefits to the most Albertans.

First, the act will enable the government to retire its huge
infrastructure debt within just a few years by using a portion of the
savings to build or refurbish new schools, hospitals, roads, and on
and on and on. Retiring the infrastructure debt is more than a matter
of balancing books. Retiring that debt means safer and more
efficient roads, better and more accessible health care, well-main-
tained schools and, I might add, more of them, and safe, reliable
water and sewer systems, services, and facilities that Albertans once

took for granted that the Conservative government has allowed to
crumble. Paying off our infrastructure debt is the right thing to do
because Albertans deserve better from their government, and they
deserve infrastructure that works.

We will use 35 per cent of resource revenue savings to build a
phenomenal postsecondary endowment fund. This fund will reach
$15 billion by 2020-21, generating in today’s value $790 million a
year, assuming a net return of 5 per cent per year. To put that in
perspective, $790 million in new annual funding would represent a
huge boost in funding to postsecondary education. For example,
$790 million is 49 per cent of the total grants given to all institutions
in the 2006-07 budget. It is more, Mr. Speaker, than all the tuition
paid by Alberta students in 2006.

By 2021 earnings from the postsecondary endowment fund will
significantly increase by 36 per cent, in fact: in real terms, Alberta’s
total investment in postsecondary education. This will enable us to
enhance and maintain world-class institutions, putting Albertans at
the forefront of innovation. It will also enable us to strengthen our
network of postsecondary institutions, making excellent postsecond-
ary education available to all Albertans regardless of education and
career goals. The postsecondary endowment fund will help fuel
Alberta’s continuing transition to a knowledge-based economy and
will help fulfill our goal of truly outstanding education.

The $500 million humanities, social sciences, and arts endowment
fund will generate $28 million per year toward supporting and
sustaining an exceptional quality of life in Alberta. This fund will
reinvigorate and sustain these important contributors to community,
to quality of life, to knowledge, and to the economy. Alberta,
frankly, under this government has neglected support for these areas.
This fund will redress that erosion of support and go far beyond,
providing sustainable, reliable funding to programs, research and
scholarship, teaching, and to community service.

Once the humanities, social sciences, and arts endowment fund
reaches its cap of $500 million, this slice of the pie will then be
funnelled into an opportunity fund for Albertans. Within 15 years
this opportunity fund will be worth $1.7 billion in today’s terms,
generating annual returns to be paid out of about $84 million. We
will work with Albertans to decide what this fund should be used
for, whether that’s rural development, renewable energy, citizens’
dividends. The possibilities are limited only by Albertans’ imagina-
tions.

Mr. Speaker, the centrepiece, the most vital aspect of this
legislation is its ability to reinvigorate the heritage fund. Of the 30
per cent of resource revenues diverted away from general revenues,
35 per cent will go to the heritage fund. When investments resulting
from this act have retired the infrastructure debt, that contribution
will then be channelled also to the heritage fund. The total will rise
to 60 per cent. This will transform the heritage fund from a much-
loved but little understood fund that has been losing real value for
decades into a vital contributor to revenue stability for Alberta.

If passed, the Funding Alberta’s Future Act will build the heritage
fund from its current $13.4 billion to $120 billion by 2021. Assum-
ing a 5 per cent real return, this will generate a $6 billion annual
contribution to base revenues and offset declining resource revenues.

A bolstered heritage fund can play an integral role in Alberta’s
fiscal stability. As resource revenues fall, as this government itself
is predicting, income from the heritage fund will rise. This income
will stream into general revenues. Through this approach core
government spending and programs can be sustained without raising
taxes. That means better health care, no further erosion of commu-
nity and economic infrastructure, stronger municipalities and
communities, stronger public education and support for seniors,
leveraging our prosperity, protecting and sustaining our natural
environment. It means no more tax increases.
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At the same time, we will work with Albertans to address their
hopes and concerns for the future with the extraordinary resources
provided by our other planned endowments. These benefits alone
make passing Bill 201 worth while.

3:40

But the most important reason to make this bill law is because it
would put Alberta back on a solid fiscal foundation. Right now, Mr.
Speaker — and every MLA of every party should be concerned about
this —the government uses the revenue from nonrenewable resources
to keep the province from sliding into deficit and debt. If resource
revenues fall, taxes will have to go up, spending will have to be cut,
and the province will return to deficit spending, perhaps all of the
above.

During the last few years the government has used precious
nonrenewable resource revenues to cover its irresponsible budgeting
process. In 2003-04 the government spent 3 and a half billion
dollars of Alberta’s legacy. By this budget year the government’s
dependence has grown to a $5.3 billion dependency on oil and gas
revenues.

At this moment the government spends $8,500 per person to
provide public services for Albertans, but if you exclude nonrenew-
able resource revenue, the government collects only $6,360 in
sustainable revenues. Without our oil and gas revenues, Mr.
Speaker, the province would be running huge deficits, and every
increase in spending and every tax cut would widen that sustainabil-
ity gap. We need to replace nonrenewable resource revenues with
another source of funding before oil and gas revenues decline too
far. The Funding Alberta’s Future Act, if passed, sustains core
government revenues without raising taxes even while resource
revenues fall, and it does what every financial planner tells her
clients: pay yourself first.

Norway, starting long after Alberta, has set aside a public
endowment of more than $230 billion, and it grows dramatically
now every month, Mr. Speaker, generating incredible advantages for
their small population. Even Alaska is way ahead of Alberta, with
a balance of $33 billion U.S.

Since 1978 this government has collected $123 billion in resource
revenues, not adjusting for inflation. Just over 91 per cent of that
money was used to repay the debt and for annual spending. A mere
8.9 per cent was saved, Mr. Speaker. It’s time for Alberta to get
responsible again with public money. The future is incredibly bright
but only if we plan for it.

In summary, Mr. Speaker, if passed, the Funding Alberta’s Future
Act enables Albertans to pay themselves first and to make smart
provisions for the future. It will provide stable base revenues despite
falling resource revenues without raising taxes and provide the
capacity for stable base spending without abandoning the responsi-
bilities of government. Bill 201 gives government and citizens a
clear direction for the future, a goal we can work toward together.
It sets benchmarks for achievement, it creates financial stability and
sustainability, it gives the heritage fund a clear purpose and a vital
role to play in our daily life, and it reduces our dependence on
nonrenewable resources. It’s a bill that will at long last bring some
purpose and direction to governance and financial planning in
Alberta. But perhaps most importantly it’s something that Albertans
can reach for together, uniting us in a noble, achievable purpose.

In short, Mr. Speaker, we’re building a legacy — at least, we want
to build a legacy — that will benefit everyone in Alberta. That legacy
will only be built if all members of the Assembly support Bill 201.
Therefore, I urge all of us in this Assembly to do so.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: Hon. members, there’s opportunity now for hon.
members to participate. [ have an indication of a number of
members, and I’m quite prepared at this point in time to go through
a list of seven or eight or nine or 10 to give you some idea as to
when you might be up this afternoon if I had some idea of the
members who would like to participate. I already have a note from
the Opposition House Leader, so that helps me with that one, but
who would like to participate? The hon. leader. Okay.

Well, then we’ll go with the hon. Member for Leduc-Beaumont-
Devon, followed by the hon. leader of the third party, and then the
hon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford, followed by the hon.
Member for Calgary-Currie. Did I see some other hands up? The
hon. Government House Leader, then the hon. Member for
Edmonton-Centre if I can remember that.

The hon. Member for Leduc-Beaumont-Devon, followed by the
hon. leader of the third party.

Mr. Rogers: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’'m pleased to join the
debate on Bill 201, Funding Alberta’s Future Act, brought forth by
the hon. Member for Edmonton-Riverview. Among many things, if
this bill is passed, it seeks to have the Minister of Finance introduce
a bill to establish a funding Alberta’s future account of the general
revenue fund and put 30 per cent of all nonrenewable resource
revenues into this account.

Revenues put into this account would be allocated to the following
areas: 35 per cent to the heritage savings trust fund; 35 per cent to
the postsecondary endowment fund, which would replace the access
to the future fund; 25 per cent to the capital account; and 5 per cent
directed to a humanities, social sciences, and arts endowment fund.
If the fund were to reach $500 million, revenue would be directed to
an opportunity fund, which has a yet-to-be-determined purpose.

Mr. Speaker, the hon. member has already decided exactly where
Albertans’ savings should go without referring to any sort of
consultation to date. Now, in the hon. member’s speech he referred
to the possibility of dividends. I don’t know. We might call those
Riverview bucks. I guess that’s encouraging, that there might be
some future consultation with Albertans.

I’m concerned with section 4 of the Funding Alberta’s Future Act,
and it reads as follows:

In the Bill introduced under section 2, the Access to the Future Fund

established under the Access to the Future Act shall be replaced by

the Post-secondary Education Endowment Fund.

Now, I’'m having a hard time figuring out why the access to the
future fund needs to be replaced.

The postsecondary education fund, Mr. Speaker. 1 believe its
objectives are as follows:

(a) support the excellence of the post-secondary system . . .
including the areas of pure and applied research, teaching and
community service,

(b) increase the accessibility of the post-secondary system . . .

(c) [render] post-secondary education more affordable for stu-
dents, and

(d) support the continued development of apprenticeship and
training programs.

Mr. Speaker, I'd like to discuss what the access to the future fund,
as we now know it, aims to accomplish. It is intended to provide an
investment in innovations within the postsecondary system; support
of improved learner outcomes; faculty, staff, and graduate student
development, attraction, and retention; support of knowledge and
technology transfer; and, very importantly, affordability.

As you can see, Mr. Speaker, the funds have almost identical
goals. The access to the future fund provides matching grants to
stimulate private, industry, corporate, and other contributions from
the public. The fund engages other sectors to invest in education.
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Such partnerships are very valuable to a successful postsecondary
education system. The fund was just created, less than two years
ago, and in that short time frame the government of Alberta has
committed to support the China Institute at the University of Alberta,
matching a donation of some $37.3 million; the province-wide Lois
Hole Campus Alberta digital library initiative, with start-up costs of
$30 million; and the Schulich School of Engineering at the Univer-
sity of Calgary, matching a donation of $25 million.

3:50

Mr. Speaker, when comparing the access to the future fund and
the proposed postsecondary endowment fund, it is clear that they
both have the very same purpose: to further education in Alberta. I
think the hon. member should be commended for his support of good
government initiatives. Since the current fund, which Bill 201
proposes to eliminate, has virtually the same goal as the proposed
new replacement fund, it is unclear as to why it would be necessary
to eliminate the current fund in the first place. Perhaps the hon.
Member for Edmonton-Riverview would simply prefer to see a
name change of the access to the future fund. As long as we achieve
real results for Alberta students, it should not matter what the fund
is called. I fail to see the need to duplicate our current fund.

In fact, Mr. Speaker, the access to the future fund is likely superior
to the proposed fund because it encourages individuals and the
private sector to participate in investing in Alberta’s education
system and future. This means that the contributions from the fund
are actually worth more because of the matching grants that
accompany the government of Alberta’s funding. Students stand to
benefit more with the help of the access to the future fund because
they are supported by both the government and the broader commu-
nity.

Mr. Speaker, I think it would be a complete waste of time to
replace the access to the future fund, considering its objectives and
great potential for Alberta’s future leaders. I urge the members of
this Assembly to strongly consider the differences between the two
funds before voting on Bill 201. I think it will be clear after prudent
study that the current fund meets the current and future needs of
Albertans.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: Hon. members, I’'m now going to recognize the hon.
leader of the third party. But before that, he would be followed by
the hon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford, the hon. Member for
Calgary-Currie, the hon. Government House Leader, the hon.
Official Opposition House Leader. Was there another government
member who would like to participate here? Well, after the Official
Opposition House Leader, then it will be the hon. Member for
Cypress-Medicine Hat, followed then by the hon. Member for
Edmonton-McClung.
The hon. leader of the third party.

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It’s my pleasure
to rise and speak to Bill 201, Funding Alberta’s Future Act,
introduced by the hon. Leader of the Official Opposition. I think it’s
a great thing that the Leader of the Official Opposition is thinking
about the future. I think we all ought to be thinking about the future
in this House. I have said repeatedly that I feel that Alberta is now
at a crossroads, and we need really to begin thinking about where we
want to go as a province.

A couple of years ago people might have thought that we were at
a crossroads as a province because we had paid off all of our debt,
but I don’t believe that that is true, Mr. Speaker, and I also believe
that we’re at a crossroads because of a number of other factors. It’s

not true, because the province has simply transferred our financial
debt into a debt of infrastructure, which we estimate at anywhere
between $10 billion and $20 billion, which now must be paid off and
which the government is proposing to pay off through the means of
the shell game of P3s, in which private companies will incur the debt
on their books and it will be hidden from the people of Alberta and,
more importantly, the grassroots of the Conservative Party. I think
we’re at a crossroads, Mr. Speaker, because of the situation with
respect to world oil prices, the world shortage of oil supplies,
because of profound climate change that is now taking place and
which needs to be addressed.

Now, this particular bill does not mention budget surpluses, but it
is structured in a manner to build upon Conservative budgetary
practices, that have resulted in the current range of budgetary
surpluses. Bill 201 is a variation of the Conservative plan from the
1970s to create the Alberta heritage trust fund. Like Bill 201 the
original Conservative plan entailed putting aside 30 per cent of
nonrenewable resource income into the Alberta heritage trust fund
every year to serve as a sustainable account for capital expenditures.

Mr. Speaker, the Conservative plan disintegrated completely in
the 1980s with the collapse of global oil prices. The provincial
government slid into debt, unable to balance its budget, and that
heritage trust fund atrophied because of declining resource revenues.
The 1980s illustrate three weaknesses of this approach: first, the
unreliability of the nonrenewable resource sector for long-term fiscal
stability; second, Alberta’s budgetary overreliance on nonrenewable
resource income; and third, the inability of a fund-like approach to
work once nonrenewable income has dried up.

Mr. Speaker, we are not against an approach like this in general
except that the Liberal plan doesn’t deal with the fundamentals of
Alberta’s budgetary and financial situation. While the Liberals talk
about a sustainability gap, this bill does nothing to address that and,
in fact, will continue the reliance on nonrenewable resource revenue
to pay for ongoing expenditures. This is compounded by the support
of the Liberal party for the government’s reductions in corporate
income tax. We are becoming more and more dependent on
nonrenewable resource revenue for ongoing expenditures for the
programs that the people of Alberta depend upon.

Now, there are two basic flaws in the approach that is taken here.
First of all, it doesn’t see the nonrenewable resources for what they
are, that is to say nonrenewable and finite. Notwithstanding the
tremendous reserves that exist in the tar sands in Alberta, these are
finite resources. We must as a province invest in a renewable energy
future for this province, and the fund as proposed by the hon. Leader
of the Official Opposition doesn’t do that. We need a more
profound, more basic approach to investment. To do that, we need
to ensure that we have the full value of these resources, which are
owned by Albertans, coming to Albertans, and that means funda-
mentally a change in the royalty structure that exists in this province.

It’s unacceptable to have 1 per cent royalties charged on oil from
the majority of the production from Alberta’s tar sands. It’s
unacceptable to export raw and unprocessed bitumen. We must
think big, Mr. Speaker. We need to look at the value of the re-
sources that are slipping through our fingers as we speak and capture
that value for the people of Alberta, not just for this generation but
for future generations. We need to be thinking about our children
and our grandchildren and even our great-grandchildren. There will
come a day when we can no longer burn oil and coal for fuel. That
decision will not be made in Alberta. That decision will be made for
us in the world. We are already lagging behind not just European
jurisdictions, not just jurisdictions in Asia, but jurisdictions in the
United States.

We need to capture the value of our resources — and that’s a
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fundamental thing — and then the purpose to which that value is
turned needs to be to prepare the economy of this province for the
day when oil and coal are no longer usable or no longer have the
value that they currently do. In other words, Mr. Speaker, we need
to build a green and prosperous future for future generations of this
province. We need to build an energy economy in this province that
is based on renewable energy, and to that end the Alberta New
Democrats are proposing a significantly larger fund, up to perhaps
a value of $20 billion, that would be used to invest in renewable
energy and in transforming the Alberta economy into one in which
renewable energy is the key engine, something that would guarantee
prosperity, not to mention a clean environment for future genera-
tions.

4:00

There is nothing in this bill that deals with the use of nonrenew-
able resource revenue to clean up the environmental mess created by
oil and gas production, particularly production in the tar sands in
northern Alberta. I am surprised. Of course, the goals of the bill are
admirable: to eliminate infrastructure debt, something Alberta New
Democrats also support; a postsecondary education endowment
fund, a wonderful idea; a humanities, social sciences, and arts
endowment fund, also a wonderful idea. But the AEUB estimates
that the unfunded liability to clean up the environmental damage
even from conventional oil and gas exploration and development in
this province is around $2 billion. There is nothing in the Liberal
bill that speaks to this question.

Mr. Speaker, I think there are some wonderful ideas in this, but
it’s not big thinking. It doesn’t look too far to the future. It looks a
little bit to the future, but it doesn’t look to the horizon. It doesn’t
think big. The Alberta New Democrats’ plan thinks big, looks to the
horizon, and thinks about how we want to position Alberta in the
next generation so that we can ensure both a clean environment and
a prosperous future for our children and grandchildren.

Mr. Speaker, I want to just indicate that while there are some great
ideas in this Bill 201, it does not meet the test, in our view, of the
vision that’s necessary for this province. It doesn’t really grapple
with the very nature of nonrenewable and finite resources. It
assumes that those resources will continue to exist and continue to
fund government expenditures. Because of that, because of the
position of the government and the Liberal opposition with respect
to corporate tax cuts at a time when corporations are earning record
profits, we don’t think that this bill offers the answer that we need in
this province and, as a result, will not support it.

The Speaker: Hon. members, I have eight speakers on my list. The
next three will be the following: the hon. Member for Edmonton-
Rutherford, followed by the hon. Member for Calgary-Currie,
followed by the hon. Government House Leader.

Mr. R. Miller: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. My pleasure to
rise this afternoon and speak in strong support of Bill 201, the
Funding Alberta’s Future Act.

I’'m going to lead off my comments by responding to the com-
ments made by the Member for Edmonton-Highlands-Norwood, in
particular my concern with his comment that this plan does nothing
to address the need to replace nonrenewable resource revenue with
a sustainable source of revenue. I’m not sure that he read the bill
because that’s exactly what this plan does. That is exactly the intent.
It’s exactly the way in which it was received by economists and
respected businesspeople and any number of organizations across
this province when the Official Opposition first released that policy
back in September of last year. So while this member may not see

how far this bill goes towards replacing nonrenewable resource
revenue, many, many people did, and in fact, as I said, that is exactly
what it’s intended to do.

Now, I will agree with the hon. Member for Edmonton-Highlands-
Norwood on one point, and that is that the debt in this province is in
fact not paid yet. There are many people in this province who are
surprised to learn of the amount of debt that we still carry. The
current Finance minister when he was the Minister of Infrastructure
and Transportation said publicly that the infrastructure debt was
sitting at somewhere between $8 billion and $10 billion and would
be $14 billion soon if we didn’t address it. We know for a fact that
the unfunded portion of the teachers’ pension liability is sitting at $7
billion more or less and grows every day at great cost to taxpayers
and will cost taxpayers somewhere in the order of $45 billion by the
time that agreement is finally paid out in approximately 55 years. So
for this government or any friends of this government to argue that
they’ve paid off the debt, it’s simply not the case.

I’d like to address the concerns raised by the Member for Leduc-
Beaumont-Devon when he drew some legitimate comparisons to the
postsecondary endowment fund that is included in Bill 201 and the
access to the future fund, which this government passed some time
ago. The biggest single difference for the hon. member is very, very
simple, and it’s very significant, and that is this: the government’s
legislation capped the access to the future fund at $3 billion. They
put a ceiling on it. The first thing they did. I spoke loud and
vociferously in this House against the idea of putting an artificial
ceiling on that fund. So to the hon. member: our fund in this
business year alone would have put $1.427 billion into that fund and
another $1.348 billion next year and similar amounts all the way
down the line. By the year 2021 you’re looking at almost $16
billion in that fund as opposed to the paltry $3 billion that the
government has committed to the fund now, and we don’t know
when we’re going to reach that. So that is definitely the biggest
single difference.

[Mr. Shariff in the chair]

The fact that you could change the name or that the goals lauded
in the bill are similar: of course. The difference is: put your money
where your mouth is. That’s what this bill does. Remember that this
is in addition to the dollars that are already spent on postsecondary.
This fund would put $71 million into the postsecondary endowment
fund this year alone. That’s the first year of the program. It jumps
to $139 million in the second year and to $202 million in the third
year, and that’s in addition to the money that the government is
spending on postsecondary right now. So the effects are absolutely
dramatic when you relieve the fund from that cap and start putting
the money in there. As I say, put your money where your mouth is
and really invest in postsecondary education.

I think everybody in this House agrees that a knowledge-based
economy is the future of this province. Again to the Member for
Edmonton-Highlands-Norwood: that is exactly what this does. By
funding postsecondary to the extent that this bill would and by
ensuring a knowledge-based economy down the road, we relieve
ourselves from the dependence on oil and natural gas.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I’ve been an MLA for about two and a half
years now, and I’ve travelled the province extensively, met with
stakeholder groups, whether it be chambers of commerce or Rotary
clubs or any number of organizations that we meet with when we’re
doing caucus outreach trips, met with a number of individuals over
that period of time as well, and without any question the number one
comment we heard — and I know that the government members
heard this too; it was reflected in their leadership review vote back
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on April 1 of last year — is that people want a plan. People want
something, some sort of a vision, not a three-year plan or a five-year
plan, for what this province is going to look like down the road.
People want a long-term vision as to how we’re going to not only
secure a future without oil and gas revenues but make sure that
there’s something there for our children and our grandchildren as
well.

I find it a little ironic, quite frankly, that the Conservative Party
then, after having heard this same message that members of the
opposition heard and after talking amongst themselves throughout
the leadership campaign about the need for a plan, went and elected
a new leader, a man who became the Premier, who by his own
admission has no plan for savings. In fact, it was in his very first
comments as Premier, his first media interview as Premier, where he
said literally that he has no plan for the heritage savings trust fund.
I must admit to having been incredibly disheartened when I heard
the new Premier say that because the need is obvious. Most of the
leadership candidates in that race other than the Premier spoke out
in favour of some sort of a savings plan, some sort of level in terms
of the amount of resource revenues that should be saved.

I know that my colleague from Edmonton-Riverview, the Leader
of the Official Opposition, referenced some of them earlier. He
talked about the Minister of Sustainable Resource Development,
whose plan would have saved 30 per cent of resource revenues, and
I tabled a document indicating that in the House last Thursday. He
spoke about former Premier Peter Lougheed advocating for 30 per
cent of resource revenues being saved and the failed leadership
candidate and presumptive Premier Jim Dinning, who talked about
saving 30 per cent during regular times and 50 per cent during boom
times.

4:10

He didn’t have time during his remarks to mention a few of the
other leadership candidates, and I’d just like to point these out as
well. Mark Norris, who was and is to this day, I guess, a former
economic development minister in this Legislature, said in his
campaign material that a percentage of budget surpluses will be
earmarked for the heritage savings trust fund.

We have the health minister, actually, and this is quite interesting.
I’m hoping that the health minister will partake in the debate in a
few minutes because 1’d like to hear his thoughts on this. 1’d like to
hear him expand on his thoughts where he said that his priority is
that nonrenewable resource revenue should be saved for the future
in amanner which can expand our economy, expand our society, and
pay dividends long-term into the future. I’'m going to assume that
the minister of health will be speaking in favour of Bill 201.

Several organizations, as I referenced earlier, have spoken out
publicly in favour of the idea of saving some percentage of
nonrenewable resource revenues. Just to mention a few, the
Canadian Taxpayers Federation: not a group that would necessarily
always be thinking or seem to be thinking along the same lines as the
Alberta Liberal Party, but they certainly endorse this.

The Canada-West Foundation has done an awful lot of work, and
some of that work actually comes from a man by the name of Allan
Warrack, who is a former minister with this government, advocating
for a savings plan of nonrenewable resource revenue.

The Alberta Chambers of Commerce are strongly supportive in
their Vision 2020 document of savings of nonrenewable resource
revenue.

The Calgary Chamber of Commerce president, Heather Douglas,
said that she strongly recommends saving 30 to 40 per cent of
resource revenues. She went on to say, “We believe it will enhance
Alberta’s competitive advantage.” This is coming from the chamber

of commerce in what is arguably the second most important
financial centre in the country, and they’re strongly recommending
that this be done.

Mr. Speaker, in this Legislature last Thursday I asked a question
of the Treasury Board minister, but the Finance minister was kind
enough to respond. The question was simply: is it true or false that
this government relies more on nonrenewable resource revenues to
fund its budgeting programs today than it did 10 years ago? To his
credit the Finance minister gave the answer that I already knew.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Currie,
followed by the hon. Government House Leader.

Mr. Taylor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. You’ve heard a lot of the
numbers, already. You’ve heard a lot of the projections as to the
amount of money that could be saved, the amount that would be
available for reinvestment, the ways in which it could be invested,
so [ won’t go through all of that again because there is much to talk
about on this bill. I'll start off very briefly by addressing the hon.
Member for Leduc-Beaumont-Devon and then the hon. leader of the
third party with some of the concerns that they had.

To the hon. Member for Leduc-Beaumont-Devon, first of all, who
seemed to have a problem with what we proposed to do with the
access to the future fund: if that problem is something that is keeping
him up at night, I would simply suggest that at the appropriate time
he move an amendment in committee, and I’m sure that we can work
together and collaboratively to move this ahead.

To the hon. leader of the third party. Despite what the leader of
the third party says, this plan very much does evolve us out of
dependency, out of a culture of addiction to nonrenewable resource
revenues as a way to pay our daily bills, and though he seems to
have a problem with the lack of vision surrounding this bill, I would
suggest to you that this bill is full of vision. It just may not be quite
as sexy as, on the one hand, getting rich quick or, on the other hand,
hanging the rich. I suggest that the hon. leader of the third party
leans towards the hanging the rich vision. The government? We
don’t know. It remains to be seen how things change over the life
of'this session, but certainly going back to the previous session, the
previous order of things, this was a government that ideologically
very much shared a vision of getting rich quick.

You know, this vision in Bill 201, Funding Alberta’s Future Act,
won’t get you rich, won’t get us rich quick — it’s not about how
many SUVs you can park in the driveway or how many spots you
have in your garage for such vehicles — nor will it hang the rich.
Alberta Liberals recognize that in order to prosper over the long
term, you need to be able to create wealth and sustain wealth. This
is about sustaining wealth.

I was watching television last night — I think it was last night,
maybe the night before — Outdoor Life Network. They were doing
a nature documentary on Alaska, actually, and they took a moment
to focus on the gold rush in the late 1890s in the Klondike. Two
hundred and fifty thousand people trekked up that mountainside.
You can see it represented on the Alaska licence plate. Two hundred
and fifty thousand people desiring to strike it rich, to find gold,
trekked up that mountainside. Countless numbers of them died
trying to reach the goal. Of those 250,000 would-be prospectors,
would-be gold diggers, only 800 ever struck it rich.

This is about broader, deeper, more sustainable wealth. This is
about getting us to a position as a province where we have sufficient
wealth in our heritage savings trust fund, in our postsecondary
education endowment fund, and in our other funds to generate
wealth, to generate, as far as the income that the heritage savings
trust fund is concerned, sustainable wealth to run the province’s
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year-over-year, month-over-month, day-to-day operations so that we
don’t have to take money — $2,000, roughly, per capita per taxpayer
per year — above and beyond what we raise from normal revenue
streams, the revenue streams that all other jurisdictions have. We
don’t have to take from nonrenewable resource revenues and top it
up because that’s kind of like going to your line of credit every
month to supplement your income until one day you wake up and
you discover that your line of credit is maxed out and the bank won’t
give you any more.

I don’t spend much time worrying about the prospect of this
province running out of oil and gas. I suppose it could happen in my
lifetime. I suppose there’s a greater chance that it could happen in
my children’s lifetime. There’s probably a very good chance that it
could happen in my grandchildren’s lifetime if we continued
consuming fossil fuels on this planet at the current rate. But you
know, Mr. Speaker, that’s not going to happen. That’s not going to
happen.

You may have seen on the weekend that the European Union has
decided to make a concerted effort over the next 15 years to generate
I think it was 30 per cent of their energy needs from renewable
sources. In this province especially we should take that as a warning
to adjust our priorities because the way in which we will run out of
nonrenewable resource revenues is not because there’s no more oil
in the ground in Alberta but because the rest of the world isn’t
interested in buying our oil. So it stays in the ground where it’s
worth nothing if we can’t find somebody to sell it to or something to
make out of it that’s value-added to put down the pipeline, quote,
unquote, to sell to markets elsewhere.

I would come back to the leader of the third party again and
suggest that, you know, if he has a problem that we don’t have an
endowment fund in this particular act, in this particular bill, for
renewable energy in some form or other, he could move an amend-
ment there. I don’t know how it’ll fare in the House, but he could
certainly try. I for one would certainly listen to his ideas on that.

Regardless of what you do in the normal course of daily business
to promote the development of exportable renewable energy
technology and sources that will ultimately replace the nonrenew-
able energy that we sell around the world, it is vital that we move off
our dependence on nonrenewable resource revenues to fund the day-
to-day business of living in this great province. This bill, Bill 201,
does that and so much more, Mr. Speaker.

4:20

This bill will create, I think, if given half a chance, the world-
leading postsecondary education culture. This bill will create an
arts, social sciences, and humanities fund, which is the piece of the
puzzle in this province that’s missing. We endow science. We
endow engineering. We endow medicine. We don’t endow the
social sciences and humanities yet, and we need to do that. As my
colleague the Leader of the Official Opposition described so
eloquently a few minutes ago, this bill presents an orderly, if
completely nonsexy, blueprint for taking care of our infrastructure
deficit. But this bill allows this province — and I would invite
members of all parties to try to get past their respective ideologies
and see the vision — to prosper in perpetuity.

Mr. Speaker, I would urge members of all parties to move
amendments to specific clauses in the bill that they may think are not
perfect or perhaps aren’t perfect. We’re human on this side of the
House too; we don’t get it perfect every time. But I would urge all
members to vote in favour of this bill in second reading. We’ll take
it on to committee. We’ll see where it goes from there. We’ll work
collaboratively, and I think that together we can produce a piece of

legislation that will make for a magnificent 21st century for the
province of Alberta.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Government House Leader,
followed by the Official Opposition House Leader.

Mr. Hancock: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’'m pleased to be able
to rise and enter into debate on Bill 201. I was a little miffed that the
hon. Leader of the Opposition in introducing his remarks refused to
refer to my leadership campaign platform and the good things that
I was suggesting we do, but I’ll assume that that was just an
oversight and not an intentional slight on his part.

I think, Mr. Speaker, that as part of this debate it’s important to
reference the good work that’s happened. Last year I think was the
25th year of the establishment of the Alberta Heritage Foundation
for Medical Research. It’s a good model. It’s a great model. It
shows what can happen with foresight, and we are now reaping the
benefits in Alberta of that fund having been set up and having
grown.

A few years ago the Alberta ingenuity fund, as it’s called
colloquially, was set up, the engineering and science research fund,
and funded to the tune of, I think, $500 million. Then only a couple
of years ago the commitment was made to top up the science and
engineering fund, recognizing the value and the power of that fund
to Alberta and Albertans, to add to the ingenuity fund, and to
establish a fund that I’'m very, very proud of: the access to the future
fund, and establish it with a clear commitment to having it reach $3
billion so that on an ongoing basis, when it’s fully funded, $145
million would be available for a number of very significant purposes
to advance education in our province.

In setting up that fund and having the debate around Bill 1 at that
time that set up that fund, there was clear discussion about whether
there should be a cap on the fund and the purposes of the fund. But
the reality is that establishing the fund and putting the approximately
$1 billion that’s in the fund now has clearly created an appetite in
this province for people to make a commitment to advanced
education, recognizing that most of the advanced education institu-
tions that are respected around the world as being at the pre-
eminence of their field have significant endowment funds behind
them.

So I for one am a big proponent of the access to the future fund,
and I would freely say that, in my humble opinion, the $3 billion is
astart not a finish. It’s a start. It’s a place that we should be aiming
at and saying that we want to get there. My hope is that we will
build such pressure from private donors in the province and from
people who value education, who want to see this succeed, that
people will be stepping forward and insisting that that fund go above
$3 billion. Butit’s important to have a target. It’s important to have
a target in there.

So I wanted to rise and just reference the fact that we have a good
start in this province. The heritage savings trust fund is a good start.
Now with the debt paid off, the commitment to inflation-proof the
heritage savings trust fund, and in the last two years additional
tranches of $1 billion each transferred into that heritage savings trust
fund: a good start. The Heritage Foundation for Medical Research,
an absolutely stellar model. The ingenuity fund, which is growing
into its own as we speak and will be providing in the same manner
as the heritage medical research fund did, will be providing real
opportunities for the future of Albertans, moving Alberta into a
knowledge-based economy, making it possible for us to grow that
economy and that society beyond the carbon base that we have now
and into a knowledge base in so many fields.
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I would agree — in fact, I’ve said it publicly; I said it during the
campaign last fall, and I’ll say it again at every opportunity that I
have — that we need a third piece to that stool: that humanities, social
sciences, and the arts endowment fund. We should have that, in my
opinion. That’s not government policy at the moment. But that’s a
piece that’s needed because just as we need to advance our knowl-
edge in engineering and science, just as we need to advance our
knowledge in medicine, we need to be looking at issues in the social
sciences area. We need to be able to do more research than the
centre for family research can do with its modest funding now in the
area of family violence, in the area of how we help children develop,
as well as certainly the other side of that, in supporting the arts and
making sure that we understand that the arts are important.

So those are important things that we could move forward to do.
I certainly have supported those in the past and will support those in
the future. I have supported in the past the idea of an energy and
environment endowment, which could be a part of the ingenuity
fund or perhaps a rural development endowment, using the money
that we obtain today, not income but selling our assets, the oil and
gas assets that belong to not just current Albertans but also future
Albertans. The money that we get for those assets is a replacement
asset and should be treated as such and should be husbanded and
should be used as a resource to help build the future of the province.

So in saying all that, I would look at Bill 201 and say that there
are some things in here that really bring forward, as the Leader of
the Official Opposition in his opening remarks indicated, ideas that
have been championed and championed well by members of this
government as we talk about the future of the province.

Now, there was some suggestion in remarks earlier that there was
alack of'a plan. Mr. Speaker, that offends me because this province
has a 20-year strategic plan. That 20-year strategic plan does talk
about the future of this province, and it talks about how we need to
develop that knowledge-based economy: “Unleashing Innovation;
Leading in Learning; Competing in a Global Marketplace; and
Making Alberta the Best Place to Live, Work and Visit.” There are
so many elements of that 20-year strategic plan that are important,
but making use of the resources that we have today and translating
it into a knowledge economy for tomorrow and a society tomorrow
which engenders respect, which looks into the issues that we need to
deal with. Whether it’s medical research or science and engineering
research or family violence and social sciences research, whether it’s
championing the arts to make this the kind of place where we want
to live, those are all very important.

So why then, Mr. Speaker, having said all that, will I not be
supporting Bill 201? Well, I will not be supporting Bill 201 because
one shouldn’t do indirectly what one can’t do directly. This is in
effect a money bill. This is a bill which is suggesting how resources
which come into the province of Alberta, into the government of
Alberta coffers, should be allocated, and that would be a money bill.
This is a bill to direct a bill. This bill doesn’t set up any of the
funds. It suggests that a bill should be brought forward in the next
session.

So the Leader of the Official Opposition actually steps outside the
purpose of private members’ bills to say that this is a bill from our
caucus. Well, it’s not a bill from caucus. It’s a private member’s
bill, and it’s a bill being brought forward by a private member
although the Leader of the Official Opposition, but it’s in essence a
bill to create a bill. It’s a bill which would purport to tie the hands
of the Legislature by directing it to bring in a bill and setting out
some of the elements that should be in the bill. So I’'m not sure what
would happen if the bill that came in didn’t match the bill that was
directing it to come in. It’s a very convoluted way to achieve public
policy. Itis a good way — and I commend the Leader of the Official

Opposition for finding this convoluted methodology — to raise some
important public policy issues, which I hope we will be discussing
in great detail after the tabling of the budget on April 19, very, very
important issues about how we use the resources of Albertans that
we obtain from the sale of our natural resources and how we use
them to help build the future of this province. That’s a very, very
important discussion and one which merits a broader discussion than
what is provided for in the confines of a private member’s bill and
particularly a private member’s bill with this limited a scope.

4:30

So with those remarks, Mr. Speaker, I’d say that I absolutely love
the access to the future fund, wouldn’t want to necessarily change its
name, but that would just be a private concern. It’s going to have a
huge impact on the future of this province. I think we should be
building it, and I hope we build it past the $3 billion to a much larger
fund.

The humanities, social sciences, and the arts concept. Not a new
concept. I’ve discussed that with the new president of the University
of Alberta, Indira Samarasekera. In fact, she mentioned it in her
induction speech when she was sworn in as president of the Univer-
sity of Alberta. So that’s not an idea that’s new to the Official
Opposition. It’s an idea which has been discussed and which, in my
view, is a great idea.

The apportioning of funds. I think there should be a policy. I've
heard the Minister of Finance indicate that we will be bringing
forward a policy with respect to apportioning of funds, so that’s not
a new idea.

The question of the humanities, social sciences, and the arts fund.
Why you’d limit it to that amount I’m not sure. The fact of the
matter is that this government has provided leadership over its time.
It provided leadership in setting up the heritage medical research
fund, which has proved to be extremely valuable. It has provided
leadership in setting up the ingenuity fund, the cancer fund, the
access to the future fund, and there’s so much more.

The Acting Speaker: The Official Opposition House Leader,
followed by the hon. Member for Cypress-Medicine Hat.

Ms Blakeman: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I’'m really
pleased to be able to get up in this Assembly and speak in support of
Bill 201. I had a part in developing the policy which became this
bill, and I am really delighted to see it come into this Legislative
Assembly. 1 hope that we will get the support of government
because as anumber of them have mentioned, they really like what’s
in this bill. I’'m sure we can get them to support it because it’s such
a good idea.

Mr. Speaker, as an Albertan I want to see the oil and gas, the
nonrenewable natural resource revenue, in this province be an
opportunity and continue to be an opportunity for all Albertans into
eternity. [ want to see that prosperity be perpetual. Whether we are
talking about oil and gas revenues reducing because the resource
itself is depleting or because there’s no demand for it, even in the
government’s own figures they are anticipating and planning for that
reduction in revenue. As it stands right now, that oil and gas is
coming right out of the ground, and we’re spending it as fast as it
comes. There is no savings plan in place.

That’s why I am so keen on the ideas that are embedded in this
Bill 201. It does allow us to address that sustainability gap between
how much other revenue we are raising and how much we are
spending for every person in Alberta. That sustainability gap is the
difference that we are basically subsidizing with nonrenewable
resource revenue, and we need to stop doing that. We need to be
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able to find a way to replace that money and make it perpetual as an
opportunity for us.

I want to see that money go into an endowment fund for the
infrastructure to address, and that’s to address a lot of the problems
that have been identified by the opposition for choices that the
government has made. It certainly paid off a cash debt, but in doing
S0, it created an infrastructure debt, a human services debt, a long-
term care debt, a homelessness debt. There have been a number of
other ways that that cash debt was paid, and we’re now seeing that
come up in a number of these other debts and deficits.

Included in this Bill 201 is the idea of an infrastructure fund to pay
back and to get our infrastructure up to speed, which is perfectly
appropriate. We’re a very wealthy province. We should have the
best, and I want to see us have the best. Why wouldn’t we have
good roads and excellent bridges in good repair and long-term care
centres that are bright and lively and offer dignity to those that live
there? That’s exactly the kind of thing that we should be doing.

I’'m delighted to see the postsecondary education fund that is
anticipated in our policy and in this bill. The Minister of Health and
Wellness referred to the president of the University of Alberta’s
inaugural address, where she was talking about the possibilities for
that university and how she’d like to see it placed in the top 20
universities in North America. You know, with a fund like this, that
could happen, and that makes that possibility much more real to me,
and I would really like to see that go ahead.

There’s been quite a bit of talk on the other side about the access
to the future fund. The problem with that is that it never got the
funding that it was supposed to get, and it seems to be sort of
languishing there. It’s just not an active, viable, forward-moving
fund. This one is. It continues to have money put into it, and it’s
uncapped, so we really could have all centres of excellence in our
postsecondary institutions. We’re not limiting that to our universi-
ties but also to our colleges, to our institutes of technology, even to
apprenticeship programs, which are also a form of postsecondary
learning opportunity. So very exciting in what we could do to
educate our population, and that in itself becomes a non resource-
based opportunity for the future.

When we talk about exploring other sources of revenue and other
things that we could be doing in this province that aren’t so directly
reliant on oil and gas revenue, here’s a way of creating that and of
pouring into that knowledge-based economy that everyone says is
now and is the future, so that’s an excellent part of this.

The heritage fund, of course, is very important to all ofus. It’s an
integral part of who we think of as ourselves, as Albertans, and I
approve absolutely of the money going into that fund and the
opportunities it creates for us. But, Mr. Speaker, it will be no
surprise to you to learn that my favourite part of this proposal is the
humanities, social sciences, and arts endowment fund. I was very
proud of my colleagues for working on this idea and recognizing that
there are certainly existing endowment funds and endowments of
chairs at our various universities for maths and sciences and various
other kinds of research and even, as the Minister of Health and
Wellness indicated, the Alberta heritage fund for medical research,
but we do not support specific endowments for social sciences, the
humanities, and the arts.

It’s very hard to get people to step up to the plate and underwrite
or encourage philosophy or romance languages or social services
and the various studies that go into that and, of course, the arts, the
fine crafts and fine arts. They are an excellent opportunity for us in
Alberta both to create a better quality of life for us but also as a very
active participant in the economy. Money into the arts stays in
Alberta. It doesn’t leave and go home in the pockets of oil compa-
nies that go back to the States. Money into the arts stays in Alberta,

and all kinds of opportunities could be created through that fund.

For example, we have talked in the Alberta Liberals about our
commitment to doubling the funding to the arts, and we’re actually
looking at the possibility and feasibility of tripling the funding to the
arts. You look at the additional money that would be generated out
of this fund every year, and we’re looking at an additional $28
million a year. So now you can really set your imagination on fire
for the possibilities of things, like more public art.

4:40

I was in Saskatoon a year ago, and I was really interested to see
that on almost every street corner in their downtown area they have
public art. I look around Edmonton, Calgary, Medicine Hat,
Lethbridge, Red Deer, Grande Prairie, Fort McMurray. I’ve been in
all those cities in the last year. Almost none. I can’t remember any
public art with the exception of the Famous Five sculpture outside
the special arts centre in Calgary and the EPCOR Centre for the
Performing Arts in Calgary and a few here on the grounds of the
Legislature.

Imagine if we had a sculpture park here at the Legislature. That
kind of thing becomes possible when we look at an endowment fund
that would include the arts. Although we have put a cap on it for
now, I remain hopeful that we will be able to lift that cap at some
point. In the meantime I think artists could also tap into the money
that’s available out of the opportunity fund, which of course is
available for anybody with great ideas about how to make our
province even better.

So I am very much in support of this. This has been a grassroots
process that has come together from my caucus members being out
in the public and looking at what people wanted. They wanted a
plan. They wanted to know that there was going to be perpetual
opportunity and, hopefully, prosperity that was coming from our
nonrenewable resource revenues, and they wanted to see savings that
would continue to pay off for us. I think we’ve satisfied all of that,
and obviously we listened very carefully to the desire for support for
postsecondary education, for infrastructure, for the heritage fund, for
the arts and humanities, and that special fund, the opportunity fund,
just to fire our imaginations.

It’s interesting to me the way the government members have
responded to this because none of them have been able to really find
anything to criticize out of it, but they’re very quick to try and take
credit for what’s in here or to try and pretend that it is modelled after
one of their funds.

I look forward to everyone’s support. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Cypress-Medicine Hat,
followed by the hon. Member for Edmonton-McClung.

Mr. Mitzel: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s a pleasure to contribute
to second reading debate on Bill 201, the Funding Alberta’s Future
Act, sponsored by the hon. Leader of the Official Opposition. The
intent of this legislation is commendable. Saving for Alberta’s
future is an integral part of ensuring that our province remains
vibrant for many generations to come. Fortunately, we’ve always
taken saving for the future seriously in Alberta. Mr. Speaker, we
have the Alberta heritage savings trust fund, the access to the future
fund, the sustainability fund, the Alberta heritage medical research
fund, the Alberta cancer legacy fund, and numerous other endow-
ments and funds. The value of these funds is tens of billions of
dollars, dollars which can be used to improve the future of all
Albertans.

Bill 201 seeks to build upon the government of Alberta’s track
record of saving prudently for our future. I support the intent of his
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bill. We have another proud tradition in Alberta, a practice of
consulting the public on issues of importance. Gathering the
thoughts and perspectives of Albertans is important in order to
formulate policy that is representative of their needs. This govern-
ment believes that we must continue to engage Albertans. For
example, the government has launched the Affordable Housing Task
Force. This government is also committed to a safe communities
and policing task force. These task forces will seek the opinions of
all Albertans on issues of great importance to the future of the
province before implementing solutions to these challenges.

In addition to this, the government of Alberta is carrying forward
with the land-use framework. This initiative will be an opportunity
for the government to consult with Albertans and develop strategies
to manage Alberta’s land base. While Bill 201 is consistent with this
government’s intent to plan for the future, I have reservations
because I believe that it is not consistent with our practice of
consulting with Albertans. The ingenuity of our people is our
greatest resource. In order to maximize the potential of this
resource, we must consult with Albertans regularly on issues of
importance. Bill 201 contains no mechanisms for consulting with
Albertans. Rather, it recommends that changes be implemented
carte blanche.

This government is also committed to openness and transparency.
That means inviting Albertans to participate in the democratic
process. I believe that it is most productive to implement these
changes publicly rather than through the closed processes called for
by this bill. I don’t believe that we can implement such sweeping
legislation without first engaging in a full and thorough consultation
process with Albertans, a process that is open and transparent.
Therefore, I urge my hon. colleagues to defer support until such time
as this process can be completed.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-McClung,
followed by the hon. Member for Calgary-Lougheed.

Mr. Elsalhy: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 1, too, rise to speak in favour
of Bill 201, the bill sponsored by the hon. Leader of the Official
Opposition, Funding Alberta’s Future Act.

Let me start by saying that this is not a surplus policy, Mr.
Speaker. It is a revenue policy. The government side in the debate
has highlighted the fact that they’re now working on a surplus
policy, and they’re urging members of the opposition and members
of the public to stay tuned because this policy is coming down and
it should be great. What I’m saying is that we’ve already had our
surplus policy more than 18 months ago, and now we have graduated
and grown towards our own revenue policy to have a plan for this
province, something that did not exist for at least the last 10 years.
We are working on having a plan that incorporates surpluses, and it
also incorporates revenues. So we’re doing both things at the same
time versus the government, who is now playing catch-up. They are
now coming down with a surplus policy, and maybe two and a half
years or three years from now they would have a revenue policy in
place.

The second point I would like to make, Mr. Speaker, which was
mentioned before, is that 40 of the hon. members in the government
caucus backed Mr. Jim Dinning when he was seeking the Tory
throne. Now, I am confident that they didn’t all support him because
he was just the front-runner in that race or he was the person with
the most money or because he had the most volunteers on the
ground. I’m hoping that the majority of them supported him because
of his policies and because of where he stands on the issues, not
simply because some of them were promised cabinet posts or

committee chairmanships. I hope some of them took the time to
check his policies and see, for example, that he advocated putting 30
per cent of the nonrenewable resource revenue into a savings
account for the future in regular years and 50 per cent in boom years.

Also, Mr. Peter Lougheed, who basically established the Tory
dynasty, was on the record advocating and supporting something
similar to what we’re proposing here, basically putting 30 per cent
of all oil and gas revenues, including our share of oil sands net
profits, into the fund, into a savings account.

Again, these are two supposedly respected individuals, one who
slayed the deficit, who was Treasurer when the on-paper debt was
eliminated, and then the other person, who established the Tory
dynasty, both of them speaking in favour of our idea: 30 per cent of
nonrenewable resources going into a savings account for the future.
So my challenge to those 40 people across is: if you believed in
Jim’s fiscal policies and if you like where he stood on that particular
issue, then I urge you to speak.

It is really surprising that so far, Mr. Speaker, only three of the
government MLAs signalled their desire to participate in this debate.
Isn’t securing Alberta’s future a priority for all of us? Are those
members not concerned about the future and what legacy we leave
to our kids and their kids? Are most of them only concerned about
their re-election chances? Is talk about resource policies and talk
about savings for the future only sexy and attractive during election
campaigns, when we need to engage and stimulate and impress
citizens of this province, but once they’re here under the dome, then
it’s no longer sexy or attractive? Should the province continue on its
course to certain destruction? Should we as legislators allow this
government to continue with its addiction to nonrenewable energy
resources? Should we allow this government to keep throwing
money at problems, to use band-aids and analgesics, to run our
affairs like there’s no tomorrow? Should we let them do that?
Where is the plan? Where is the long-term, sustainable vision?

The hon. Government House Leader and minister of health started
his debate by complaining about how the Leader of the Opposition
ignored mentioning this minister’s Tory leadership campaign and the
promises it contained. My question, after having listened to his
remarks, is simply this. Are these topics only of interest and of
importance because certain members of the government caucus were
seeking the leadership, were hoping to become Premier? Where
does he stand on the issue now versus three months ago? Does he
not think that we need to invest in Alberta’s future?

4:50

The other thing is that Bill 201 is not convoluted, as the hon.
minister indicated, and even if it were, Mr. Speaker, I am sure that
he has enough staff in his department and enough staff in the
Minister of Finance’s department to explain it line by line to him and
show him the merit and show him the great potential that we are
throwing away here. We can also give him a briefing on this. If he
was sincere and if the Premier was sincere in signalling that the
Premier and his cabinet are open to listening to the opposition and
working with the opposition for the benefit of all Albertans, here is
their chance. We can actually tell him why we think this bill is
useful and why we think this is something that is overdue, but it’s
not done yet. We can actually salvage some of this prosperity and
put it to good use for our kids and their kids.

Now, I'm also reminded that the hon. government whip is
switched off during private members’ business. The hon. House
leader was talking about the definition of private member’s bill, and
he was challenging the Leader of the Opposition, you know, as to
why all members of his caucus are supportive of his idea. The
answer is: we are supportive because it makes sense. In making this
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remark, I am also comparing ourselves to members of the govern-
ment caucus. [ said that only three of them participated in the
debate, and I am really not sure if more of them will be participating
later.

Members of the caucus opposite have indicated to me on several
occasions that during private members’ business their whip is
switched off, that they treat private members’ business as a free vote.
So when [ basically questioned why they always seem to vote the
same way and they always seem to vote against private members’
business originating from the opposition, one jokingly told me that
they all think alike. Another time the hon. Minister of Justice
jokingly mentioned that they do it to protect us from ourselves, and
that’s basically the attitude that we have to put an end to, Mr.
Speaker. This is the attitude that nothing good could come from the
opposition side and that the government knows it all and the puck
stops there. They basically know it all, and there’s no use for the
opposition.

My challenge to them is: if certainly the whip is not on, then
maybe more of them should be speaking. The whip is on to prevent
them from speaking or to make sure that they speak in a certain way,
that they all agree. So I think that they should really not allow
ideology to stand in the way of good debate, and I think that if
they’re true to their promise that they’re going to listen to the
opposition and work with the opposition, as signalled by the
Premier, then I think they should allow this bill to move on to the
next stage of debate, which is the Committee of the Whole, to now
be able to give it the attention that it deserves and to go through it
line by line and see where things could be improved, where things
could be made better. I think that is the role of private members’
business, and we should really emphasize it.

There’s also a saying, Mr. Speaker, that tomorrow, today will be
yesterday. 1 don’t want as an individual and as a legislator, as a
member of this esteemed House, to leave tomorrow to be too late, to
be yesterday, a distant yesterday, where our children are going to
question us and say: why did you fritter it away, and where is the
money?

Everyone in this House should really vote for Bill 201 in second
reading, and then if the government side remains silent for the most
part, like I mentioned, or if they speak to just blindly oppose it, then
I’d be reminded of another saying which I ran across the other day,
and it says: a zebra cannot change its stripes. If the Premier was
sincere in his pledge to listen to us and work with us, then I urge
hon. members of his caucus to do the same.

If we have time, I would maybe go through some of the math
that’s incorporated into this just to prove to the hon. Government
House Leader that it is not convoluted or hard to understand. In
1992-93 and comparing it to 2005-2006, this interval here, the
population has risen slightly, by more than 25 per cent, from 2.66
million to 3.33 million. Per capita revenues and per capita spending
for that same period, ’92-93 to *05-06, were basically $4,542 and
$6,611. That was at the beginning of this interval, and that’s the
year the hon. former Premier took over. In2005-2006 the per capita
revenues and spending went up to $6,361 and $8,500.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Lougheed,
followed by the hon. Member for Edmonton-Decore.

Mr. Rodney: Well, thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It is indeed
apleasure to rise to speak to Bill 201, Funding Alberta’s Future Act.
I know that I’ve had my name in to speak for a little while, and I
think there may be one or two government members who are yet to
come. I salute the hon. Member for Edmonton-McClung. I have a

lot of respect for him, but perhaps being patient would reveal that
there are others on both sides of this House who are very anxious to
speak to this bill.

That indeed is part of the theme of my remarks here today. The
act does propose to create a funding Alberta’s future account of the
general revenue fund, and 30 per cent of the nonrenewable resource
revenues will be directed into the account. Funds from the account
would be distributed as follows: 35 per cent to Alberta heritage trust
fund, 35 per cent to a new postsecondary endowment fund to replace
the access to the future fund, 25 per cent directed to the capital
account, and 5 per cent to a humanities, social sciences, and arts
endowment. Once the fund reaches half a billion dollars, funds will
be allocated to an opportunity fund, and its purpose will be devel-
oped in consultation with Albertans.

Mr. Speaker, this indeed is very laudable as Bill 201 does lay out
one manner of managing Alberta’s prosperity. While building up
endowments can sustain spending over the long term, it’s worth
noting that Bill 201 is not the way I think our prosperity should be
managed.

Governing is about setting priorities and getting results. The hon.
Premier has set priorities, and we’re working on delivering results;
for example, governing with integrity and transparency, which
includes finding more efficient ways of delivering government
services to Albertans; number two, managing growth pressures,
which includes controlling spending and getting the best value for
tax dollars, setting out a long-term capital plan, investing $400
million to address the issues related to the growth in Fort McMurray
region; number three, improving quality of life, including making
postsecondary education more accessible and a community spirit
fund, which will match charitable donations; number four, providing
safe and secure communities; and number five, building a stronger
Alberta, which includes long-term funding commitment to munici-
palities of $1.4 billion, upgrading our resources to sustain economic
growth, supporting nanotechnology, which has the potential to
transform the world as we know it.

Mr. Speaker, I think it’s clear. The government’s plan is a clear
plan, and it will benefit every Albertan. It will preserve our current
prosperity, and it will allow for greater prosperity for our children
and our grandchildren generations beyond. Perhaps the hon.
member is just a little impatient. This is only the third day of the
legislative session, and a budget will be tabled on April 19, laying
out the fiscal plan for 2007-2008. The hon. Leader of the Opposi-
tion has presented his plan, and I’ve spoken about the government’s
plan.

It’s very clear. The government plan addresses the issues that
Albertans would like to see addressed. The Minister of Finance was
mandated to consult with Albertans on Budget 2007 and table it. He
was also mandated to lead a financial investment and planning
commission, and I’m confident that these objectives will indeed be
met. We have a strong starting point to move forward from. The
government has a strong fiscal position, and Bill 201 is simply not
required because the Alberta government will have close to $45
billion in net assets as of March 31, 2007, and in all sincerity this is
a position that no other jurisdiction is currently in. Our capital plan
commits over $13 billion over the next three years to build roads,
schools, and hospitals.

5:00

An Hon. Member: How much?

Mr. Rodney: That’s $13 billion. Thanks for asking.

The access to the future fund is transforming our postsecondary
system and is encouraging innovation.

Mr. Speaker, I believe that everyone in the House and everyone
in this province would agree that we have a great situation, and I
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think many beyond our borders are very glad for us or envious,
depending on what part of the spectrum they’re on. I think it’s very
clear that it’s the opposite of government complacency. It’s a
government that is acting with a plan. Government has been prudent
with its resource revenue, endowments have been established, and
infrastructure has been built.

For these reasons I cannot support Bill 201. Thank you very
much.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Decore.

Mr. Bonko: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. It is my privilege to be
able to speak to Bill 201, Funding Alberta’s Future Act. The Alberta
Liberals are thinking about the future, something we were accused
of last session by the Member for Athabasca-Redwater, something
which Albertans have been waiting for for a long time, and I quote:
only the Liberals would think about something that might happen in
the future. In 2004 the Alberta Liberals campaigned on a surplus
policy where all surpluses would be allocated, 35 per cent into the
heritage fund, a fund which was envisioned by a great Albertan at
one point, great visionaries who looked to the future of Alberta,
something that Alberta has been lacking for some time until now.

Getting back to where the surplus would be directed: 35 per cent
to a postsecondary endowment fund to ensure that we hope to have
and should have a well-educated population today and tomorrow.
With the increase in the amount it costs a student today, it’s no
wonder this government is trying to give newborns a head start with
their $500 for every baby born. We recognize that because we’ve
been meeting with postsecondary students for the last little while.
When they’re coming out after graduation with bills in excess of
$160,000, where are they going to be able to start? Where is their
future when they’re paying off . . . [interjection] Yeah. Exactly.
Where is the advantage?

They’re going to need a big, bold plan from this government.
Thus the 35 per cent will be welcomed to offset the climbing costs
for students in the future.

The Alberta Liberals will save 25 per cent into capital investment,
eliminating Alberta’s infrastructure, which continues to grow beyond
most municipalities’ capabilities. It’s evident when you drive down
the roads; they’re getting poorer and poorer. I’m not just referring
to Fort McMurray, which recently received $400 million, a save-the-
MLA fund, but it was needed infrastructure. In Edmonton and
Calgary we need that money just as well. The NDs will have to take
our word for it because they’re just going to be able to park their
cars soon.

The last of the 5 per cent will go to the Alberta arts endowment
fund, which would support the humanities, social sciences, and arts,
which would cap at $500 million. Instead of the artists going cap in
hand, they’d be able to make a living. I would mention that the 5
per cent does not include horse racing. Some consider this to be an
art in motion. I would disagree. This would be for real artists here
in Alberta. All Albertans would benefit from this bill, something we
could brag about, something we haven’t been able to brag about for
a long time.

We talk about advantage, and we talk about consultation. Let’s
talk about the cheques. There was no consultation there. It was at
awhim. Albertans got $1.2 million and absolutely nothing to show
for it. There was no consultation there. There was no consultation
in the trade, investment, and labour agreement known as TILMA.
No consultation there either. So when we talk about consultation,
let’s remember what we did in the past here.

Bill 201 is offering that in 13 years we could be giving Albertans
an advantage, something they’re lacking today. That must be why

we no longer hear the catchphrase, the Alberta advantage. It isn’t
there. It doesn’t exist anymore. You just have to go out and look for
it; it isn’t there. Homelessness continues to grow. Affordable
housing is lacking; people can’t pay the rent. That’s the advantage.
It’s hard to say that when it isn’t the case.

This bill would be welcomed by Albertans because it’s a real plan
for real issues that matter. Mr. Speaker, we the Alberta Liberals
have been doing a lot of consultation around the province, and
people have said that at the end of the day there needs to be a plan.
There needs to be long-term sustainability in funding as well as
where we’re spending our monies. This plan does address this.

So I’'m going to sit down, and I’'m going to hear the rest of the
input that other members may have. Iknow the time is getting near,
and I do want to hear some obvious support from the other side
because this is a plan that benefits all Albertans. It doesn’t matter
what side it came from. This is the issue. It came from a nonparti-
san person here. We want to make sure that we respect and promote
all views from all Albertans, and this would certainly capture that.

Thank you.

The Acting Speaker: Are there any others who want to participate
in the debate?

Seeing none, the hon. Member for Edmonton-Riverview to close
debate.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Well, I do appreciate those who
spoke today and participated in the debate: the Member for Leduc-
Beaumont-Devon, the Member for Edmonton-Whitemud, the
Member for Cypress-Medicine Hat, and the Member for Calgary-
Lougheed, as well as so many members of the Alberta Liberal
caucus. I guess the leader of the New Democrat caucus spoke as
well.

The importance of this bill I don’t think can be overstated, and
there were variations on a theme in some of the comments that came
up, even from the government side, including those of the Member
for Edmonton-Whitemud. A number of concerns were raised.
Certainly, if this bill passes through second reading into Committee
of the Whole, we would be prepared to entertain and discuss
amendments. We’re always open to that. As we made clear, we
don’t have a monopoly on good ideas here, so we’re prepared to
discuss amendments. Perhaps there needs to be consultation. I
might point out, however, that consultation isn’t always the way of
this government either, and the approach to TILMA is one recent
example of that.

The process of a private member’s bill, for those on the govern-
ment side who aren’t aware of it, precludes us from doing anything
more direct than we do in this piece of legislation. So the comments
from the Government House Leader on why this is a convoluted
process are uninformed on that particular account. We had to do
what we had to do to get the bill to the floor, and our hands are tied.
Nonetheless, it’s clear to everybody who reads the bill what the
intention of the bill is and what the achievements of the bill would
be.

So [ urge all members of the Assembly to support this bill. It’s the
kind of bill that will free Alberta’s public services from the roller-
coaster ride of a resource-based economy. It will put us on a
sustainable fiscal foundation for the future. It will establish a
postsecondary endowment fund that will allow Alberta’s technical
schools and colleges and universities to reach heights unachieved in
the history of this province and, indeed, in the history of this
country. It will allow us systematically to deal with the infrastruc-
ture debt. It will allow an endowment fund for the humanities,
social sciences, and arts to take its place alongside engineering and
medicine and the sciences.
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So, Mr. Speaker, I commend this — I commend this — to the people
of this Assembly. It represents hard work. It represents a great deal
of research. It represents support and analysis from acclaimed
economists as well as acclaimed business leaders, who think the
work that’s done in this is solid, farsighted, and visionary. So I turn
to each and every one of you in this Assembly, some of you who
support these notions in principle and, indeed, have supported them
in detail, and I ask you, when the time comes, to stand in favour of
this legislation.

Thank you.

[The voice vote indicated that the motion for second reading lost]

[Several members rose calling for a division. The division bell was
rung at 5:09 p.m.]

[Ten minutes having elapsed, the Assembly divided]
[Mr. Shariff in the chair]

For the motion:

Blakeman Elsalhy Taft
Bonko Miller, R. Taylor
Chase Swann

5:20

Against the motion:

Ady Graydon Mitzel
Brown Groeneveld Morton

Cao Haley Oberle
Cardinal Hancock Prins
Danyluk Herard Renner
Doerksen Hinman Rodney
Ducharme Horner Rogers
Eggen Jablonski Strang
Evans Liepert VanderBurg
Fritz Melchin Zwozdesky
Totals: For -8 Against — 30

[Motion for second reading of Bill 201 lost]
The Acting Speaker: The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.

Mr. Renner: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. [ would like to move
that given the hour, we call it 5:30 and adjourn until 8 this evening.

[Motion carried; the Assembly adjourned at 5:22 p.m.]
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Legislative Assembly of Alberta

Title: Monday, March 12,2007
Date: 07/03/12
[The Deputy Speaker in the chair]

8:00 p.m.

The Deputy Speaker: Please be seated.

head: Motions Other than Government Motions

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Fort.

Internship Positions for Immigrants

501. Mr. Cao moved:
Be it resolved that the Legislative Assembly urge the govern-
ment to create additional short-term internship positions
within the government of Alberta to assist qualified immi-
grants who seek work experience for the first time in Canada.

Mr. Cao: Well, thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I’'m very
pleased to present Motion 501. The motive for this is very simple.
This motion’s aim is to help new Canadians establish themselves in
Canada by creating opportunities for their first Canadian work
experience with the introduction of additional short-term internship
positions within the government of Alberta.

It is initially challenging to find work in Canada for any new
Canadian. Employers always ask for Canadian work experience,
and employers prefer to hire people with previous Canadian work
experience. So many of my constituents and many Albertans whom
I have encountered over the years have the dilemma that in order to
secure employment, they need previous work experience in Canada.
It’s a catch-22. How can one meet the requirement of previous
Canadian work experience if it is the first time they are applying for
a job in Canada?

Yes, we can help and have helped many new Canadians by
providing training in language, speaking, writing, in job search
techniques, in writing resumés, and job applications. Yes, we can
and have helped new Canadians in qualification assessment and
skills certification. But the bottom line, Mr. Speaker, is that the
most critical component is the real work experience in Canada that
employers require. Employers always ask for Canadian experience,
as | said before, and I have experience in seeing that employers
prefer to hire people with previous Canadian work experience.

Mr. Speaker, to help new, qualified immigrants to gain appropri-
ate, meaningful Canadian work experience for which they are
qualified is very important, and it is the essence of Motion 501. It
encourages other levels of governments and the private sector to do
the same by setting an example with the government of Alberta.
Helping immigrants use their skills to reach their full potential, to
their highest productivity level is the purpose of Motion 501.

We also see that we need to help to develop Alberta in terms of
human resources, help to meet the labour market needs of the future.
As we all know, we have experienced unprecedented growth in
Alberta. Addressing the labour force challenges requires interpro-
vincial migration and immigration from outside Canada for appro-
priate skilled workers.

Now, I have seen so many programs and so many immigrant
services in Alberta, in different cities in our province. They have
done a great job. So this motion is just to reinforce that assurance
that we help to introduce new Canadians into the Alberta workforce
as quickly as possible so that we have the productivity out of our
new citizens, and this also helps alleviate the provincial labour
shortage.

Mr. Speaker, all Albertans should have the opportunity to develop
their knowledge, skills, talents to apply themselves to our demanding
labour market. To sustain our growth in Alberta, we require an
adequate supply of workers with the right knowledge and skills.
Currently, the demographic challenges are affecting the province’s
ability to meet the labour force demands for a prosperous economy.

We know that our population is aging. We have a low birth rate,
and we have urbanization, and potential economic growth may be
constrained by our supply of labour. Albertans’ standard of living
and the future opportunity for economic success should not be
jeopardized by the lack of skilled workers. So getting more
immigrants into the workforce would help alleviate staffing pressure
faced by employers.

In managing the growth, the government has the priority. Mr.
Speaker, immigrants must continue to play a role in countering the
projected slowdown of the Alberta labour force growth, and to do
that, the government is working to attract immigrants to Alberta and
retain them here. 1 know that government actively campaigns to
attract out-of-country workers and emphasizes the Alberta advan-
tage, including high quality of life.

Motion 501 could be used as another recruiting tool to attract
immigrants to Alberta. Mr. Speaker, a changing and increasingly
competitive global landscape means that Alberta has to work
diligently to attract and retain knowledgeable, skilful workers. As
you know, many jurisdictions share the urgent need for more skilled
workers, and Alberta will have to clearly differentiate itselfif it is to
be seen as a destination of choice.

The Alberta government also has the priority to improve Alber-
tans’ quality of life. Now, we make sure that the qualified immi-
grants find employment which they are rightfully trained for, suited
to their ability, and that would help to increase the quality of life in
Alberta. Our government also has the priority of building a stronger
Alberta, and I see that Bill 501 could increase the cultural awareness
in the workforce and would be transcended into personal lives and
communities thereafter.

So increasing immigrants in the workforce will also help to build
social cohesion, and providing first-time work experience in Canada
for new Canadians will largely emphasize this point.

I look forward to hearing the debate on this mutually beneficial
proposal. I urge all members of the House to support Motion 501,
and I am looking forward to addressing any comments at the end of
this debate.

I thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Glenora.

Dr. B. Miller: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I stand to respond to
Motion 501. I want to thank the hon. Member for Calgary-Fort for
bringing forward this motion. For me it’s a simple issue of human
rights, and I think that we are all sensitive to issues of human rights
and especially situations in which disadvantaged groups are often the
victims of discrimination in our country.

8:10

Of course, Canada has been a model for the rest of the world in its
commitment to the basic human right that every human being has
intrinsic worth. In fact, it was a great Canadian, John Humphrey,
who had a hand in writing the UN declaration, the universal
declaration of human rights in 1948, recognizing the inherent dignity
and the equal and inalienable rights of all members of the human
family as the foundation of freedom and justice and peace in the
world. So immigrants coming to Canada to live and work are
entitled to freedom, fair treatment, and respect.

Mr. Speaker, it is quite easy to say these words, and there are lots
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of conventions that have been signed by Canada to affirm these
words, but moving them off the page into everyday reality is quite
another matter. In fact, Justice Beverly McLachlin made this
remark: “Formal declarations of equality are not enough to remove
discrimination and exclusion.” We need more than just rights talk.
We need concrete actions. So I recognize that the hon. member is
bringing this motion as a concrete action to put into practice what we
believe about human rights in Canada.

Of course, it can be argued that the Canada in 1867 was born out
of the necessity of recognizing two peoples and two different
languages, so the spirit of tolerance and respect is actually built into
our laws and institutions. Nevertheless, when you look at Canadian
history, you see the old exclusionary thinking coming back again
and again, that sees in the other a threat or someone who is different,
so there’s the whole process of exclusion and discrimination. We
only need to think about the way our aboriginal Canadians have been
treated down through the years, marginalized to the side into special
groups considered separate and not so equal as they live in enclaves
in this country.

Chinese Canadians came to build our railroads and were subjected
to a head tax. Black Canadians came via the underground railroad
to the Maritimes and were cheated of land and forced to work on
public projects like slaves. Ukrainian Canadians were interned in
World War 1. Japanese Canadians were sent to camps during World
War II. Anti-Semitism has led to discriminating practices against
Jewish Canadians throughout our history. So formal declaration of
equality does not translate automatically into inclusion in the
workplace, and that’s what this motion is addressed to, to include
people who might be disadvantaged in our workplace. We have to
again and again create programs to enable disadvantaged groups to
participate in the workplace.

So what we’re talking about here with this Motion 501 is actually
an affirmative action program. We only need to look south of the
border to see many, many years of affirmative action programs to
make sure that all people are included in the workplace. Now, at
first I thought that such a program might not be permitted by section
15 of our Charter of Rights and Freedoms, the famous section on
equality. It’s one of my favourite sections in the Charter, and this
upholds the equality of everyone.

(1) Every individual is equal before and under the law and has the
right to equal protection and equal benefit of the law without
discrimination and, in particular, without discrimination based on
race, national or ethnic origin, colour, religion, sex, age or mental or
physical disability.
So an employer like the provincial government has to be very careful
that it doesn’t put into practice hiring practices that are in any way
discriminative. But then we go on to subsection (2), which says:
Subsection (1) does not preclude any law, program or activity that
has as its object the amelioration of conditions of disadvantaged
individuals or groups including those that are disadvantaged because
of race, national or ethnic origin . . .
And so on. So, Mr. Speaker, actually the Charter adds a section that
interprets this equality statement and affirms that affirmative action
programs are extremely important.

I think the hon. member has already mentioned some references
to the plight of immigrants when they come to Canada. I think the
statistics speak for themselves. I mean, the key word in the Charter
is “disadvantaged.” It seems to me that when you look at the
statistics about immigration — for example, research published by the
Canadian Council on Social Development indicates that 20 per cent
of those who arrived before 1986 lived in poverty for a number of
years after they came here; after 1991, more than 50 per cent.

Actually, recent statistics issued by Statistics Canada state that the
economic situation of new immigrants to Canada at the turn of the

millennium showed no improvement despite the higher levels of
education and higher levels of skill among immigrants coming into
Canada. A recent Statistics Canada report also showed that the
probability of immigrants entering a period of low income was very
high in their first year in Canada. Mr. Speaker, I just wonder in
terms of the development of immigration programs in our country
and in Alberta: what are we saying to immigrants, inviting them to
come to our great province, yet they often enter into a time of dire
poverty when they can’t even find decent housing? So I applaud this
step. This is an important step.

I received an e-mail from a local organization here in Edmonton,
Changing Together: A Centre for Immigrant Women, which states
that many of our women are professionals as medical doctors,
nurses, accountants, lawyers, and teachers from their country of
origin, yet they are the most economically marginalized immigrants
when they come to Edmonton because they cannot find a job in their
specialized field due to the lack of Canadian experience, just what
the hon. member has mentioned: the lack of Canadian experience.
So they can’t get to first base in terms of entering into the workforce.
In terms of opening up the internship program to immigrants, giving
them the Canadian experience that I think they really need and
enabling them to have their skills recognized is, I think, a step in the
right direction. We need this kind of affirmative action program,
and I thank the hon. member for suggesting it.

My only question is that in implementing this program, [ hope that
we’re not just throwing people into the midst of government
bureaucracy, which is difficult to fathom at the best of times, without
some supportive system, some mentorship, without people there.
Obviously, people who have come from another country have
sometimes language problems. There’s a culture shock, so there
need to be mentors in place to help them along the way; otherwise,
the whole idea is going to fail.

We want them to succeed. We want new people coming to
Canada and succeeding, anything we can do to make that happen,
and seeing this as a stepping stone to greater service in the public
sector. So if they get a taste of what it’s like to work in the public
sector, they might consider a whole career in the public sector, and
that’s all to the good. That’s what it’s all about, I think. It’s about
jobs, about participating in the great wealth of Canada. The public
service should be open to all Albertans regardless of their country of
origin, and we must take the right steps to ensure that that happens.

So I support this motion, Mr. Speaker. Thank you.

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Egmont.

Mr. Herard: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I’m pleased to
have been given the opportunity to participate in the discussion
regarding Motion 501, which recommends the implementation of
internship positions within the government of Alberta, specifically
for recent immigrants to the province. 1’d like to thank the hon.
Member for Calgary-Fort for introducing this motion as an opportu-
nity to discuss possible methods of ensuring the success of newcom-
ers.

One of the five major priorities set out by the government of
Alberta is to manage growth by addressing Alberta’s labour shortage
and developing a made-in-Alberta immigration strategy, and we’ve
got some of our most capable ministers working on that as we speak.
The passing of this motion would be a step forward to a made-in-
Alberta immigration strategy, and it would contribute to addressing
the labour shortage within the public sector. However, [ don’t think
that the labour crunch that’s being experienced in Alberta is a
phenomenon unique to the provincial government. This phenome-
non spans the entire private sector.
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I’d like to note that what this motion would not necessarily
achieve is provide immigrants with opportunities to work in the
areas in which they have been trained because government typically
does not offer all of those kinds of jobs that immigrants come here
for. I would prefer that all immigrants be offered an internship in
the area of their training and experience. To restrict this proposal to
internship spaces within the government is to limit the chances of'its
success. While this is a start to both easing integration into and
addressing the labour shortage, I believe that much more needs to be
done.

Why not go one step further and spread this requirement across all
areas? This is an initiative that all professions and occupations
would or should participate in. In Alberta we allow our professions
and occupations to self-regulate. I don’t think it would be a big step
to actually ask the professions and occupations to provide each new
immigrant a mentor and an internship in the area that they come here
trained for. Imagine an Alberta where every single immigrant
coming to this province would be brought together with a mentor
and as an intern in the area that they have a passion for, in the area
that they’ve studied for years overseas. I would much prefer to see
a system like that. I’m told that there are over 500,000 immigrants
in Canada that currently do not work in the area that they’ve been
trained for. So not only would this kind of strategy attract immi-
grants from overseas, but it could attract 500,000 of them from other
parts of the country who today cannot practise what they have
studied for all these years in the province where they live. So
imagine the potential that that might have.

I think that this is a very good start. I certainly don’t want to
sound like I’m being critical of the hon. member. I think it’s a great
start, but let’s go beyond that. Let’s become a province where, in
fact, we do practise what we preach and we provide mentors and we
provide internships for every single immigrant that comes here so
that they can be gainfully employed from day one. Sure, maybe they
need some upgrading. We’ll let them work while they upgrade.
Maybe they need some language skills. Let them work while they
learn. Don’t just set them aside driving cabs, as some of the
examples would suggest.

Anyway, with respect to the motion I think, hon. member, that it’s
a good start. I just don’t think it goes far enough. Thank you very
much.

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Beverly-
Clareview.

Mr. Martin: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I'm actually
going to agree with the Member for Calgary-Egmont to a large
degree. I want to say that we on this side will certainly support the
motion because this is a serious problem if you talk to people. We
bring immigrants over, and this is a much better solution than trying
to bring temporary foreign workers over.

We’re talking about people that want to have a life here and
become Canadian and part of the mainstream, if I can put it that
way. But when we bring them over, often we don’t provide the
proper backup, whether it be language skills or whatever, and many
of them are struggling. If you talk to Jim Gurnett, who works with
immigrants at the Mennonite association, this is a serious problem.
We bring them here, and then there’s not the proper backup. So I
think that this is at least a serious attempt to deal with that sort of
situation. I would think that if we’re having internship programs
within government, that would include language skills and other
things that need to be there to make people function because, you
know, it is a serious problem.

There are a couple of studies, we know, and I think the Member
for Edmonton-Glenora talked about this. There is considerable
empirical evidence that new immigrants, despite being Canadian in
all legal aspects, are disadvantaged within the Canadian economic
climate. I think there’s some deep-rooted distrust over their abilities,
skills, and qualifications. The studies show very clearly when you
look at them — and I’ll mention a couple of them — that new
immigrants are more likely to live in poverty and receive less
compensation for their level of work experience and education
compared to birth Canadians with equitable skills, education, and
experience. So something is wrong there. A part of the problem —
and I think this is what the Member for Calgary-Egmont was talking
about — lies in the systemic distrust of foreign credentials and
experience.

I wanted to say that there are a couple of studies that I think come
to the nub of this matter. There’s a study done by Omidvar and
Richmond in 2003. I won’t quote the whole study, but they found
that the things that the member is talking about — internship,
bringing people in and making them feel welcome, providing the
backup skills, valued recognition by conferring respect and recogni-
tion to this group, the human development that is involved, and
involvement and engagement through citizenship — all lead to a
better result for our new immigrants, and it begins to deal with the
problems. It makes them a part of the culture more, but also we
begin to get them into the proper jobs that they are trained for.

The other important one was Immigrant Skill Utilization in the
Canadian Labour Market, by Reitz. I think this says it all, three
sentences here. Finding 1 shouldn’t surprise us: “Immigrants receive
lower earnings premiums for education.” We know that. Finding 2:
“Immigrants receive lower earnings premiums for work experience.”
Again, part of the problem. Finding 3: “Immigrants from some
origins groups earn less than immigrants from other origins.” In
other words, we know that if you come from a European back-
ground, you probably have a better chance of success and making
more money.

I think it comes back, if I may, to the point that the Member for
Calgary-Egmont was talking about. Certainly we can do this within
government, but the problem is much broader than that. We are
going to have to, I think, through government pressure, whatever it
takes — and I see that the minister is here — move with these profes-
sional organizations and work with the unions and others to start to
do the things that we’re saying we need to do. We see qualified
doctors driving taxis; [ run into this occurring all over. I see doctors
and engineers, you know, working at jobs for which they are well
overqualified. Not only is this unfair to them, but when we have a
shortage of all these people that we say we need, we are missing a
golden opportunity here. I think that’s the point that the Member for
Calgary-Egmont was talking about.

So, yes, this is a good first step, and we certainly will support it,
and I commend the member for bringing it forward for this discus-
sion, but we also have to do something and work with the profes-
sional organizations, the unions, and others to begin to bring the
people that we need and that are qualified into the mainstream
because we need doctors, we need engineers, and we need skilled
tradesmen. Some of these people already have the training. We’re
missing a bet here.

Mr. Speaker, I’ll give other people time to get in on this debate.
Again, I certainly thank the member for bringing this forward
because it’s an important discussion for all. Thank you.

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Ellerslie.

Mr. Agnihotri: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s my great honour to
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rise and speak to Motion 501. First of all, I want to thank the MLA
for Calgary-Fort for introducing Motion 501. The government’s
plan to increase the number of immigrants entering Alberta will not
be effective if recent immigrants are not given an opportunity to
work and be part of the community.

Internships would be a great first step for recent immigrants who
are just getting settled and adjusting to life in Canada. It would be
even better if we expanded the range of internship opportunity to
include government agencies and public service. Increased immi-
gration will require greater availability of opportunity, so there is no
reason to limit the number of internships that are available. The
Ontario internship program for recent immigrants opens up opportu-
nities in the public service for individuals from a range of fields,
including finance, chemistry, communication, environment, and
sciences. Expanding the scope of this program would reach more
people.

Change the text to “paid internships.” Many recent immigrants
need to find paid work quickly to get established, find housing, and
support families because it’s one of the major problems when they
enter the country. Because of economic reasons they need some
money immediately to settle themselves. It is unreasonable to
expect recent immigrants, given the rapidly increasing cost of living
in Alberta, to be able to afford to work without being paid.

8:30

Paid internships would also ensure that recent immigrants don’t
immediately enter a cycle of poverty. As I said before, economics
is a great factor when somebody settles in a new place, a strange
place, especially if somebody doesn’t know anybody in the new
country.

Immigration, Mr. Speaker, always plays a very important role in
any society, and Alberta’s current labour shortages make it even
more essential. Many recent immigrants have difficulty finding a
job upon entering the province, leading to poverty and sometimes
causing immigrants to leave the province. Many recent immigrants
have noted that jobs and opportunities are not well known or well
advertised. By providing clear and accessible government intern-
ships, Alberta may be able to provide a good first step for many,
many new Albertans.

Interacting in a work environment can increase English language
skills and pave the way to future employment, improve access to
services, and encourage interactions in the community. Immigrants
come to Alberta expecting an incredible opportunity to live comfort-
ably, work, and raise families. Sadly, they are met by unexpected
challenges, difficulties having their skills recognized, and even
poverty in this land of plenty. Any chance that we have to increase
the number of opportunities available to recent immigrants receives
my full support. The Alberta advantage is not reaching all Albertans
equally, as has been discovered by recent immigrants to our
province. Increasing access to opportunities will help to ensure a
long and happy future for newcomers in Alberta.

Internships for recent immigrants would provide much-needed
opportunities but would not be enough. We want accessible
language training, educational opportunities, reduced bureaucracy,
and greater community support to ensure that recent immigrants can
adjust and flourish in our province.

Mr. Speaker, nearly half of Canada’s citizens, 47 per cent, are
neither British nor French nor born in Canada. Despite Alberta’s
booming economy recent immigrants often have problems finding
employment that recognizes or makes use of their skill sets and
education. There are many, many barriers that limit recent immi-
grants’ ability to be successful and adapt to life in Canada. Poverty
is certainly one of the biggest barriers. The Canada 2001 census

showed that 20 per cent of immigrants living in Canada’s cities are
considered low-income families compared to only 12 per cent of
nonimmigrants living in the same areas. A recent Statistics Canada
report also showed that the probability of immigrants entering a
period of low income was very high in their first year in Canada,
from 34 per cent to 46 per cent. However, if immigrants did not
enter a low-income period in the year following entrance into
Canada, the rate of poverty in subsequent years fell to 10 per cent or
even less. Level of education didn’t significantly alter this statistic.

Mr. Speaker, other barriers to employment include lack of
Canadian experience. As some other speaker already mentioned,
many employers who refuse to higher recent immigrants cite their
lack of Canadian experience as the reason, lack of Canadian training.
Even highly trained immigrants often have trouble finding jobs
appropriate to their training and abilities.

Government bureaucracy. Many recent immigrants would like to
work but have trouble navigating government bureaucracy. There
are often strict timelines on finding work, difficulties obtaining work
permits, and high fees to obtain work permits and apply for citizen-
ship. Navigating bureaucracy is doubly challenging if recent
immigrants do not have strong family/community ties or do not
speak English or for some other social reasons or maybe culture
shock when they arrive in a new place, new country, new way of
life.

Language barrier. As I said before, lack of English language
ability may lead to unemployment sometimes, unemployment and
social isolation. English language training may not be available
and/or affordable.

Mr. Speaker, you know, currently we have a career bridge
program, a national program in which private employers can seek
qualified international applicants. The program is not for profit and
has managed 6,500 paid internships since 1996. In the Ontario
public service internship programs for internationally trained
individuals newcomers with a minimum of three years’ international
work experience will be eligible for a placement of up to six months
with the Ontario public service. The program is working to place up
to 70 interns and has partnered with career bridge.

Thank you very much.

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Member for Leduc-Beaumont-
Devon.

Mr. Rogers: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Motion 501 urges the
government to create internship positions within the government
service for qualified immigrants seeking full-time work experience
in Canada. As you know, Alberta is currently undergoing a period
of unprecedented growth. The government of Alberta is actively
developing ways to accommodate labour demands in the province,
having recognized the need to attract immigrants to Alberta and,
more importantly, the retainment. There’s a need for more people
with the right knowledge and the right skill sets. Alberta is very
fortunate to welcome many former petroleum industry workers from
Venezuela, workers who are experienced, skilled, and hard working.
We must do everything we can to encourage immigrants like these
to come to Alberta and to have the ability to experience their full
potential in their fields, Mr. Speaker. We have to develop high-
performance environments that maximize the development and
application of new technologies in Alberta. Alberta employers are
frustrated that more workers cannot be brought into the province
faster. The program advocated by this motion is unlikely to
disadvantage Albertans, who are already overwhelmed by the
opportunity and the size of the growth in our economy.
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Alberta’s employers are able to benefit from immigration since it
is one more way to address the skills shortages. Spending billions
of dollars to educate and train Albertans for the workforce of the
future and having hundreds of skilled and unskilled workers arriving
each day from other parts of the country: this influx is not enough,
Mr. Speaker.

Albertans’ standard of living and future opportunities for eco-
nomic success should not be jeopardized and will not be jeopardized
by a lack of skilled workers. This motion is something that the
Alberta government can do right now to help immigrants, Mr.
Speaker. We already have exemplary programs encouraging the
private sector to hire new immigrants like offering the publication
Welcome to Alberta: Information for Immigrants and funding
employment services for new immigrants. To set an example for the
private sector and other levels of government, this program would
go a long way. The importance of increased cultural awareness in
the workforce, given the influx of immigrants from diverse back-
grounds, would be another benefit.

The Alberta government employs knowledge workers and
tradespeople, the exact kind of people we need to attract to Alberta
to continue building a strong, diversified, and value-added economy.
As is the case for all employers in a strong economy, it will be hard
for the Alberta government to recruit and retain highly skilled
workers. This, Mr. Speaker, would be a very good way to help fill
the staffing needs of the government of Alberta while encouraging
immigrants to come to this province and, more importantly, to
remain here and continue to be contributing members of our society.

Recent immigrants have an unemployment rate that is only
marginally higher than the provincial average. Inclusiveness
requires removing barriers to immigrants’ full participation as equal
citizens in all aspects of life, Mr. Speaker. Everyone should share
in Alberta’s opportunity and prosperity.

The 2005 supporting immigrants and immigration in Alberta
strategy aims to increase skill and knowledge levels, the mobility of
labour, and the number of immigrants to this province. The goal is
to increase Alberta’s immigrant retention rate to 85 per cent. We not
only want these people to come here, Mr. Speaker; we want them to
feel welcome, to feel that they are contributing members of our
society and that they will want to stay here and raise their children
here. Alberta’s approximate retention rate is currently between 70
and 75 per cent while in Ontario and British Columbia it is as high
as 90 per cent.

Since industries are growing, there is need for an increasing labour
force, but Alberta’s labour force growth is actually slowing. Baby
boomer retirees are knowledgeable, skilled workers with many years
of experience, and they’re not easily replaced. Over 400,000 new
jobs will be created in Alberta between 2004 and 2014 at the current
pace of growth in our economy, Mr. Speaker. Over 300,000 new
workers are anticipated in the labour market, leaving a 100,000
worker shortfall over that time period.

Mr. Speaker, this motion proposes something whose time has
come. [ would suggest that its time is long overdue, and I would
encourage all hon. members to support this motion.

Thank you.

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity.

Mr. Chase: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I support the
notion of this motion, but I have a number of questions and con-
cerns. If this government believes in helping new immigrants get
established, why does it undermine their chances of success by
bringing in competition from temporary foreign workers, who don’t
have the rights of citizenship to protect them?

I would like to know what the member’s definition of qualified is.
Why doesn’t this government facilitate the speedier recognition of
foreign credentials, whether blue or white collar? We have all had
immigrants come to our constituency offices with stories of the
hardships they have faced. Recently I had a lady in her mid-30s who
had a degree in science from a Romanian university as well as a law
degree. While her degree in science was recognized, her law degree
wasn’t, and even with that so-called recognition the paperwork
meant nothing when she applied for jobs. There has to be some kind
of a test or qualification.

In high school, for example, if an immigrant has come from a
country where a particular language is spoken and that language is
offered at the high school level, that individual has the right to
challenge the language exam and prove their capabilities. To my
knowledge there does not seem to be any equivalent challenge for an
immigrant to prove their qualifications and get some kind of
paperwork from the government that indicates that, yes, we recog-
nize that whether you came from Zimbabwe or Poland or Romania
in the particular case with my constituent, you’re qualified.

My school experience and the experiences that I’ve seen of a
number of immigrants is that both Canada and Alberta sort of hold
their arms out wide to immigrants. We encourage immigrants to
come to our country, and then very quickly we abandon them. In
some cases we require them to pay the new equivalent of a head tax
if they’re seeking economic immigration, yet when their children
come to our schools, we do not provide sufficient English as a
Second Language support to ensure that they’re successful. Now,
this is a betrayal of our invitation. I’m suggesting that if we’re going
to invite people, we don’t abandon them. Currently 70 to 75 per cent
ofhigh school ESL students drop out before completing their matric.
I don’t want a similar circumstance happening to adult immigrants;
in other words, we raise their hopes, but we don’t provide them with
the supports necessary to ensure their success.

With regard to ESL students, this past weekend in papers across
Alberta the results of standardized testing were released. I can’t
think of anything that has a heavier negative impact on students,
especially ESL students, than the publishing of their scores. This is
the way this government currently treats ESL students. They offer
very few exemptions to ESL students who have had very little
language training and expect them to basically jump into the deep
end of the pool and survive. This has been the school experience.
There has been a lack of support from this government in terms of
extending the number of years of support for ESL students, and until
we extend that support for the students, we’re not going to see an
improvement in the achievement results.

The First Nations school boards in this province refuse to have
their standardized test results published because they recognize the
embarrassment. They have that option of keeping their scores to
themselves. I wish that same option were extended to ESL students.

We have homeless refugees on the streets of Calgary. When my
colleagues from Calgary participated with me this past spring in the
homeless count, a number of the individuals we came across were
individuals whose language was poor, most likely within their first
language as opposed to their second language. There was no support
for these individuals, so as a result of their language they were out
on the streets. A number of them were young adults. Alberta does
not have a very sterling record of having supported these individuals.

8:50

Now, before I can support this motion, which has wonderful
intent, I would like to hear the practical steps that this member has
to achieve his intended goals. For example, how many positions
would he like to see made available? What types of public service
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jobs would he suggest might be filled by qualified immigrants?
What tests has the member in mind that will determine that an
immigrant is qualified? How long would the internship last? What
wage ranges is the member suggesting? Would this program operate
similarly to a STEP program whereby the government would fund
a certain amount of it and would seek some private philanthropy or
industrial support to bring the wage to a living wage?

What types of support systems would there be for the immigrant
on the job? What supports is the government willing to provide to
maintain stability for the immigrant while they are employed in their
internship? Does the support include affordable housing, educa-
tional upgrading, child care support, health care? To what extent is
the government willing to go to make the immigrant motion dream
a reality? What is the plan for the immigrants once they have
completed the internship? Is there a program for helping a success-
ful intern to enter the job market other than a certificate of comple-
tion? What benefits — health, dental, et cetera — would be available
for both the employed immigrant and their families?

Without the specific detail and a plan this motion is doomed to
fail, which would be another in a series of blows faced by the
immigrant, raising their hopes only to be dashed.

Currently over 40 per cent of Albertans are considered to be
operating below a functional literacy level. Recently the federal
government cut half a billion dollars in the literacy support pro-
grams. Is the province willing to make up for the lost funds, which
are having an adverse effect on both Canadian citizens as well as
assisting immigrants?

Unless the government has answers to these questions and a
detailed plan in mind to ensure a significant positive impact on
immigrants beyond this philosophical concepts discussion, then
nothing tangible will come from this motion. Please provide me
with the detail that would allow me to support the wonderful intent
of this motion.

Thank you.

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Minister of Employment, Immigra-
tion and Industry.

Ms Evans: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It’s a pleasure
indeed to rise on behalf of my colleague the Member for Calgary-
Fort, who provides a motion and an opportunity for debate on
something that is exceedingly important. In this past few months
and few weeks I have had the pleasure of meeting with many of the
nonprofit societies in Alberta that provide supports for our immi-
grant population, and I can assure you that their level of frustration
is both complex and important for us to both define and work
towards achieving our common goals.

For one thing, Mr. Speaker, this evening many people have
spoken about workers that come and immigrate to Canada through
the temporary foreign worker program, and I want to correct an
erroneous impression, that this is a program that this government has
in fact been a part of. We have counselled with the officials from
the federal government about the concerns that we’ve had about the
temporary foreign worker program, one of which was recently
addressed by their extension of the program to at least two years to
give foreign workers an opportunity to be both fully participatory
and enjoy some of the benefits of exploring new opportunities in our
country.

This particular program is a program that enables businesses,
companies who have not been able to secure proper employees to
fulfill the obligations that they see fit to offer. It gives them an
opportunity to engage temporary foreign workers through a contrac-
tual arrangement, with the employer providing the housing, ameni-

ties such as a telephone, opportunity for adequate and affordable
housing as well as other supports, including a round-trip ticket which
permits the temporary foreign worker candidate to go home any
time. These candidates are secured through contractors, many of
whom do both assessments and coaching and training of the
temporary foreign worker candidate off site in the country of origin
and then provide them an opportunity to link with an employer in
Canada.

It is a very complex program in that there’s a variety of contrac-
tors that secure immigrants for such a program, and as such fre-
quently we receive complaints that these groups have not given them
an adequate picture of what really takes place when they arrive.
Perhaps the immigrant worker that is least satisfied is the worker that
enters Canada through the security of a contract or an arrangement,
either economic or refugee status or family arrangement, in another
province and then after a few short weeks travels to Alberta. Let me
tell you what’s available for that worker: absolutely nothing from
supports that are provided originally originating from our federal
government and provided to the province in which they gained entry.

We have a situation where people from Quebec, people from
Ontario, people from Manitoba, people from British Columbia are
coming in with the dollars supporting their immigrant status already
secured in the province in which they landed, and they come to
Alberta without these supports. Currently we have some 25,000 to
30,000 North Africans in the northeast part of this very city who are
here hoping to find new lives and supports without any of that
federal support that was originally gifted to the province in which
they arrived. They are here because they believe that there will be
job opportunities. They believe that the streets are paved with gold
and that there will be something that secures for them a better
opportunity economically than what they had in the province in
which they landed.

Mr. Speaker, this is posing a very real challenge not only for our
government and for this city but for the nonprofit agencies who
provide supports for these workers. These individuals and these
nonprofit groups have approached me to find out how we can best
take care of these individuals and give them some hope and
opportunity. One of the things that we’re doing through ALIS,
which is a website, is providing people in other countries an
expectation of what they can expect when they arrive in Alberta both
in certification as well as in the circumstances that they find
themselves in in their new home.

Speaking today to the consul from the Philippines, she said that
sometimes people come, and they think that if they come to
Edmonton and it’s 20 below, it might feel like it does in their
freezer, when they open the freezer door, and it’s 18 below. They
don’t realize that if they go to Fort McMurray, she tells me, if they
find 40 below or 30 below, it is not just twice as cold, it is very cold,
and it’s quite a different cold than they experience in their home
country. So we are challenged to make sure that people know,
whether they’re here on the temporary foreign worker program or
through the provincial nominee program, exactly what the circum-
stances can be like when they get here and try to provide additional
supports.

Mr. Speaker, one of the things that the immigrant societies tell me
is just something I’ve heard on all sides of the House, and that is that
the integration of individuals that come as immigrants is something
we should give primary emphasis to. I am very pleased that Calgary
— particularly Calgary, which gathers more immigrants by far, about
one and a half times the immigrants that land and stay in Edmonton
—as well as Edmonton, Lethbridge, Lloydminster, and Vegreville all
have integrated settlement programs for immigrants in their
communities. These communities have gone the extra mile to make
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sure that there are welcoming opportunities not only to work with
the nonprofit sector but work through family and community support
groups, work through the other kinds of agencies to really make the
immigrant population feel welcome.

They deal with issues that emerge, like the foreign credential
program, which moved from the human resource ministry to
immigration just recently with the movement of federal minister
Diane Finley, who has taken that responsibility very seriously.
We’re aware that the foreign credential program needs work, needs
improvement, and we are working on a national level with the
people that are part of the various associations and professional
organizations that can help this happen.

9:00

I’mpleased to report that the chartered accountants, that engineer-
ing associations, that geophysicists, and other groups that are
professional groups that have looked at these issues are willing and
able to provide us supports so that on our foreign credentialing
program we can make it simpler for people to have an interpretation
of statistics and certificates that they bring from their achievements
in their own country for a better review. Recently, speaking with
Colin Hansen, the Minister of Economic Development and trade in
British Columbia, we have determined that on the heels of the
TILMA agreement, the trade and labour mobility agreement that
Alberta has with B.C., we can look together at the foreign credential-
ing and see if we can accelerate our capacity here.

So it’s been a pleasure, Mr. Speaker.

The Deputy Speaker: I hesitate to interrupt the hon. Minister of
Employment, Immigration and Industry, but under Standing Orders
8(4), which provides for up to five minutes for the sponsor of a
motion other than a government motion to close debate, I would now
invite the hon. Member for Calgary-Fort to close debate on Motion
501.

Mr. Cao: Well, thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, and thank you,
Minister of Employment, Immigration and Industry, for your
information and input. I want to thank the members for Edmonton-
Beverly-Clareview, Edmonton-Glenora, Calgary-Egmont,
Edmonton-Ellerslie, Leduc-Beaumont-Devon, and Calgary-Varsity
for your input.

I just want to make it really simple. Just imagine if you are a new
Canadian landed here already, and you go and apply for a job, and
they ask: do you have Canadian experience? This is your first time
applying for a job, and you say: well, I don’t. The one who has
Canadian experience has a preference or advantage. So I want to
have a level playing field. It’s nothing to do with any other motives
or other requirements and so on. The Member for Calgary-Varsity
asked all these details. This is a private member’s motion. It’s not
a government program. It’s suggesting the government, and the
government will take it and develop all those details as they see fit.
So that’s the number one answer to your question.

Number two, I thank the members from Egmont and Beverly-
Clareview on your expanded view on that. I agree with that, but this
is the first step. If we don’t take the first step, we cannot have the
other steps. The expansion of that is encouraging the federal
government, the private sector to create this internship program for
first Canadian experience.

I want very, very much to see that something like this has also
something to do with integration and a feeling for our province, for
our country. Just imagine that a new Canadian settles here, and then
the government helps them. The loyalty goes to where? To Canada.
To Alberta. So it’s not just work but a mental attitude. So that’s

another part that I want to emphasize. I know that if we create an
example by the government of Alberta, we can ask the private
sectors and federal government to walk with us.

Now, I just want to keep on this, that we have about 20,000-
25,000 employees in the Alberta public service. Just imagine a
small percentage of that is internship for this opportunity. It would
be beautiful. So I just want to conclude there, and I ask all members
of the Assembly to support this motion. It is a first step in a bigger
march.

Thank you.

[Motion Other than Government Motion 501 carried]

head: Government Motions

Amendment to Standing Orders

12. Mr. Hancock moved:
Be it resolved that the following temporary amendments be
made to the Standing Orders of the Legislative Assembly of
Alberta in order to give effect to the March 7, 2007, House
leaders’ agreement:
1 Standing Order 3(1) is amended by striking out “1:30 p.m.”
and substituting “1 p.m.”
2 The following is added after Standing Order 3:
2007 Sitting schedule
3.1(1) Unless otherwise ordered, the Assembly shall
stand adjourned every 4th week during the 2007 Spring
Sitting.
(2)  Unless otherwise ordered and subject to suborder
(3), the Assembly shall meet for the 2007 Fall Sitting
from the first Monday in November to the first Thurs-
day in December, inclusive.
(3) The 2007 Fall Sitting may be varied by House
Leaders’ agreement, which shall be provided to the
Clerk who shall immediately publish a revised calen-
dar.
(4) Nothing in this Standing Order precludes the
Government from advising the Speaker that the public
interest requires the Assembly to meet on a certain date,
and the Speaker shall give notice that the Assembly
shall meet at that time to transact its business as if it
had been duly adjourned to that time.
3 Standing Order 4 is struck out, and the following is substi-
tuted:
4(1) Unless otherwise ordered, the sitting hours of the
Assembly shall be as follows:

Monday: 1 p.m. to conclusion of Motions Other
Than Government Motions

Tuesday: 1 p.m. to 6 p.m.

Wednesday: 1 p.m. to 6 p.m.

Thursday: 1 p.m.to 6 p.m.

(2) Notwithstanding suborder (1), upon passage of a
Government Motion before 6 p.m. which may be made
on one day’s notice and is subject to debate, the Assem-
bly may meet on Monday, Tuesday and Wednesday
evenings.

(3) If there is no evening sitting, at 6 p.m. or on
Monday at the conclusion of Motions Other Than
Government Motions, the Speaker adjourns the Assem-
bly until the next sitting day.

(4) On Monday, if there is an evening sitting, at the
conclusion of Motions Other Than Government Mo-
tions, the Speaker leaves the chair until 7 p.m.
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(5) On Tuesday and Wednesday, if there is an evening
sitting and at 6 p.m. the business of the Assembly or
Committee of the Whole has not concluded, the
Speaker or Chair, as the case may be, leaves the chair
until 7 p.m.

(6) On evenings when the Assembly is in Committee
of the Whole and the business of the committee is not
concluded, at 10 p.m. the Committee shall rise and
report immediately.

4  Standing Order 7 is amended

(a) in suborder (1) by adding “at 1:30 p.m.,” before “Oral
Question Period”;
(b) by adding the following after suborder (1):
(1.1) At 1:30 p.m., the Assembly shall proceed
to Oral Question Period with the balance of the
daily Routine to follow.

5 Standing Order 8 is amended

(a) by striking out suborders (1) to (3) and substituting the
following:
8(1) On Monday afternoon, after the daily Routine,
the order of business for consideration of the Assembly
shall be as follows:
Written Questions
Motions for Returns
Public Bills and Orders Other Than Government
Bills and Orders
at 4:55 p.m.: Motions Other Than Government Mo-
tions.
(2) Subject to suborder (3), on Tuesday, Wednesday
and Thursday afternoons, the order of business for
consideration of the Assembly shall be as follows:
Government Motions
Government Bills and Orders
Private Bills.
(3) Ifthe business enumerated in suborder (1) has not
received a total of 3 hours of consideration, then Public
Bills and Orders Other Than Government Bills and
Orders shall be the first order of business for the
Assembly on Thursday afternoon for such time until the
total time for consideration for those items enumerated
in suborder (1) reaches 3 hours for that week.
(b) in suborder (6) by striking out “evening” and
substituting “afternoon”.

6 Standing Order 34 is amended by striking out suborder (3)

and substituting the following:

(3) On the Wednesday preceding the consideration of
Written Questions and Motions for Returns, the Gov-
ernment House Leader shall indicate to the Assembly
which ones the Government will be accepting, accept-
ing with amendments and rejecting.

(3.1) The Clerk shall read the number, text and name
of the sponsor of any Written Question or Motion for
Return that has been accepted by the Government when
this item of business is called.

7 Standing Order 53 is struck out, and the following is

substituted:

53 Public accounts and all reports of the Auditor General
shall stand permanently referred to the Public Accounts
Committee as they become available.

Standing Order 56 is amended by adding the following after
suborder (2):

(2.1) A temporary substitution in the membership of a
standing or special committee may be made upon written

notification signed by the original Member and filed with
the Clerk and Committee Chair, provided such notice is
given not less than 24 hours prior to the meeting.

(2.2) A substituted Member under suborder (2.1) shall be
considered for all purposes to be acting in the place of the
original Member.

(2.3) A temporary substitution in the membership shall be
permitted for a specific time period or for committee
consideration of a specific issue.

(2.4) A temporary substitution may be terminated at any
time by the original Member of the committee.

9 These amendments shall have effect from Tuesday, March
13, 2007, until the conclusion of the 2007 Fall Sitting.

10 As soon as possible after approval of this motion, the Clerk
shall publish a calendar which shows the days on which the
Assembly shall meet in 2007.

And be it further resolved that the Assembly shall give further

consideration on a timely basis to the necessary temporary

Standing Orders that will be required to give effect to the

balance of the House leaders’ agreement.

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Government House Leader.
[The Speaker in the chair]

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It is a pleasure for me to
rise tonight to move Government Motion 12 as it exists on the Order
Paper. Government Motion 12 has the intention and the impact of
implementing a portion of the House leaders’ agreement which was
tabled in the House on Thursday, and I just want to speak briefly to
the purpose and intent.

The House leaders’ agreement came together because, I believe,
all members of the House would like to see the House, and private
members particularly, more engaged in discussion, an opportunity
to really make the Legislature the pinnacle of the governance and
legislative process in this province. To that effect, we wanted to
look at issues of the hours and the time that the House sits so that it
was a place which had good work/life balance where members could
actually engage enthusiastically in debate and in governance
processes but could also go home and see their families from time to
time. We could attract candidates, attract people to aspire to be
members of this place but understand that they have to have a life,
and they have to have health.

As Minister of Health and Wellness I particularly would like to
emphasize that: that our practices in the past of sitting long hours,
for which we got no credit either from members of the House or
from members of the public for the hours that we sat in this place, in
fact, having developed a reputation of having a short sitting time
when in fact we were putting in as many minutes or hours as most
legislators across the country, was not good for our health and, quite
frankly, was not good public policy.

So the House leaders’ agreement is an attempt to address the hours
of sitting by having us sit from 1 to 6 p.m. each day, Monday
through Thursday, with the opportunity for an earlier closing on
Thursday if business permits it so that members can get back to their
constituencies on a timely basis. Not every member will be able to
do that, obviously. Members from the far south of the province and
the far north of the province may not, but most members could be
able to get back to their constituencies on a timely basis so they can
participate in constituency events on the Thursday evening. They
can have a constituency day Friday. They can participate on the
weekend if necessary, but they can also have the opportunity to see
their families. So the first change is to suggest that we should sit
from 1 p.m. to 6 p.m.

There is some value in having a certainty to the timing of question
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period, so the House leaders’ agreement suggests that question
period, notwithstanding that we start at 1 o’clock, should start
precisely at 1:30 every day if possible. That doesn’t preclude it
starting earlier if the rest of routine has been done but to start at 1:30
each day so that we know that question period runs from 1:30 to
2:20 each day.

The concept of being able to plan lives and plan events is also
important. So the concept under the House leaders’ agreement
would be that in a normal sitting year, realizing that we’ve already
started this year, the House would start in the first week in February,
and it would normally be scheduled to end on the first Thursday of
June. I say normally scheduled to end because it may end earlier if
there’s no business. It may go later on motion to be debated. But
that would be the normal sitting schedule that members could then
plan their lives around with a provision that every fourth week be a
constituency week. Some people have gotten into the vernacular of
talking about a week off, but it’s not a week off, Mr. Speaker. It’s
a week to be back in the constituency every fourth week, to be back
in the constituency and to touch base with your constituents and,
again, for those who travel for distances to be here to be connected
with their families, which is very, very important.

So the motion that’s before the House tonight implements those
reforms, the reforms with respect to the House sitting time, the
reform with respect to having a constituency week, setting in place
a fall sitting to commence on the first Monday in November and
normally to conclude on the first Thursday in December. Now, the
way the motion is written, it says to sit “from the first Monday . . .
to the first Thursday,” but the House leaders’ agreement said
normally scheduled or something to that effect, so we may have to
fine-tune the language later on. Butit’s important to get these pieces
of the House leaders’ agreement implemented early with the
temporary Standing Orders so that we can use these time frames for
the rest of the session.

The motion that’s before the House tonight allows for private
members’ business to happen on Monday afternoon, as it does now,
but the private members’ motions, such as we just concluded the
first one of, would commence at 4:55 on Monday afternoon and go
until completion, and the House would adjourn after it was com-
pleted. The provision of the motion that’s before the House tonight
allows that in the event that private members’ business is not
afforded a full three hours on a Monday afternoon, if there was some
other matter —a question of privilege, a debate on whether we should
have emergency debate, or some other provision — which took us
through and ate up some of the private members’ time, time would
be afforded on Thursday afternoon to allow that time to be made up.

9:10

I won’t go through in detail the balance of the provisions here. I
think there are two that bear mentioning. One is the amendment to
Standing Order 53, which provides that public accounts and all
reports of the Auditor General stand permanently referred to the
Public Accounts Committee as they become available, and the
amendment to Standing Order 56, which allows for substitutions on
committees, so that a member of the House who is named to a
special or select standing committee of the House who wishes to
allow another member to sit in their place, for reasons of conflict of
calendar or for reasons of allowing another member to bring an issue
to the table, could substitute that member into their place.

The pieces on the House leaders’ agreement which are not part of
this motion tonight have to deal with the establishment of all-party
committees of the House and how we deal with Committee of
Supply. I’m looking forward to both of those items coming forward
at an appropriate time soon because I think those as well are

significant changes which will make the operation of the House
more open to the public, will allow us to bring the public into the
process in a more eloquent way, and I think will really allow private
members of the House to have a more robust opportunity to hold the
government accountable for the money which Albertans give us and
to examine legislation and policy and bring forward new policy
ideas. But I’ll save the rest of my comments with respect to that for
when that is actually before the House.

The motion before the House tonight implements the front end of
the House leaders’ agreement, which specifically references the time
of sitting, the date of sitting, the provision for a constituency week
every fourth week, the time for the fall sitting, the specific time for
question period, and the amendments relative to public accounts and
substitutions on committees.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: I’ll recognize the hon. Opposition House Leader in
just a second, but first of all I’d just point out to all members that
there is an errata with respect to this. The motion that’s printed in
the Order Paper is incorrect. That’s why today you had received an
erratum, the bigger document. That’s the one we should be talking
to and from, not the Order Paper.

The hon. Official Opposition House Leader.

Ms Blakeman: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. This was a
very interesting process to participate in as the Opposition House
Leader. Interestingly, the Government House Leader and I had
started talking about some of these changes in 2004, previous to the
last election, because I think, as many parliamentarians were
sensing, the rules under which we’d been operating were increas-
ingly onerous. I had been responsible for recruiting candidates to
run for the Liberal Party for the 2004 election and found it almost
impossible to get women to agree to even consider running.

I know I wasn’t alone. There’s been quite a bit of discussion
amongst many different parties provincially and federally about the
difficulty of this, and what on earth, you know, have we done that
people, and particularly women, would not even consider running
for political office? A lot of times, you know, the point was often
raised about the tone of the House and the adversarial nature of it —
speaking from experience, that’s true — but something we could do
something about was what was seen as really unfriendly to families
and in many cases unfriendly to women: the sitting hours and that
kind of locked-in feeling that we got.

As many of you know, I came from the theatre, and when you got
a film job, you basically sent a note to your family and friends and
said: “I’m on a film shoot. You won’t hear from me for whatever
period of time, eight weeks, 12 weeks. Don’t call. Don’t expect a
message. I’m gone.” You got up and went to work on the site every
day, and you got home at some stupid hour, and you went to bed and
got up six hours later and did it all over again. To me, that’s what
sitting in this House felt like sometimes. You really wondered very
late at night whether you were in fact being very productive, trying
to negotiate legislation in the small hours of the night. So that was
something that I had been interested in prior to the 2004 election,
and as I said, the Government House Leader and I had talked about
some of the things that could be done. I think we were both alive to
it and had started to look for opportunities to improve what we were
seeing.

So the night sittings are gone. The day sittings are extended by an
hour. We’ll see how that works. It’s a longer go at a stretch.
Members are certainly free to move about and to enter and leave the
Chamber. I’'m hoping that this is going to work, and I did agree to
it in the House leaders’ agreement. We’re hoping that that longer
day sitting will help us.
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Part of what I was looking for was to spread out the hours over
more time but less intense every day and in particular to try to not
have to do that “Well, good-bye; [ won’t see you for eight weeks or
12 weeks” because I felt that this was impacting our ability to be
good constituency representatives when it was just such a mad dash
to get back into your constituency. Let’s face it, this is my constitu-
ency. I didn’t have very far to go. I’m aware that most of my
colleagues in this House had a very long way to go to get back to
their constituency, to serve well on the Friday constituency day and
through the weekend.

To me the idea that [ originally started at, that we could spend two
weeks in the House and one week in the constituency, seemed to
make sense to me. I’m quite encouraged that this is going to help us
be better balanced between being legislators and policy-makers here
in this House and doing our constituency representation work,
serving our constituents back in the constituency offices. I wanted
the sitting to be more humane — and that was my key word — and to
be more attractive to women, more family friendly.

I also wanted to see substantive issue-based all-party committees.
We’ve come a fair long way towards that. I think we can still
improve on it, but we’ve come a fair long way. That’s not under
discussion today.

I also wanted to improve and enhance the time spent on private
members’ business. We have captured that in that we will have
more Mondays to spend on private members’ day. I actually was at
one point pushing for Monday night sittings for private members’
business as well, but given people’s attitude to the night sittings, I
think I’m not going to be successful on that one. So more private
members’ business.

Of course, | have raised motions three times in the last 10 years to
try and improve the Public Accounts Committee, as has my
colleague the current chairperson of the Public Accounts Committee,
the Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar. So we’re very pleased to see
the improvements that have been made to the Public Accounts
Committee.

I think there was a very interesting innovation that flowed from
negotiations on the Public Accounts Committee where we had been
allowing — well, it’s always allowed — that other MLAs could come
into committee meetings and could in fact have a voice but no vote.
I think the innovation of allowing people to designate an alternate to
take their place on the committee with a voice and a vote is a good
innovation, and I’m looking forward to that. For example, my
colleague from Edmonton-Glenora, who is currently on the housing
task force, should he have been sitting on an all-party committee,
could designate an alternate for the period of time that he was away
working on the task force and have someone who is equally
interested in whatever that committee’s work is come in and do it
and participate fully. I think that’s an enhancement that we will all
be very happy with.

I’'m pleased to see that we have some solid idea of when we’re
going to start. We spent a lot of time in negotiation about how we
were going to end. I’'m also pleased to see the guaranteed fall
sitting. There is some flexibility around that, so if there’s a larger
legislative agenda, then we have more time: we could add on in the
fall and have a longer fall sitting. But it’s very nice to have certainty
around when we would be coming into session and more or less
when we would be coming out of session. I think that is very
helpful.

9:20

What we have in front of us is the motion. We did six parts, |
think. Essentially, what you have in front of you if you are reading
the House leaders’ agreement would be captured in parts 1 to 4

approximately, which is around the actual sitting hours in the day,
the constituency week, and the certainty of the start time for question
period. That does allow us, by the way, to do all the business of the
Routine. Nothing has been excluded there, and there are no
additional time limits put on anything and no ability to sort of squish
something off the Routine paper. We do start question period at a
specified time, but following question period we continue with the
Routine, picking up where we left off and completing it fully, which
I am pleased to see.

We’ve maintained the integrity of the private members’ day with
written questions and motions for returns, followed by a debate on
private members’ public bills and, of course, the motions at a
designated time period at the end of the day. We were trying to
retain the one motion per week and to make sure that it would be
able to be voted through, so I think we’ve been successful in doing
that as well.

As I said, I'm happy with the Public Accounts work that’s been
done here and with the innovations that we have around being able
to put in place alternates with a voice and a vote.

Another change that is in here that I’1l just highlight is written
questions and motions for returns, which have been a point of
contention in this House in the past, I’ll admit. There was an
agreement that those written questions and motions for returns that
have been agreed to fully by the government, not with amendments
but fully agreed to, would no longer come up for debate in the House
but would be read into the record by the Clerk: the full sponsor’s
name, the text, and the number. So there is a recording in Hansard
of what was agreed to, but it doesn’t come onto the floor anymore.

I think oftentimes we found that that was a bit of a routine of sort
of nodding on to take the vote and standing up and down moving
things when we all knew that we were going to agree on it. So that
may well offer us some more time to spend on private members’
bills and private members’ business. That will be indicated on the
Wednesday previous to the Monday and will be laid out by the
Government House Leader, who will tell us which ones are going to
be accepted, which ones will be put forward with an amendment,
and which ones will not be accepted by the government, so we have
some idea in advance about that, which I think is helpful.

It’s certainly been a long process. [ remember my first request for
a House leaders’ meeting was immediately following the leadership
race vote in December, I think, by a couple of days. We did come
together for the first time on the 4th of January, by my notes, and we
met pretty much every week. By the last while we met every day.

I think we’ve done good work here. I am mindful that the last
significant and meaningful positive changes we saw in the Standing
Orders were negotiated some time ago by the member who is now
the Speaker of the House. I am hoping that the work the Govern-
ment House Leader and myself and the House leader for the third
party have done will stand for a similar amount of time as something
that will be seen as being helpful to the House and in its own way
being as innovative as what was done by the Speaker previously.

I'look forward to subsequent government motions on the final two
parts of the work that we’ve done in the House leaders’ agreement.
Thank you for the opportunity to outline that.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Beverly-Clareview.

Mr. Martin: Well, thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I obviously
support the motion because my name is on it. I won’t go on long.
We know what’s in it. It’s fairly straightforward.

I think that it’s a step in the right direction in terms of making the
Legislature as relevant as we can and, as the others have said, as
humane as possible. When we go back in the past to where we sat
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all night at some sessions, I’'m not sure that the level of debate was
that good later on at night. I think as a general rule we’ll do better
work, you know, if we’re not sitting here until all hours of the night.

I think what’s just as important, though, for me is the idea of the
three weeks on and one week back, and I especially think it would
be important for people that don’t live in the city to get back to their
constituency for a week. Having the session go longer: I think, as
was mentioned by the Government House Leader, there was a
perception, I know, and, Mr. Speaker, you’ve said this yourself,
about the minutes that we spend in here. You know, the comparison
was how many days we sat, but it didn’t look at the number of hours.
I remember you bringing this forward to the Legislature. Now we’ll
be going longer in days. Eventually, it will be fixed days, and [
think we’ll even be above the norm. There will not be a criticism,
I don’t think, of anybody. I think it’s an important step forward.

It was sort of interesting having to be on the housing task force.
1 did a lot of my work by BlackBerry. I never thought that would
ever happen to me, where I had to rely on a BlackBerry, but there
was a lot of back and forth during that time because we were also
very busy in that committee.

The last thing I’d like to say — because I’'m not going to go
through it all; you people can read — is that there’s often a perception
because people follow question period that all politicians do is come
and argue and fight. Unfortunately, that is the perception out there.
But I think, in fact, that when parties get together — and it happened
with the hon. member from Calgary when I was on the ethics
committee — we can do good work in committees even if we have
different values. I think the fact that the three House leaders could
meet over a period of time and come together with this document
shows the Legislature working at its best, frankly, Mr. Speaker, and
I think it’s a good step forward.

Thank you very much.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Cardston-Taber-Warner.

Mr. Hinman: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s a privilege to be
able to have a few moments of democracy and discuss this.

An Hon. Member: It’s always a democracy.

Mr. Hinman: Yes, and it’s always decorum, I believe, hon.
Opposition House Leader, that is the real problem, why the gentler
side of our society doesn’t want to be in here, not the hours that we
work. I find that they work just as long if not longer.

There are several areas that I’d like to address. I guess I’d start off
with a few things that I agree with, and that is that the fourth week,
constituency week, is an excellent proposal. I would go with the
hon. Opposition House Leader that with perhaps every two weeks on
and one week off we would be more in tune with our constituents
and be able to serve and to recognize their needs in this House. The
1:30 QP time: I believe a set time will be of benefit to the members
of the House in knowing when people want to be here to listen and
participate.

Mr. Speaker, I have a lot of concerns that I guess I’d like to
address. The first one is on the original document they sent out that
says, “All Party* Agreement”. There’s an asterisk. Then down at
the bottom it says, “Party defined per Legislative Assembly Act: to
be recognized as a party in the House if the group of MLA’s seeking
that status is at least 4 Members.” [interjection] Yes, your respect
for democracy I suppose you’re cheering for.

In the province here we state that we recognize MLAs, and the
throne speech talked about that respect for those duly elected. Yet
there seems to be very little respect unless this Assembly decides

how to recognize MLAs and their party status. [ must say that it has
been very arbitrary and very disappointing when you look back in
history to where they are now. My question would be for the one
Opposition House Leader that squeaked by and got the four
members: how would he feel at this point if he was excluded? Last
time, in 2001, with two members they seemed to be recognized and
have privileges, but the arbitration line that they’ve drawn in the
sand is disappointing. I think that it would serve all Albertans and
democracy better if they recognized elected MLAs as Elections
Alberta has set it out instead of the rules in here.

9:30

To address the first concern, no more evening sittings. I can
appreciate the thought process and those things that have gone into
that. I think that it would have benefited to have had other elected
MLAs in the discussion because those that made this agreement all
live here in Edmonton, and they don’t understand or recognize what
it means to sneak home at night, if you want to call it that, to a
function in their riding. That’s great for those here, but I remember
that last year in the Standing Orders we made a correction, if you
want to call it that, for those members that live too far away to be
able to get home. We reduced the mileage from over 100 kilometres
down to 60 because they weren’t able to get home. From my way
of figuring, there are 60 MLAs that will not be able to get home in
the evenings to enhance their quality of life and to be with their
families or, for sure, to be in their constituencies. So I don’t think
that even on a majority rule, if you want to go with that poor system,
this serves the interests of Albertans or the MLAs that have been
elected here.

They talk about the importance of having the evenings off and the
late-night discussion that goes on. I haven’t been in this House as
long as most of the members in here, so perhaps I’'m not as tired of
the late nights, but I find that the quality late in the evening some-
times becomes more succinct and to the point instead of going on to
try and fill time. Like I say, I haven’t recognized the change. It
seems that more often than not we recognize the time spent talking
and not the words that are said, so I feel that it isn’t in the best
interest to say that we’ll have the nights off.

I compare this to a convention. If we were to have one and
assemble people from the province at a convention here and we want
to serve the people, by sitting an extra 20 or 40 days and not
combining that to days and evenings, what’s the cost to the Alberta
taxpayers to have to sit and to pay for all of that extra time when we
could be more productive and in here, if you want to say, crash
coursing it? It seems like a positive move to me. I think it’s an
education when people say to me that we don’t sit very long. 1
sometimes think that we sit too long and that we don’t have enough
time in our constituency, so I do look forward to the constituency
weeks, when we can get back to talk to and relate to them.

The number of times the document comes up with “inclusive” just
doesn’t ring true to me. Why would they use such a term when they
won’t look at members that have less than four sitting MLAs and say
that this is a unanimous agreement when it is anything but that?

I’'m very concerned with the other path that we’re going to be
coming up with, that isn’t in discussion tonight, but the House leader
referred to it a little bit. The hours and the exclusivity that they’ve
got in the agreement are very disturbing. Once again, I don’t think
it’s in the best interest of those that have been duly elected to
represent all Albertans, and this is very much wanting to go to just
a status quo system rather than allowing an open and equal opportu-
nity for people to get in and to speak and have their time in the
House.

It’s interesting with my predecessor from Cardston-Taber-Warner.
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His grandchildren live close to me, and I’ve had the opportunity of
speaking with them many times. It was sad to see when talking to
them. They talk about their grandfather: “Oh, is that the one that’s
never here? He isn’t able to come to functions.” By sitting longer
here in the House and extending it one or two months, that will
continue to make matters worse for families, to be able to be home
for family functions or activities going on. I think that by trying to
shorten the session and the time each day that we’re here in Edmon-
ton will be an economic benefit and also a family benefit for being
able to get back to our constituencies.

I’1l just refer for a minute to the all-party committees and Public
Accounts. They say that they want to be able to have some alterna-
tive appointments. Again, I feel that the committees should look at
and recognize all of those members that have been elected. I have
asked in the past to be on the Public Accounts Committee. The
House leader has said no. It feels once again that this is not an
inclusive House but an exclusive one, and they will determine who
can and who cannot be part of the committees and participate and
have a vote in those committees. I don’t see that the alternative
appointment is going to be duly decided by those governing parties.
There will not be a space made open to an MLA that has been
elected here.

I think the Public Accounts Committee, as I said before, is perhaps
the most important. Perhaps we just need to do it on a percentage of
the vote that is cast throughout the province. If a person’s party has
received 9 per cent of votes, then maybe they should be able to have
1 in 10 on the committee and certainly overall, when you look at all
the committees, the five committees, 1 in 83. I think that there
should be room, and that room should be on Public Accounts.

Overall, Mr. Speaker, I’'m very disappointed in many of those
aspects that they’ve brought forward and the exclusivity of this
agreement. It will continue to get worse as we go forward into the
other areas of discussion later on this week. I would very much
disagree with this House agreement and hope that those members
who live outside the Edmonton corridor would recognize that this
will not enhance the debate, it will not enhance constituency
representation, it will not enhance family life, and it will not enhance
the women of Alberta wanting to participate in this Assembly. So
I am not in favour of this House agreement.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: Hon. members, the motion remains before us. Are
there additional members that would like to participate?

That being the case, then I'll call on the hon. Government House
Leader to close debate?

[Government Motion 12 carried]

Consideration of His Honour
the Lieutenant Governor’s Speech

head:

Mr. Ducharme moved that an humble address be presented to His
Honour the Honourable the Lieutenant Governor as follows.

To His Honour the Honourable Norman L. Kwong, CM, AOE,
Lieutenant Governor of the province of Alberta:

We, Her Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Legislative
Assembly, now assembled, beg leave to thank Your Honour for the
gracious speech Your Honour has been pleased to address to us at
the opening of the present session.

[Debate adjourned March 8]

The Speaker: Hon. Member for Cardston-Taber-Warner, did you
rise?

Mr. Hinman: Yes.

The Speaker: Well, we’ll recognize you first, sir, and then the hon.
Member for Edmonton-Manning.

Please remember, ladies and gentlemen, that when we leave here
tonight, we’re back here tomorrow at 1 o’clock.

The hon. Member for Cardston-Taber-Warner.

Mr. Hinman: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
papers and try and get out the next ones.

It’s a privilege to be able to rise and address the throne speech.
To me that’s always the first and exciting day, much like spring. As
we sit here in this Assembly, we look forward to: what is our
potential, and what are we going to do to make Alberta better? We
have an opportunity. Our potential is really unlimited, yet the vision
seems very limited. Perhaps we’re looking through foggy eyes.

I’d like to speak a little bit on what the Alberta Alliance sees as
the vision for Alberta and what we could accomplish. The first one
I’d like to talk about is the good governance that we can and should
have here in the province. The importance, I feel, of elected people
is to truly be accountable to those that you’re representing. I looked
up Webster’s dictionary to read two different definitions. One is:
what is a democracy, and what is a commonwealth? It says that a
democracy is the doctrine that the numerical majority of an organi-
zation or organized group can make decisions binding on the whole
group. A commonwealth is a political system in which the supreme
power lies in a body of citizens who can elect people to represent
them. We are part of a commonwealth.

9:40

We’ll put away a few

The first thing that I see as a vision to make Alberta a better and
more productive province is to have those elected accountable to the
people. That would be to bring forth an introduction of recall for
elected officials throughout the province to thereby be held account-
able when they’re doing things that the people are not pleased with.
An example is that I very much get the feeling that this province is
going to give away 50 per cent of our natural resources, and there’s
nothing that the people of Alberta really can do about it until the
next election, and then it will be too late. The barn door will be
open, the horse will be out, and it’1l be flattened on the road and of
little value, maybe horse glue.

The next thing would be to have set election dates. That would
let the people realize when it’s coming up, and the political games
would stop. It’s very easy for the government to sit there and to
always say, “Maybe we’re going to start,” not allowing the people
of Alberta to be engaged and Albertans to get very offish on trying
to decide when the next election is going to be.

What I really feel would be important and critical in the House
here — and I know that we’ll have a disagreement on this — is the
importance of an open and honest debate. The current government
goes into caucus; it goes into cabinet. We’re told that that is where
the great debate occurs, yet there is no Hansard. There is no
information on what that debate is, and every member can go back
to his constituency and say “Oh, I brought that up in caucus” or “Oh,
we went over that” or “Cabinet spoke on that,” but there is no
Hansard. There is no record. If anywhere, we have that debate
behind closed doors. So it would be much better if we had the
debate here in the Legislature and had Albertans able to look and
realize what went on where.

I’d like to move on to the economy a little bit. What potential we
have here in the province. It is so exciting that we’ve had a huge
surplus the last three years, and we look at it and wonder what we
are doing with it. It seems like it’s slipping through our fingers. It’s
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sad to see that most individuals, when they have a sudden windfall
that they weren’t expecting, don’t know how to handle it. Within a
year or two they’re back to the same situation. I very much feel that
that’s the way this current government is. This windfall has come
in. They don’t know how to handle it. It’s a matter of: “Where can
we spend it fast enough and quick enough? If we don’t, someone
else might get it. We can do a lot and buy popularity by doing that.”

It’s been mentioned, and there are different levels, but we need to
look at our budget surplus. We need to look at the royalties coming
in, and we need to be putting that into the heritage trust fund. We
should be putting, I feel, at least 50 per cent into the heritage trust
fund during these boom times and setting up and having a goal of
where we want it to be. I would say that we need to build that to at
least $60 billion. The reason I’d do that is because I have a farm
background, and I very much understand the importance of having
two years of seed in my bin. I understand as a cattle producer the
importance of having enough hay for two years because a drought
can come and you’re caught.

Our current fiscal spending is out of control. If we even had a bit
of'a down year, we’d be immediately stepping into a position where
we’re running a deficit, and our programs that we have running
would be beyond support by the taxpayers of this province. So we
need to start putting that money into the heritage trust fund, and we
should be refunding it to the taxpayers via provincial income tax or
the property tax, to those people that are paying it. But the vision
and the opportunity are immense: where we can go and what we
should do.

I’d like to spend a few minutes on the Alberta advantage. To me,
an advantage is when you have the energy, when you have the
knowledge, when you have the opportunity to take that, to grasp it,
and to run with it. We have an immense amount of carbon energy
here in the province, but we must ask and address: how are we
getting it out, and is that good for our environment? As new
technology is being discovered and worked on, we realize that we’re
not using our resources wisely. I must say that I very much agree
with those who say that we need to put a moratorium on the old
technology that wants to be implemented on any new infrastructure.
We need to limit that and to put the moratorium on now and say that
we’re only going to go forward with new environmentally friendly
projects. We have an opportunity. Will we seize it and do it now?
It’s exciting.

I went out to Ottawa to the nuclear conference. The Member for
Cypress-Medicine Hat was there as well. It’s exciting to see the
opportunity, what we could do here in the province with nuclear
power, and I think that that should be a debate here in the House and
with Albertans to bring them up to speed on how nuclear energy has
transformed in the last 40 years. We seem to be caught up in
history, to say that the Bennett buggy doesn’t work very good or the
CANDU 1 reactor is a high risk. We can and we should be looking
at that and having a debate here in the province because that is the
only energy that we can produce that does eliminate CO, production.

It’s very synergistic with the oil sands. First, it would eliminate
the need of burning up an immense amount of natural gas and the
amount of water that we’re currently using. What’s also interesting
is the fact that with the electricity that you can produce through
electrolysis, the hydrogen that we need to upgrade the bitumen and
not have to take it from natural gas. We can actually take it through
the electricity and the water to upgrade that. But we have a great
opportunity here in the province to address those things.

I’d also like to address a little bit on what is the future of Alberta.
We seem to be getting more and more tied up with our federal
counterparts with their programs and the things that they’re offering
us. The most disappointing thing is that these programs continue to

be less than efficient for what we need here in the province.
Because I wasn’t able to get in on the debate on immigration, I’1l
speak a little bit on that. We need to look at the federal programs
and realize that they’re not serving the interest of Alberta and what
we can and should start to do in an orderly fashion to get ourselves
out of those programs.

[The Deputy Speaker in the chair]

The first and most important one would be the failing Canada
pension plan, the equalization payments that we currently are
sending out to Ottawa. It’s funny that Quebec, with their personal
pension plan, has a vast amount of money that they can and will
reward their workers in Quebec. However, when we look at Alberta
and the number that the past Finance minister says, we have a $60
billion unfunded liability to the Canada pension plan, and that is
over and above the unfunded liability to the teachers’ pension plan
that we always hear about. We need to look at and address and
realize that we need an Alberta pension plan. If we took those
expenses and what it would cost to put in there, it would truly
benefit Alberta and reduce our equalization payments.

The immigration program does not work for Alberta. We just
debated that in this House. I agree with the hon. Member for
Calgary-Fort that we need to do something about it. But what I feel
we need to do is to have an Alberta immigration program, and the
Alberta Alliance would very much promote getting one. What we
don’t need is more government interference and more problems.
What we need is an immigration program that would truly bring in
immigrants that can and will stay and create a family life and have
that quality and the Alberta advantage.

I speak to many employers that have got foreign workers in here.
Their time is up after a year, and we’re shipping them out. What we
need to do is have a sponsorship program for Alberta industry that
can sponsor and bring in a foreign worker and then keep them here
and do away with a federal one that just isn’t working. We bring in
these foreign workers, and then we ship them back, and we start over
with someone else. It’s just as hard on their life. It’s hard on their
family back there. We dash their hopes by bringing them here and
then shipping them out, almost like a common criminal: you’ve done
your time here in the province, and now you’re going home. We
have an opportunity to do that. We need to grasp it and to set up our
own.

We have a major problem with the employment insurance
program. It’s not set up equitably across the country. It’s another
one that we need to address.

9:50

The education that we have here in the province. We need to be
more innovative in allowing our own students here in the province
to get into our university programs. I’m amazed at how many
people that I continue to talk to that say: “I wasn’t able to make it
into a local university here in the province. I’ve had to go to
Saskatoon. I’ve gone down to the States.”  Whether it’s for
pharmacy, veterinarian, engineering, we need to readdress that and
realize the importance of being able to put Alberta students first and
not look at foreign students because we capture a bigger dollar and
try to make universities balance that off.

Alberta Alliance would see to it that the spaces are available for
Alberta students, but more important, if a student was to leave, we
would still recognize them and allow them access to student loans
and those things when they go out. That’s literally an even better
opportunity for us because we’re not paying the full price, just as
they come here and don’t always pay the full price.
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We have other problems in the Justice area. Albertans aren’t able
to get into and to have what I guess I would call small claims court.
It’s not cost effective. It’s not timely. People are discouraged; they
don’t do it.

We need to change our funding program for small communities
and not just have a cap at 5,000. It needs to be graduated and to pay
for the first 5,000, the police force, and then to start reducing it after
that. Once again, it’s not on an equal basis and very disappointing
for many communities and not cost effective.

The health care system: we have such an opportunity here with
foreign doctors who want to come and not only just study but to
actually practise. It’s very disappointing to hear that some of the
regional hospitals aren’t able to bring in foreign workers because
they can’t get them accredited here in the province. We need to
address that. We need to recognize those foreign doctors. I’ve lost
one from my good town of Milk River that returned to South Africa
because he wasn’t allowed to use his full scope of practice. We’ve
got to allow regional health boards to decide what they feel are
essential services for their areas and not to wait for the province.
We need to allow that competition between regional areas and to let
them be innovative in the doctors they bring in to practise in their
area.

Mr. Speaker, to finish off, perhaps what I’d like to do is to say that
it’s important that we recognize that we need to stand up for
Albertans. We need to strengthen our province, and the way we
strengthen our province, our communities is by strengthening our
families.

We are as Canadians overtaxed. We send a huge amount of
money out of the province. It’s damaging to our province, to our
infrastructure, to our communities, and we need to stand up and set
the example here in the province on how we could do that. If our
province was to start by returning 10 per cent of the taxes collected
by municipal governments and income tax and corporate tax and
return that to those municipal governments, they would be revital-
ized. Our communities would start to grow, and they’d have the
money to make the decisions locally on what they want to do instead
of having to look for provincial and federal programs.

We need to stand up for our families. In the coming federal
budget they say that they’re not going to go to income splitting.
They can’t afford it because they’d lose $5 billion or $6 billion, Mr.
Speaker. What we can’t afford is to continue to take that money
from families and redistribute in government programs destroying
our families.

The Deputy Speaker: Hon. members, Standing Order 29(2)(a) is
available.

Seeing no one wanting to take advantage of'that, I’ll recognize the
hon. Member for Edmonton-Manning.

Mr. Backs: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’m pleased to rise to reply to
the Speech from the Throne. I have talked to many Albertans in the
past number of days since this Speech from the Throne was
presented in the Legislature. Almost to a person the perception that
has been related to me is that Albertans are pleased with this new
road map, are happy with the structure and the direction that the new
Premier and his government are taking.

I'suspect the recent approval ratings, which had the Premier sitting
at close to 50 per cent and the opposition leader languishing at an
historical low of 14 per cent, will only get better for the Premier. [
expect that one of the reasons for these numbers is the commitment
to govern with integrity and transparency. The Lobbyists Act and
access to the blue book are very important measures in moving
ahead on that commitment. The promise to review the way

agencies, boards, and commissions are governed to ensure greater
accountability by them is a crucial measure in gaining the trust of
Albertans. People want these organizations such as health boards,
the Workers’ Compensation Board, the Labour Relations Board to
be fair and to live up to their mandate in a way that serves the best
interests of all Albertans.

The second priority of managing growth pressures is crucial to
maintaining the quality of life of both new and long-time Albertans.
We all expect the greatest effort to maintain clean air and clean
water. The challenge of climate change must be looked at in a way
that will realistically attack the question, not through the ideological,
rose-coloured perspectives which so often cloud the view on this
subject. Why not support the search for economical ways to remove
carbon dioxide from the atmosphere? Just fix it. There must be a
way. Why not look at hydro from the Slave River for the purpose of
not using natural gas for oil sands production?

One of the greatest pressures in managing growth and spending
costs is the lack of skilled, experienced people. This has brought
about the need for much longer hours of work to complete jobs,
more rework and mistakes, and less productivity. Training, training,
training: learning and new experience must be the answer. Outra-
geously long hours of work, often out of town, are not the answer
and often hurt families as well as community-oriented volunteer
time. Why don’t we just bring back Sunday, having Sunday off not
just as a religious holiday but a family day? Just think about the
number of hours that would be saved and therefore the number of
people not needed to fill the jobs in those times.

Soon much work and workers will shift to the Edmonton region.
The Heartland upgraders and other development will soon strain our
transportation infrastructure in the northeast capital region. Anthony
Henday and other roads must be upgraded quickly through whatever
funding structure is necessary to get them operational in decent time.
Co-ordination in many areas is crucial, and a comprehensive and
fully supported system to do so must be devised quickly. We have
enough congestion on northeast roads already, for example.

Let us be careful with our oil sands resource. Development may
be at too high a level to be sustained with any efficiency, safety, or
proper resource management, but we must develop the bitumen here
in Alberta.

The priority of improving quality of life through learning is also
a key and important aspect of this Speech from the Throne. We
must be innovative. We must involve the trades in trades training.
We must look at how we indenture apprentices. We must ensure
that no Albertan is left behind because education is too costly.

The quality of life of children and seniors must be enhanced. I
just look at the joy that the programs of the Northgate Lions seniors’
centre in Edmonton-Manning have brought to many hundreds if not
thousands of families, and the value of such facilities and programs
cannot be underestimated.

Safety and security are vital. Providing safe and secure communi-
ties, safe and caring communities, will only enhance the lives of all
Albertans. It was just a few days ago that I stood together on the
steps of our Alberta Legislature with Gary Hunt, his family, and
many other families that have suffered tragic and unnecessary losses
due to predatory violence. The good need not die young. I very
much support the crime reduction and safe communities task force
that was mentioned in this throne speech and wish it Godspeed in its
work as well as the work undertaken by the 13 partnering ministries.

Research and diversification are also key. There are many areas
such as the important National Institute for Nanotechnology in
Edmonton mentioned in the throne speech. There are others. Earlier
today I spoke at the Canadian Institute for Health Information
meeting presently being held here in Edmonton. It was specifically
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the Institute for Human Development, Child and Y outh Health, and
representatives are here from across the country. Research in this
area and respect for our universities and research centres will only
grow, but these do need ongoing and continued support. Not only
the children of Alberta and Canada but also those of countries
around the world, indeed all the world, will benefit. The children
are our future.

10:00

Proper stewardship of our finances and our potential surpluses are
also key, and I look forward to the government’s initiatives in this
area. We must never, however, forget the necessity to run govern-
ment so that it is efficient and run without waste and unnecessary
cost. Albertans expect no less. They like to make things happen to
get things done. They don’t like excessive rules and useless red
tape.

I support the government in its goal of increased efficiency, but I
will be introducing a private member’s bill on red tape reduction
later in the session. Red tape is not only a concern for small and
large businesses; it is also a burden on community leagues, charities,
other volunteer organizations, and, indeed, individuals in many areas
of life in our Alberta. In our computerized age we must find ways
to get the job done without excessive delay and reams of rules and
paper.

In closing, I must say that the reaction to this throne speech that

I have received from Albertans is very good. There is a very real

sense that a new government is taking hold of the reins. We do

await the substance, the meat on the bones, so to speak, but the

reaction has been favourable. Congratulations, and I say that

independently and with the unanimous support of my caucus.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Deputy Speaker: Again, Standing Order 29(2)(a) is available
for any questions, comments.

Seeing none, are there others who wish to participate? The hon.
Deputy Government House Leader.

Mr. Renner: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’d like to move that we
adjourn debate on this matter tonight.

[Motion to adjourn debate carried]
The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.

Mr. Renner: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I move that given the hour
we now adjourn.

[Motion carried; at 10:02 p.m. the Assembly adjourned to Tuesday
at 1 p.m.]
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Legislative Assembly of Alberta

Title: Tuesday, March 13, 2007
Date: 07/03/13
[The Speaker in the chair]

1:00 p.m.

head: Prayers

The Speaker: Welcome.

Let us pray. As Canadians and as Albertans we give thanks for
the precious gifts of freedom and peace which we enjoy. As
Members of this Legislative Assembly we rededicate ourselves to
the valued traditions of parliamentary democracy as a means of
serving our province and our country. Amen.

Please be seated.

head: Introduction of Guests

The Speaker: The hon. Deputy Speaker.

Mr. Marz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Today in your gallery we have
two guests who ensure the security of our colleagues in Ontario.
They join us today to observe our legislative security operations and
to share their practices from back home. They are Staff Sergeant
Steve McGowan, technical services unit, legislative security service
in Ontario, and Staff Sergeant Kathy Seymour, investigative/liaison
unit, legislative security service in Ontario. I ask that they rise and
receive the traditional warm welcome of the Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Energy.

Mr. Knight: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It’s indeed a
pleasure for me to rise this afternoon to introduce some special
guests that we have from the Energy department. They’re seated in
the members’ gallery. As I read their names, I would ask them to
please rise and receive the warm welcome of this Assembly: Hilda
Royer, Tami Peacock, Mary Bahry, Linda Humeniuk, Mary
Burrows, and Donna McBee.

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Public Security and Solicitor
General.

Mr. Lindsay: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s a pleasure to introduce
to you and through you to all members of the Assembly three
Albertans from my constituency of Stony Plain. With us today are
Des King, Sheila King, and Lorne King. I believe they are seated in
the members’ gallery, and I would ask that they rise and receive the
traditional warm welcome of this Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Airdrie-Chestermere.

Ms Haley: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It’s a pleasure for
me to be able to introduce to you and through you to the Assembly
a school group from my constituency. They actually made it
through the heavy snowfall from Airdrie to Didsbury, and the rest of
the road was good, thank God. There are 22 people in their group.
There are 20 students from the Airdrie Koinonia Christian school,
one of my truly favourite schools. They always have a wonderful,
positive attitude, with great teachers, a school just filled with
enthusiasm. They are accompanied today by their teacher, Mr. Dean
Hughes, and a parent, Mr. John Fleck. They are seated in the public
gallery. I’d ask them to please rise and receive the warm welcome
of our House.

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Service Alberta and President of
the Treasury Board.

Mr. Snelgrove: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Today I have some guests
in the gallery. One of them is Graham Wetter, who’s with Credit
Union Central Alberta in Calgary. The other gentleman is Mr.
Darcy Peelar. Darcy’s wife, Judy, is our very able constituency
manager in Vermilion. I’d ask these two gentlemen to receive the
warm welcome of the Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for St. Albert.

Mr. Flaherty: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would like to introduce
two groups through you to the members of the Assembly. The Neil
Ross community school and Mr. Jamie Robertson and Mr. Bruce
Brown, both teachers, and Mrs. Julie Richelhoff. They are sitting in
the gallery. Would you please welcome them.

Mr. Speaker, thank you again. Through you and to you to
members of the Assembly I have a group of students and parents
from the school district of Parkland, and I’ll go through the list. It’s
about 11 people: Jo-Anne Robutka, parent, Curtis Robutka, grade 9,
and Helena Robutka, grade 7, from Stony Plain Central; Lorraine
Dressler and David Graham, also parents of a grade 11 student from
Spruce Grove composite; Margo Kienlen, parent; Carolyn Howatt,
parent, Courtney Howatt, grade 8, Ailsa Howatt, grade 3, Jared
Howatt, grade 2, from Graminia, I guess it is. Please welcome
them.

Thank you, sir.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Ellerslie.

Mr. Agnihotri: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s my great honour to
rise and introduce to you and through you to all members of the
Assembly a group of 40 brilliant grades 5 and 6 students from Holy
Family Catholic school in my riding accompanied by their teachers
Mr. Oberst, Mrs. Romeril, Miss Wecker, and a parent, Mrs.
Kruszewski. They are all seated in the private gallery, and I want to
thank them for coming to the Legislature. I request them to please
rise and receive the traditional warm welcome of the House.
Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity.

Mr. Chase: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
previously introduced.

My guests have been

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Highlands-
Norwood.

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It gives me great
pleasure to introduce to you and through you to this Assembly
Reverend Adelina Pecchia. Reverend Pecchia is an ordained
minister who has been working for the United Church for the past
six years. She has worked as far away as Tanzania, in Vancouver’s
downtown east side, and has spent a number of years presiding over
the United Church congregation in St. Paul, Alberta. Her extensive
antipoverty and social justice work has helped many people in our
community. Reverend Pecchia is seated in the public gallery. I
would now ask that she rise and receive the traditional warm
welcome of this Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Calder.



84 Alberta Hansard

March 13, 2007

Mr. Eggen: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I am very pleased today to
introduce to you and through you to this Assembly John Ashton.
John is a new Albertan, having been born and raised in Ontario and
B.C. In his youth he was very active with the Presbyterian Young
People’s Society in southwestern Ontario. He graduated with a
bachelor of arts from the University of Windsor in 2003 and went on
to serve as an administrative assistant for NDP Member of Parlia-
ment Brian Masse. We are very delighted that John has agreed to
join the NDP caucus as part of our caucus administrative staff. |
would now ask that he rise and receive the warm welcome of the
Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona.

Dr. Pannu: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s my distinct pleasure to
introduce to you and through you to the members of the Assembly
Nameer Rahman. Nameer is originally from Dhaka, Bangladesh,
and came to Canada to pursue his university education. Nameer was
educated at the University of Windsor, where he received his MA in
political science. While there he also served as the vice-president
for university affairs for the students’ association. Following
graduation, he was the national canvass director for ACORN, a
tenant advocacy group based in Toronto. Nameer has joined us as
sessional researcher for the spring session and has already impressed
us with his work ethic and excellent research skills. He is seated in
the public gallery, and I will now request him to please rise to
receive the warm welcome of this Assembly.

head: 1:10 Members’ Statements

The Speaker: Hon. members, 1’1l soon be calling on the first of six,
but yesterday in the House I recognized those members who were
elected six years ago yesterday on the sixth anniversary of their first
election to the House and those members who were elected 10 years
ago two days ago for their 10th anniversary in the House.

Today I’d like to recognize a member who has been in this
Assembly for 15 years. To the hon. Member for Little Bow,
congratulations and well done. It’s a special day.

The hon. Member for Leduc-Beaumont-Devon.

Black History Month

Mr. Rogers: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It gives me great pleasure to
rise today to recognize Black History Month. This is my first
opportunity to speak to this event, which occurred last month, before
the House was in session.

Black History Month is an annual opportunity to celebrate the
contributions made by members of the black community in Canada,
which predate Samuel de Champlain’s first voyage down the St.
Lawrence. The Canadian Parliament officially recognized February
as Black History Month in 1995 following a motion by the first
black Canadian woman elected to Parliament, the Hon. Jean
Augustine, MP for Etobicoke-Lakeshore.

Locally I would like to thank the National Black Coalition of
Canada, Edmonton chapter, and all of the volunteers who put on
various events profiling black history. In particular, I would like to
commend Movements: the Afro-Caribbean Dance Ensemble, which
staged a spectacular event at the Citadel Theatre that attracted over
500 people, Mr. Speaker.

The local celebrations culminated in the awards of distinction
banquet on March 3, where a number of members of this region’s
black community were recognized for their contributions. I’m proud
to say, Mr. Speaker, that one of those people was from my constitu-
ency, and that is Dr. Gwen Hooks, originally from Breton. Dr.

Hooks is a retired teacher and has written extensively about black
history and black pioneers in Alberta. Another honouree is a man
well known for his presence on the football field as a former
member of the Edmonton Eskimos but who is also a dedicated staff
member of our own Children’s Services ministry, Mr. Rick Walters
of Edmonton.

Mr. Speaker, Black History Month is a great opportunity for
members of the black community to both celebrate their history with
pride and educate the wider community about their many contribu-
tions to Canadian society. I’m very proud to stand here as a member
of this community.

Thank you very much.

Red Deer College Kings Volleyball Team

Mr. Doerksen: Mr. Speaker, I stand in this Legislative Assembly
today to honour one of the great teams in Alberta and Canadian
history. Over the past 13 years the Red Deer College Kings men’s
volleyball team has won 10 Canadian college championships,
including the last eight in a row. The Kings’ postseason winning
record is now 50-0.

This is a dynasty, Mr. Speaker. This is an Alberta Sports Hall of
Fame team like none other. The Kings hold the Canadian record for
the most championships and for the most consecutive champion-
ships. What makes this most remarkable is that seldom does the
team field the same lineup from year to year. During this amazing
run there is only one consistent factor: their coach, Keith Hansen.
We are so proud of you, Keith.

This year’s version of the Kings includes tournament MVP Gavin
Schmitt, first all-star team power hitter Andrew Tallas, first all-star
team setter Tanner Nault, and first all-star team libero Jason
Waddell. Other members of the team are Pierre Rocque, Gilles
Plouffe, Andrew Reed, Peter Shaw, Barrett Wenkowski, Jody
teBulte, Kris Inglis, Spencer Leiske, James Sangster, and Colin
Tajcnar. Mr. Hansen is supported by assistant coaches Bob Rutz,
Trevor Pikkert, Jeff Anderson, Adam Sillery, athletic therapist
Heather Fletcher, and student trainer Cole Dziatkewich.

On behalf of myself, my colleague from Red Deer-North, Mary
Anne Jablonski, and all Albertans we thank you for representing our
province so well and for so long.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity.

Mr. Chase: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
P3 or Not P3

P3, or not P3: that is the question:

Whether ’tis nobler in the bind to suffer

The slings and arrows of outrageous private fortune,

Or pay now to avoid a sea of future troubles,

And by planning end them? To prolong: to repose;

No more; and by our accountable action we end

The backlog of a thousand public project debts

That Albertans are heir to. To hose, to haze;

To evade: perchance to scheme: ay, there’s the rob;

For in that creep of debt what schemes may come

When we have shuffled off this political coil,
Accountability gives us pause: there’s the public expectation
That makes political calamity of so long life;

For who would bear their party’s whips and scorns of time,
The opposition’s right, the proud government’s wrong,
The lack of government conscience bullies us all;

And enterprises of great pith and moment
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With this regard their currents turn awry,
And lose the name of action. — Soft you now!
The Speaker tolls! Referee of these environs
Be all their sins remember’d.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Mountain View.

Climate Change

Dr. Swann: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. A hard act to follow.

Climate change and real progress. For over a decade the Alberta
government has not done its job in addressing climate change. What
is its job? Simply the job of governance: one, to outline the specific
goals and justifications for its policy; two, to investigate objectively,
without bias, what is known about the science of climate change;
three, to scope out options and consult with experts on prudent
action; four, to implement measures that first and foremost protect
the health and well-being of people, the environment, and the
economy into the future.

This government has repeatedly failed to do this. It has placed
narrow, short-term economic interest above all other values,
confused money and jobs with real progress. Genuine progress has
to do with healthy, caring communities, clean rivers, bountiful
environments, and a diverse, creative economy that supports people
and the environment. Genuine progress does not result from blind
faith in markets determining all outcomes.

Rather than consider the obvious and growing health and environ-
mental impacts from burning 1,000 barrels of fuel per second on the
planet, impacts that the public are bearing through our tax dollars,
this government continues to subsidize fossil fuels and marginalize
alternative clean energy. Successive environmental ministers sworn
to protect the environment have spent millions of taxpayer dollars to
attack the science of climate change and convince Albertans that
reducing our emissions would destroy our economy.

To the contrary, Albertans are increasingly aware of the tremen-
dous business opportunities in conservation as well as the value of
carbon in enhancing agriculture, capturing methane, solar, wind, and
geothermal power for our world. It’s time to give these options,
along with distributed electrical generation, the same incentives
fossil fuels have received for decades. The rest of the world is
leaving us behind, and it’s time for government to do its job,
including participating in global carbon markets and capping carbon
emissions.

If this government is not prepared to face and reject its mindless
addiction to fossil fuel, do the hard work of governance, and invest
in genuine progress, it’s time for people whose vision extends
beyond the short term.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Hays.

Wheelchair Curling Champions

Mr. Johnston: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It is an honour today to
rise and recognize all the wheelchair curlers in Alberta. On March
2 through 4 at the Garrison Curling Club in Calgary four teams
competed against each other for the second Alberta wheelchair
championships. These teams were composed of individuals from
northern and southern Alberta. It was a weekend filled with high
spirits and lots of fun.

Wheelchair curling as a competitive sport is relatively new in
Canada and around the world but is growing in popularity. Team 2
from Calgary was composed of Robert Johns, Dale Keith, Martin
Purvis, and Andrea Wojcik and was coached by Bonnie Simons and
Brian Rivers. I am pleased to announce that team 1 from Calgary

won the provincial championship. That team, Mr. Speaker, was
Bruno Yizek, Bridget Wilson, Anne Hibberd, and Jack Smart and
was coached by Ernie Comerford. They have won the honour of
competing in the national championship over the Easter weekend in
Ottawa, Ontario. I would wish all members of Calgary team 1 the
best of luck next month.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud that three of the curlers and their coach,
Ernie Comerford, reside in Calgary-Hays. These three individuals
and all curlers involved are models for Albertans. They work hard,
have an active lifestyle, and they have fun while they’re doing it.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

1:20
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Cypress-Medicine Hat.

Warner Girls Hockey School

Mr. Mitzel: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It gives me great pleasure
today to rise to tell you about a small community where they truly
love hockey, a community where hockey rules and where everything
they do is hockey. A unique feature in this community that sets it
apart from other communities on the prairies is that girls hockey
rules, and everything they do is girls hockey.

This community of no more than 350 people has accomplished an
amazing feat by being one of the five finalists from all across
Canada for Kraft Hockeyville 2007. In fact, they’re the only
community from the prairies to be in the final five. Their dedication
to hockey is what allowed them to beat out so many other great
hockey communities to become one of the last five standing.

The Warner hockey school is doing great things, Mr. Speaker, for
youth in southern Alberta, raising more than $2 million in scholar-
ships and financial aid since its inception. They’ve also been able
to place every girl in the program in a college or university program,
all with scholarships. In fact, one girl from last year and one from
this year are nearly assured berths playing for Canada in the next
Olympics.

Mr. Speaker, it’s with great pleasure that I congratulate the
community of Warner, Alberta, on being a finalist in this year’s
Kraft Hockeyville challenge. Their love of the sport is what has
made their bid such a successful one, and it’s my hope that all
members of this Legislature and all Albertans will join with me in
taking the time to vote as many times as possible to get the village
of Warner crowned this year’s winner. Please visit the website
hockeyville.cbc.ca from now until March 16 to vote for Warner.
The winning community will receive the title of Hockeyville 2007
and the trophy as well as an opportunity to host a special NHL event
and $50,000 of upgrades for the arena. The winning community will
also be featured on CBC in the fall.

Please vote and vote often for Warner. This little community has
worked hard and is representing this province’s proud tradition of
community spirit.

head: Tabling Returns and Reports

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona.

Dr. Pannu: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I’d like to table the
appropriate number of copies of a report called Alberta Needs
Students. The report was produced by the University of Alberta
Students’ Union and makes a compelling argument for why tuition
fees need to be significantly reduced in our province.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Beverly-Clareview.
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Mr. Martin: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would like to table 12
letters that I have received urging the minister of health to fund
Gardasil vaccinations for any woman aged 9 to 26 who wishes to
have it. The vaccination is highly effective in preventing HPV
infections, which can lead to cervical cancer. If Texas can do it,
surely Alberta can.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I have two
tablings today. The first is the Alberta Environment and Fisheries
and Oceans Canada Water Management Framework: Instream Flow
Needs and Water Management System for the Lower Athabasca
River. Hopefully, this report will be read and it will be an important
document in further approvals of oil sands projects in Fort
McMurray.

The second document I have is a letter dated September 13, 2006,
that I wrote to the former Minister of Finance, the hon. Shirley
McClellan. It is in regard to the public accounts and excessive
government grants to golf courses throughout Alberta totalling $1.4
million.

Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Ellerslie.

Mr. Agnihotri: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have a tabling from Ms
Fay Becic. She is a single parent raising two daughters, 13 and 15,
and also a guardian of a 12-year-old. She’s not receiving child or
spousal support. She’s concerned about the legal aid system. Her
legal costs are greater than her legal aid.

Thank you.

The Speaker: Are there others? The hon. member for Edmonton-
Manning.

Mr. Backs: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have a number of petitions
being tabled because of the wording, with the requisite number of
copies, supporting Gary Hunt in his efforts for his son, Josh.

The Speaker: Are there others?

head: Statement by the Speaker

Amendments to the Standing Orders

The Speaker: Well, we have an interesting situation that’s already
developed. Under the Standing Orders that were passed and
approved last night, it says that the Oral Question Period should
begin at 1:30, so we’re ahead of schedule. So let me make some
comments on these Standing Orders.

First of all, hon. members, you have on your desks green sheets of
paper, and these green sheets of paper incorporate the orders that
were changed and approved last night along with the existing ones.
The ones that are new are the italicized parts, so that it gives you an
idea of following through on them. As all members will know, we
started today at 1 o’clock, and we’ll rise tonight at 6 o’clock
according to the rules we have.

The order of business, of course, is that the daily Routine will
remain exactly the same — we went through the daily Routine today
— save the Oral Question Period, which the Standing Orders that
were passed last night said will commence at 1:30 p.m. There will
be some discretion, obviously, that will have to be dealt with with
respect to this matter, and if we arrive at this point in the agenda in
the ensuing days, then we will begin the Oral Question Period ahead

of'schedule. There also may be a situation where in the Routine we
will arrive at situations where hon. members may be in one of the
points in Routine, particularly Members’ Statements, where the chair
would not want to interrupt an hon. member if he or she has not
concluded their ministerial statement, and we might just begin a few
seconds or more after the fact.

This is going to cause some confusion for all of those thousands
and thousands of people who tune into the Oral Question Period
daily at 1:30 in the afternoon because they’ll find that the whole
proceedings are disrupted. Ifthe television coverage does not begin
until 1:30 p.m., they will not know what I’'m saying right now. At
1:30 p.m. we will be into something, and the phones in my office
will light up very profusely this afternoon, so we will have to convey
to those thousands and thousands and thousands of people out there
that there was a modification in the rules yesterday.

Tomorrow I’ll make mention of the written questions and motions
for returns change that was made last night as we approach that item
of business tomorrow. Essentially what will happen is that if
members of Executive Council have accepted a written question or
a motion for a return, they will advise, the clerk will notify, and
there’ll be no further discussion of that particular written question or
motion for a return. It will simply be dealt with by a member of
Executive Council in the ensuing days and ensuing weeks. If,
however, a written question or motion for a return demands an
amendment or a rejection, then that will of course be dealt with on
the subsequent Monday in the afternoon.

Now, this afternoon when we get into Orders of the Day, we will
be getting in committee, so committee will not rise at 5:30; it will
rise at 6 o’clock. Of course, in our provisions it says that the vote
must be taken by 5:15. Well, effective today, the vote will be taken
at 5:45. Because the Government House Leader has provided no
advance notice and hasn’t gone through the process yet of dealing
with the House sitting tonight, it’s impossible for the House to sit
tonight unless unanimous consent of the hon. members is requested
and given some time this afternoon to do that.

This is the start of the changes that are occurring in the Legislative
Assembly of the province of Alberta, and there was a good discus-
sion on it last night. Not all members agreed with the direction
being taken by the majority of members. The Hansard deals with
that. Applying these rules may require some flexibility, but most of
all it will require the goodwill and the cooperation of all members,
particularly in these early days. The chair would look forward to
that, and he looks forward to working with all members as we apply
these rules in a courteous, respectful, and professional manner.

At this point in time, Mr. Clerk, despite the fact that the television
will not come on for another 30 seconds or so, I’ll ask you to stand
and make your announcement to the Routine item.

head: 1:30 Oral Question Period

The Speaker: First Official Opposition main question. The hon.
Leader of the Official Opposition.

Royalty Review Panel

Dr. Taft: Mr. Speaker, the principle of ensuring that private interests
don’t interfere with public duties is a sound one, one which Alber-
tans expect to be upheld. With the government taking in over $80
billion worth of nonrenewable resource revenues in the last 10 years
alone, surely the stakes are high enough to defend this principle
when it comes to the Royalty Review Panel. My question is to the
Premier. Why is the Premier allowing panel members with clear
conflicts of interest to be involved in the biggest policy issue facing
this government?
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Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, yesterday I thought I was clear in my
response to the question raised with respect to the individuals that
have been selected for this panel. They are professionals. They all
have professional ethics when they do a review of this sort. I said
that their job is to lay out all of the information for all Albertans to
look at to decide for themselves whether the royalty regime that we
have in place today is fair both to all Albertans in terms of owners
and also to industry, that is investing billions of dollars.

The Speaker: The hon. leader.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. A letter from the Minister of
Energy just last month restated that the goal of the royalty regime is
to, quote, encourage development, apparently without regard to
whether this development is hurting Albertans’ quality of life. So
much for managing growth. My question is to the Premier. Given
that the royalty regime is designed to ensure profitability of invest-
ments for oil companies, will the Premier admit that the outcome of
this review could have a substantial impact on the future value of the
stock options and other investments held by panel members?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, there was some comment made with
respect to managing growth. Part of the growth pressures, of
course, in the province of Alberta are related to the critical human
resource shortage, some to infrastructure, obviously, and to housing.
Those are three clear priorities that this government is moving very
quickly on, and we will report to the House on the progress on those
particular areas.

The Speaker: The hon. leader.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. A complete and utter dodge. I’ll
repeat so that he can hear and think. Will the Premier admit that the
outcome of this review could have a substantial impact on the future
value of the stock options and other investments held by royalty
panel members?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, again, the purpose of this review is to
gather information, assess the information that comes from Alber-
tans in terms of the royalty regime, and lay it out on the table so all
Albertans can have a look at it. But if the hon. member is concerned
that there may be changes in the investment climate, it may be
because of the lack of clarity in terms of rules with respect to
greenhouse gas emissions, and that in itself may drive away
substantial investment. That’s why last week our Minister of
Environment tabled a bill with very clear emission targets, and at
least that in itself is stabilizing the investment climate in the
province of Alberta.

The Speaker: Second Official Opposition main question. The hon.
Leader of the Official Opposition.

Red Deer River Water Transfer

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Alberta Environment is
currently reviewing an application for a water licence from the Red
Deer River to service a massive project in the MD of Rocky View,
just on the north edge of Calgary. This development will require
large-scale water servicing, and the source of the water is the Red
Deer River. This development is already proceeding at full tilt
despite the fact the developers don’t have a water licence. My
question is to the Premier. On the leadership campaign the Premier
called this project ridiculous and promised the people of Drumheller

that nothing would happen until he fully investigated the situation.
So has the Premier investigated this, and what message does he have
for the residents of Drumbheller, who were never consulted and
oppose the development?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, [ don’t recall any comments made with
respect to an application before the Minister of Environment or the
quasi-judicial authority that’s looking at it. With respect to this
particular application I’1l have the Minister of Environment answer
because it is very specific to Balzac.

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Renner: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. With respect to this
particular application, but actually with respect to any application,
there’s a very specific process. The application is considered by a
director within the department. That director considers all of the
relevant factors related to stream flow, related to the amount of
water that’s being requested, related to the possible impact on
directly affected persons and makes a decision. That decision has
not yet been made on this particular application. When it is, it is
appealable to the Environmental Appeal Board, and the appeal board
then makes a recommendation to the minister, who will be responsi-
ble for making a final decision. For that reason, I cannot become
embroiled at this stage. At the end of the day I may have to make
the final decision.

The Speaker: The hon. leader.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The developers, the United
Horsemen of Alberta and Ivanhoe Cambridge, started work on the
project last summer and are moving ahead on construction fast,
probably spending well over a million dollars a week. But there is,
of course, one glaring problem: they have no water licence. To the
Premier: will the Premier, who repeatedly makes claims of being
open and accountable, tell the people of Drumheller, of Red Deer,
of Stettler, of the whole Red Deer River basin who in his govern-
ment has promised the developers that they will get their water?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, I believe the hon. Leader of the
Opposition just heard a very good explanation in terms of the
process. There is a process followed. I guess the best way for me
to explain it is that if there’s a quasi-judicial authority and, as well,
appeal, elected members, especially the minister, cannot make
comments with respect to the question before the quasi-judicial
authority. It would be similar if you were sitting as a judge in the
courtroom, and you saw somebody come in and give the verdict
without even hearing the evidence. There’s a process to follow.

The Speaker: The hon. leader.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. In September 2006 the MD of
Rocky View approved a memorandum of understanding with
Ivanhoe Cambridge and the United Horsemen to confirm in writing
the MD’s intent to deliver water, but it is actually the province, not
the MD, under the Water Act who is responsible for all the water in
Alberta. A municipality cannot make commitments to deliver water
they do not already have through an existing licence. A second key
piece of evidence pointing to a secret deal: members of our own
caucus were told flat out that a water guarantee had been made by
the province to the MD. My question is to the Premier. The
evidence is clear, so it’s time to be open and accountable with
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Albertans. Will he make public the province’s secret deal to provide
water to this development?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, how could it be secret? All of a
sudden he’s quoting some internal documents. Let it be clear that
with respect to the issue of the MD of Rocky View, whatever
business they’ve conducted with a developer is their responsibility.
That’s their bailiwick. That has nothing to do with the province.
The province has a completely different process. Again, if the
opposition has not heard clearly, then the Minister of Environment
can reiterate the whole process.

Speaker’s Ruling
Preambles to Supplementary Questions

The Speaker: Hon. members, before I recognize the third Official
Opposition member for a question, I think that there needs to be
some clarification in here. The rules that dictate the question period
remain Standing Order 13(1). There’s no provision for preambles
in second questions or third questions, and on three occasions in
those last two preambles were provided. There’s no change.
Question period operates the same way it did yesterday and the day
before, and until the Standing Orders are changed, nothing —nothing
— changes that.
Third Official Opposition main question.

Ms Blakeman: A point of order under 13(2).

The Speaker: Sure. We’ll deal with it at the end of the time.

Hon. Member for St. Albert, you were to be recognized as the
third Official Opposition main question. Just remember what I've
just been saying.

Teachers’ Labour Dispute

Mr. Flaherty: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The backdrop of every
strike is the fact that school boards are continually asked to do more
with less. As we head into the summer, when as many as 80 per cent
of the school boards will be in contract negotiations, we need to
know now whether the school boards will be empowered by the
government to make the best possible choices for students and staff,
who are crippled by the perpetual lack of funding. To the Minister
of Education. School boards have a lot of responsibilities and not
enough funding. How important a role does the minister think
overall education funding plays in whether or not a strike happens
and how long it takes to resolve it?

1:40

Mr. Liepert: Well, Mr. Speaker, I’m not sure I understood the last
part of the question, but I will say that the budget will be coming out
on the 19th of April. At that time we will know exactly what the
funding is for the coming year. But let’s make one thing clear:
currently education is funded in this province to the tune of around
$5 billion, 97 per cent of which goes to the school boards. So the
comments made by the hon. member, frankly, are not correct.

Mr. Flaherty: Well, I failed that achievement test.

Let me try another one. Will the minister consider lobbying for
funding adequacy in the upcoming budget, a strategy that would
make sure that all necessary costs, including instruction, are funded
properly so that school boards are not left battling with teachers over
inadequate resources? Will you help us, Mr. Minister?

Mr. Liepert: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I did.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Flaherty: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. Let me try the
Premier. Maybe I can get a little more insight from the Premier.
I’'m going to switch my focus. Mr. Premier, the people in the
Parkland school division have been hearing one thing from the
Minister of Education, who favours mediation, and something else
from another minister, who is pushing for the disputes inquiry board.
Can the Premier share with us the province’s position and how this
government plans to proceed as we nearly hit one month into the
strike — can you help us? — and what direction the government is
going to take?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, I believe it’s not one month. It’s day
17, if I hear correctly. We are paying attention very carefully to the
issue in Parkland. I do, though, believe strongly in, of course, the
role of school boards. They’re elected for a purpose, and that is to
ensure that our students are educated. They also have a role to play
in terms of administrating the dollars that are available to them.
We’re watching the situation very carefully, obviously, but the
ministers are in close contact, and so are the two MLAs that answer
to the Parkland school board as well. So we’ll just watch this as it
unveils over the next few days.

The Speaker: The hon. leader of the third party.

Holy Cross Care Centre

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much. Mr. Speaker, the Minister of
Health and Wellness admits that for several weeks he ignored safety
code violations, including the failure to conduct an annual fire
inspection, which placed 42 seniors at risk in the Holy Cross Care
Centre in Calgary. The Holy Cross situation is an example of the
Tory government’s failed experiment in private health care. One of
the private shareholders of that institution is John Huang, who is also
running for vice-president of the PC Party. To the minister: why did
the minister fail to take immediate action to ensure the safety of 42
vulnerable seniors by ordering their evacuation as soon as he
received the report?

Mr. Hancock: Mr. Speaker, the Calgary regional health authority
has taken all appropriate steps in this circumstance. When they were
made aware of the fire and safety code inspection, they followed up
with the owner of the building, and appropriate steps were taken, as
I understand it, as I’ve been informed, to ensure that fire and safety
concerns did not endanger the residents. Some of the steps that have
been taken, to my understanding, would be as is normal in a case
like this: to post a fire watch, to have people there 24 hours a day to
be able to have that fire watch in place. As I understand it, that is
what is required by the fire and safety code if the sprinkler and fire
alarm systems are in question.

So they followed up. They’ve done what any business would do,
what any prudent public institution would do. They made sure that
while the owner was being requested to make corrections to deal
with the violations that had been identified, the safety of the
residents was not in question. When it got to a point where they felt
that they needed to take the residents out of the situation — again, it’s
not an emergency that they need to do an immediate evacuation.
But they felt that the violations were not being dealt with on a timely
basis, so they took the next logical step, which was to consult with
the residents and let them know that over a course in a prudent
period of time they would be moving them out of the residence. It’s
not something that anybody is in peril. There are procedures in
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place, but as I understand it, they believed that the owner was not
moving fast enough to deal with the issues, so they took the next
step available to them, which was to talk to the residents about
moving them to other locations.

Mr. Mason: Mr. Speaker, the minister is very blasé about a fire
hazard affecting vulnerable seniors. Will the minister admit that this
government puts the interest of wealthy and well-connected Tories
such as Mr. Huang ahead of vulnerable seniors, patients, and their
families?

Mr. Hancock: Absolutely not, Mr. Speaker. That is an absolutely
fallacious statement and quite inappropriate. The Calgary regional
health authority has been on top of the situation, has been monitor-
ing the situation, and has been taking every step that they felt was
appropriate and necessary to ensure the health, safety, and well-
being of the residents in that facility. It has nothing to do with the
politics of any individual. It has everything to do with the health and
safety of the residents. This hon. member should not be drawing
that inference.

Mr. Mason: Mr. Speaker, it’s their health and safety that this
minister has ignored.

When will this minister admit that the government’s experiments
with private health care have failed and bring the Holy Cross back
into the public system?

Mr. Hancock: Mr. Speaker, there are a number of circumstances
around this province where private operators, where nongovernment-
al organizations, where not-for-profit organizations provide long-
term care to citizens of this province and do it extremely well. Lots
of situations. There is a mix of service delivery, and long-term care
for Albertans is delivered in many different models across the
province.

This situation has nothing to do with profit and nothing to do with
delivery. It has everything to do with making sure that that facility
has the appropriate sprinkler system, the appropriate fire alarm
system, and the appropriate attendants there to care for the individu-
als involved. Ifthere was any question that any of those individuals
was in imminent danger, they would be moved immediately.

Mr. Speaker, the health authority has taken the appropriate steps,
and they’ve taken the appropriate steps in the interests of their
patients, not in the question of profit.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Drayton Valley-Calmar.

Physician Supply

Rev. Abbott: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. I understand that a
tentative two-year amending agreement has been reached between
the Alberta government, the Alberta Medical Association . . .
[interjections]

The Speaker: Hon. member, sorry. I’ll let you repeat your whole
question once we can have some calm return to this Assembly. It is
only day 4.

Hon. Member for Drayton Valley-Calmar, begin right at the start,
please.

Rev. Abbott: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. I understand that a
tentative two-year amending agreement has been reached between
the Alberta government, the Alberta Medical Association, and the
regional health authorities. My question is for the Minister of Health

and Wellness. Will this agreement cure the shortage of physicians
in the province, and specifically how will rural physicians benefit
from the agreement?

Mr. Hancock: Well, Mr. Speaker, no agreement is a cure-all for the
challenges that we face in terms of physician supply or, for that
matter, the supply of all health care professionals, but I really believe
that this agreement will take us a long way in the right direction.
Every province is experiencing a shortage of physicians. This
agreement will help us build on our past success in retaining the
physicians we have, making it appropriate to attract and retain
physicians at a much higher rate than we have.

Mr. Speaker, we have over 6,000 practising physicians under the
trilateral master agreement, and we attracted about 250 new
physicians this year. There’s a retention component in this agree-
ment which will encourage physicians to stay in practice and to stay
in Alberta. There are provisions on the clinical stabilization which
will help us deal with specific, targeted areas. So this agreement
will allow trilateral partners to respond more quickly to areas that are
under pressure.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Rev. Abbott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To the same minister: how
will the new clinical stabilization initiative that you just mentioned
in this agreement address the extraordinary increases in physician
practice costs across Alberta, and how will it help communities with
very serious health system pressures, such as Drayton Valley has?

1:50

Mr. Hancock: Well, Mr. Speaker, the clinical stabilization initiative
is a very, very important part of this agreement. It’s new, and in
agreement with the doctors, the health authorities, and Alberta
Health and Wellness, the government of Alberta, it will allow us to
target specific areas where there’s a need. If there are barriers to
success because the local climate will not support a full physi-
cian/clinic process or where there needs to be some support to help
pull together a primary care network or if costs have gone through
the roof, there’s an ability to direct resources in that area.

It’s not just about rural areas. It’s also in areas where community
clinics or physicians in the community are meeting an exceedingly
high rate of growth in their costs. Let’s remember that they’re all
paid out of the public purse, and they have not the ability to raise
their own rates, so we need to be able to have the flexibility to go
back in the system with those extra costs.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Rev. Abbott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My final question to the
same minister: how will this agreement advance the attraction and
retention of young doctors in Alberta, again, especially in rural
Alberta?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Hancock: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. There are a number
of pieces to the agreement. One is the provision which will help
physicians join the electronics health records process, to set up their
office and put in place the necessary computerized equipment so that
they can be part of a comprehensive electronic health record.
Secondly, it will help locate physicians in rural areas. If there are
costs of establishing, costs of attracting or building the practice, it
will help us to target resources in those areas. The details of the
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program still have to be worked out. We have an agreement with the
AMA to do that and hopefully to do that prior to the beginning of
June, but it will be targeted to retention and attraction.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Mountain View,
followed by the hon. Member for Red Deer-South.

Red Deer River Water Transfer
(continued)

Dr. Swann: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. One of the stated goals of the
new Premier is to govern with honesty and transparency, consulting
with Albertans and listening to the wishes of Albertans. Here’s the
problem. This government has tried to push through the Balzac
water transfer without consulting anyone in the Red Deer basin, and
that’s undeniable. Just ask Red Deer, Drumheller, and Stettler, none
of whom were consulted and have publicly stated so. However, |
quote from Hansard the Minister of Environment in this House on
August 31: “The people of Drumheller know very well what’s going
on.” To the Minister of Environment: since the town council has
stated in Drumheller that they had no clue as to what was happening
at the time of his statement, where is the honesty and accountability
in this process?

Mr. Renner: Mr. Speaker, I’'m more than happy to deal with
questions that arise from a statement of fact that’s within Hansard.
I do have to advise the member that the context of the answer was
when this individual was minister of municipal affairs, not Minister
of Environment. As such it was my understanding and it still is my
understanding — and I stand by my words — that the town of
Drumbheller had been contacted and was aware of the issue.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Dr. Swann: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. With climate change and the
real fear of water shortage, including groundwater, in this province
Albertans want to know that your department is not simply relying
on staff reviews. What experts are being consulted in the Red Deer
River watershed around groundwater impacts, climate change
impacts, and cumulative impacts along that course presently and in
the future to protect future generations?

Mr. Renner: Well, Mr. Speaker, what the member refers to is
precisely what the government is moving forward on with our Water
for Life strategy. There are a number of different factors that come
into dealing with allocation of water on a long-term basis within
Alberta. In this specific application the process that is being used is
the same process that is used with any other application. The
director whose responsibility it is within Environment makes his
decision based upon a myriad of different factors, many of which the
member has referred to, and then makes a decision based upon
whether or not the issuance of an additional licence would impact on
either the ecosystem — the aquatics, nature of the stream — or directly
affected persons.

As I explained earlier, that decision has not yet been made. Those
factors are being taken under consideration as I speak.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Dr. Swann: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My question is again to the
Environment minister. What experts are being consulted in climate
change and groundwater impacts and cumulative impact assessment
beyond your staff to assess the true impacts of this into the future?

Mr. Renner: Well, Mr. Speaker, the answer in short is none of the
above, the reason being that this is being dealt with in the context of
one application. We don’t go into that degree of research in dealing
with individual decisions. That’s why the Water for Life strategy is
so important, and that’s why we have just recently announced that
the in-stream flow targets for the Athabasca River have now had that
degree of consideration, and we have made the necessary decision
for that. In time we will make the same kind of in-stream flow
analysis needed for the Red Deer River.

Mr. Doerksen: Mr. Speaker, the users of the Red Deer River are, in
fact, very concerned about the water licence application, that is
going to be used to support the development at the MD of Rocky
View. What’s particularly disturbing is the fact that there is a
waterline that goes 500 metres from the city of Calgary right by this
development, and there’s sufficient capacity in their water licence to
service this development. My question is to the Minister of
Environment. Does the minister have the authority under the Water
Act to intervene in this licence application and insist that a solution
be found from the existing Bow River water licence?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Renner: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. As I indicated earlier, there
is a very specific process involved in the granting of water licences,
so the short answer to the question is no.

The longer answer and the explanation, as I explained earlier, is
that it would be inappropriate for me to step into this situation and
try to influence either the director or the Environmental Appeal
Board when at the end of the day I as minister am responsible for
making the final decision. So how could I be seen to be influencing
those who are responsible for making this decision if I’'m going to be
making some kind of an impartial decision at the end of the day?

Mr. Doerksen: Mr. Speaker, also to the Minister of Environment:
in the unfortunate event that a water licence were to be granted for
this, what appeal mechanisms are in place under the act for users of
the Red Deer River to appeal a decision?

Mr. Renner: Well, Mr. Speaker, clearly the appeal mechanism has
been outlined in my answer to previous questions. Any decision
whether to issue the licence or not to issue the licence, as the case
may be, can be appealed to the Environmental Appeal Board, and
that will then result in a recommendation that would come forward
to the minister.

I want to point out to the hon. member, though, that I recognize
that there are unique circumstances in this application because this
is the first application that has come forward for water out of the Red
Deer River since the allocation has been closed down for further
licences out of the Oldman and South Saskatchewan and Bow River
basin. It’s for that reason that I have asked the Water Council to
have a look at the existing policies to determine whether or not those
existing policies should remain in place given the new circumstances
that we’re dealing with.

Mr. Doerksen: My final question is to the minister of municipal
affairs. Can he tell me what authority he has to intervene in the
impasse between the MD of Rocky View and the city of Calgary to
find a solution to this issue?

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing.

Mr. Danyluk: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. The
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intermunicipal dispute resolution initiative was introduced in 1999.
This is a voluntary service which includes mediation, financial
support, and mediators that are made available in a dispute resolu-
tion type of situation. To access the program, one of the municipali-
ties must send a request to the ministry requesting such a service. |
want to suggest to you that that has not happened, but if there was
such a situation where the request was made, our mediators would
come in. They would assist the feasibility of the situation and deal
with the issues.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Lethbridge-East, followed by
the hon. Member for Calgary-Fish Creek.

2:00 Holy Cross Care Centre
(continued)

Ms Pastoor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. This may sound like an echo,
but it is not. The problems at the Holy Cross Manor illustrated the
consequences of this government’s decision to deregulate long-term
care. As the health minister pointed out yesterday, the assisted
living residents are not technically under the jurisdiction of the
Calgary health region. To the health minister: will the minister
explain why these assisted living residents aren’t receiving the same
safety protection by the government as the long-term care residents
living in the same building?

Mr. Hancock: Well, Mr. Speaker, the whole area of assisted living
is outside the scope of the health department, so the minister of
seniors and community programs may want to supplement.

In essence, the relationship between people in assisted living is a
relationship where people have, as I understand it, contracted with
the owner of a building like they might in any apartment building,
but they’ve contracted for a living accommodation with some
supplemental services. That is a private relationship between the
people that have moved into that assisted living facility, renting
space to live with supplementary services, which is quite different
than long-term care, which falls into a health and accommodation
facility.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Ms Pastoor: Thank you. Then in light of that, is this the position of
this government: that residents housed on the floors that receive
public funding should receive different levels of care than residents
housed on the floors that are privately funded?

Mr. Hancock: Well, Mr. Speaker, when one builds a building, one
may have a multitude of uses for the building. You might have a
building where you could have normal apartments that anybody
might rent, and then you might have another level. In fact, one of
the key innovations in housing for seniors and others in this province
and elsewhere is the whole idea of integrated aging in place so that
you can move through the types of accommodation that you need
and the support services you need. There are many seniors and
others in this province who rent apartments or own their own homes
and might need some assistance in terms of care coming in, and
others live in facilities that have intensive care. There’s absolutely
no reason why that full continuum can’t exist in the same building.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Ms Pastoor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I think the answer has clearly
indicated how complex this question is after deregulation.

Will the minister commit to legislating clear standards for anyone
in care to apply equally across this province?

Mr. Hancock: Well, Mr. Speaker, we do have standards of care, but
it should be clear that just because a person is living in what might
be called an assisted living facility doesn’t mean they’re in care.

An Hon. Member: You don’t care.

Mr. Hancock: I care very deeply about Albertans, and one of the
things that we want to do to make sure that Albertans have the
opportunity to stay healthy is to respect their individual desires and
wishes and their ability to care for themselves. There’s a full
continuum of housing, and it’s not for the government or anyone else
to take away people’s independence when they can have it.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Fish Creek, followed
by the hon. Member for Edmonton-Ellerslie.

Provincial Park User Fees

Mrs. Forsyth: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Fish Creek park is the only
provincial park in the country that is located in an urban centre.
Thousands of Calgarians enjoy this park 12 months of the year for
its beautiful walking and biking trails and Sikome Lake. Recently
there has been some musing about establishing a user fee to access
this park and other provincial parks in this province. My question
is to the Minister of Tourism, Parks, Recreation and Culture. On
behalf of my constituents and the many Calgarians that enjoy Fish
Creek park, are you, Mr. Minister, looking at establishing user fees?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Goudreau: Well, thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Cer-
tainly, as the Member for Calgary-Fish Creek indicated, you know,
she has a right to be concerned. I, too, have been receiving a number
of calls on the musings that were spread that we might charge user
fees for day use of our provincial parks. I need to say that we are
certainly not contemplating day-use fees to use trails in our provin-
cial parks, including Fish Creek provincial park. We do charge
some fees for camping, including some additional fees for some
services, including electricity, water, and sewer services, sometimes
horse corral utilization. I need to say that those fees are very
comparable to other public parks across the province, but it’s
certainly not our intent at this stage to charge day-use fees.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mrs. Forsyth: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My first supplemental is
to the same minister. Mr. Minister, do you have plans to undertake
a review to introduce fees in provincial parks?

Mr. Goudreau: Well, Mr. Speaker, this government is committed
to improving Alberta’s quality of life. We want people to get out in
nature, and we want people to enjoy the beautiful spots that this
great province of Alberta has to offer. As part of ensuring that
outdoor recreational opportunities are available, [ will be developing
a plan for provincial parks to accommodate population growth and
the increased recreational needs of our people. There will be a
review of fees but certainly not to indicate that we will be charging
day-use fees. As well, we’re incorporating and going through the
land-use framework, and certainly that will no doubt be part of the
discussion.
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The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mrs. Forsyth: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My final supplemental is
also to the same minister. Given that Albertans take pride in their
parks and they think of them as tourist destinations, what priority is
this government placing on our parks?

Mr. Goudreau: Well, Mr. Speaker, since 2004 the Alberta govern-
ment has invested a considerable amount of money in our provincial
parks. We have spent some money to help repair and replace park
facilities and some of the infrastructure within the parks. Ineed to
say that this year marks the 75th anniversary of provincial parks in
Alberta. In addition to hosting a number of special celebrations,
including Robert Bateman prints commemorating Alberta parks’
75th anniversary — these prints will go on sale fairly quickly — we
will be having a lot of activities in support of those parks.
Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Ellerslie, followed
by the hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona.

Oil and Gas Activity in Rumsey Natural Area

Mr. Agnihotri: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. When it comes to
protecting Alberta parks, this Tory government preaches about
improving quality of life and respecting the environment, but then
a foreign company is granted approval to drill for coal-bed methane
in the Rumsey natural area, which is protected parkland. My
question is to the Minister of Tourism, Parks, Recreation and
Culture. Why is this minister allowing the interests of a foreign
company to be put ahead of the environment and Albertans’
enjoyment of their land?

Mr. Goudreau: Mr. Speaker, I think I did cover that yesterday.
Again, I need to reiterate that the Rumsey block that the hon.
member is talking about includes two protected areas. Certainly, no
oil or gas activity is allowed in the ecological reserve of the Rumsey
park, but in the natural area of Rumsey energy commitments are
subject to the conditions that were established in 1993, and we will
honour those conditions.

Mr. Agnihotri: How does this plan fulfill the minister’s mandate
from the Premier to develop a plan for parks and improve the quality
of life?

Mr. Goudreau: Well, Mr. Speaker, if we go back, from 1995 to
2001 you will notice that we put over 2 million hectares of land
under protection and 81 new and 13 expanded areas. Certainly, [
need to re-emphasize that for the areas that were established under
special places, we also agreed to honour the existing oil and gas
commitments as a matter of fairness. We are continuing to add to
our parks area. We are interested in expanding our parks and
camping facilities in the province, and we’ll continue to do that
particular work.

2:10
Mr. Agnihotri: Well, if this area is not protected from drilling
wells, what exactly is it protected from? What’s the point of

designating land as protected if American companies are given
permission to plunder it? Is that the plan to protect Albertans?

Mr. Goudreau: Mr. Speaker, certainly, we need to, as I had also
indicated yesterday, strike a balance between protection of our parks

and the economic activity that needs to go there. Part of it is to
honour the existing commitments that we had before we started
preserving additional acreages, and the honouring of those commit-
ments is extremely important to Albertans as well.

Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona, followed
by the hon. Member for Lacombe-Ponoka.

Postsecondary Education Costs

Dr. Pannu: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Last May, following an
extensive review of the postsecondary education system, the
government released a report called A Learning Alberta, the final
report of the steering committee, which was followed a few months
later by a much-trumpeted affordability framework for postsecond-
ary education. As the months have passed, however, we have seen
only the most minimum possible steps toward implementing
elements of that framework. Meanwhile, students are going further
into debt, accessibility eludes most postsecondary institutions and
many students across the province, and a tight labour market
continues to bleed students from pursuing advanced education.

My questions are to the Minister of Advanced Education and
Technology. I suspect this might be the first question the minister
is going to be addressing. Given that the affordability framework
promised last November to reduce interest rates on student loans,
will the minister commit to reducing interest rates on student loans
to prime without further delay? Yes or no.

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Horner: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker, and thanks to the hon.
member. This is my first question of this session, so I’m pleased to
respond.

Mr. Speaker, the hon. member refers to the A Learning Alberta
framework and the affordability framework, which we’ve been
working on since November. We’ve brought in a few elements of
that framework, including what was a key element, being the tuition
policy, and something that was brought forward by medical residents
in the province, being the deferment of interest while they were in
residency, as well as for maternity periods of time for students
studying, the interest being waived. I might add that we recently
announced a tripling of the bursary amounts for disabled students
under the affordability policy.

In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, the items which the hon. member
is asking for are really budget items. They’re items where we don’t
want to be doing a whole bunch of in-year spending and a whole
bunch of in-year announcements. We want these things to be
budgeted out for the whole year.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Dr. Pannu: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. We’ll wait for the budget and
hold our breath.

Given that the cost-of-living allowance for a typical student living
away from home doesn’t even cover the cost of residence at either
the University of Alberta or the University of Calgary, what steps is
the minister taking to eliminate the gap between actual living costs
and student finance assistance living allowances as promised in the
framework?

Mr. Horner: Again, Mr. Speaker, these are items that are ongoing,
long-term type commitments that the government would have to
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make as they relate to our fiscal position, i.e. the budget. It’s tough
for me to talk about what might or might not be in the budget.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Dr. Pannu: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I think students have waited
long enough for these steps to be taken.

Given that this government’s tuition fee policy leaves mandatory
fees in postsecondary institutions totally unregulated, will the
minister assure close to 200,000 students in the system that he will
not allow rampant increases in their mandatory fees?

Mr. Horner: Well, Mr. Speaker, we’re in the process of reviewing
all of the recommendations from the affordability framework as well
as other items that the student councils and student bodies have
brought forward to us. I might say that the council of presidents of
student unions told me that the cost-of-living allowance that’s
involved in the affordability framework was probably the number
one priority for them. We are going to work with the institutions to
try to keep our costs down as much as we possibly can. We are
going to work with the institutions from a Campus Alberta approach,
you know, as it relates to a plan to manage growth pressures, so that
we can increase the quality of life for all Albertans.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Lacombe-Ponoka, followed by
the hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre.

Enhanced Feed Ban for Cattle

Mr. Prins: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. In recent years Canada’s beef
industry has faced many challenges. Last year the federal govern-
ment announced that they would be implementing an enhanced feed
ban effective July 12 of this year that would ensure that no more
potential BSE materials or SRM, specified risk materials, could be
used in any animal feeds, pet foods, or fertilizers. This left the
industry scrambling for a desperate solution. Yesterday there was
a joint federal and provincial announcement committing about $40
million to Alberta to help our beef industry to comply and adapt to
the federal government’s enhanced feed ban. So my question is to
the Minister of Agriculture and Food. Can the minister tell us what
the long-term benefits of this funding will be?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Groeneveld: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Very quickly, I’d like
to kick off with three short-term benefits. The first one is helping
industry comply; the second, reducing costs; and the third one is
adding value to what might otherwise be just waste material. That
in itself extrapolates out to a long-term benefit.

But this is also about increasing market access for Canadian beef.
The bottom line is that we want to speed up the elimination of BSE
in Canada. This comes on the heels of some pretty good news,
which are steps to fully restore the U.S. beef trade and towards
controlled risk status under the OIE, which gives us the same control
status as the U.S. Perhaps more importantly, though, the cost of
compliance will not be piggybacked on the primary producers.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Prins: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My second question is to the
same minister. With the federal feed ban starting on July 12, which
is not very far away, does this program come in time to help the
industry to get ready for this event?

Mr. Groeneveld: Well, Mr. Speaker, the enhanced feed ban is a
federal initiative, and they have set the deadline for us. We didn’t
wait for a signed agreement. We worked with the industry for
months to get their input and build a program that makes sense to the
industry. We will however have to grandfather in some investments
that these people have already made. We’re moving first on the
most immediate piece: infrastructure for the main facilities for the
SRM.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Prins: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My final question is also to the
same minister. [ would like to know if the government of Alberta is
going to enhance or supplement this federal initiative.

Mr. Groeneveld: Well, Mr. Speaker, once again, Alberta is
recognized as a leader in this area. It shouldn’t surprise anyone that
we’re going above and beyond the usual commitments. This is a 60-
40 cost-share program with the federal government. Alberta’s
commitment to that is $13 million, but we are investing an additional
$7 million. We know that the industry also has operational costs that
aren’t covered under the federal program, and funding research for
a new value-added solution is always a cost. But the primary
producers need that relief, and Alberta is here to assist.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre, followed by
the hon. Member for Edmonton-Castle Downs.

Health Workforce Strategy

Ms Blakeman: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Last year the health
minister guaranteed in conjunction with the advanced education
minister that an aggressive health workforce strategy was being
produced that would be released in spring 2006. But in June 2006
the health minister told Grande Prairie doctors that releasing a
workforce strategy by the fall was the number one priority. These
promises were made almost a year ago, and shortly before the Tory
leadership race led to a six-month hiatus in health policy decision-
making. My question is to the Deputy Premier. Can the Deputy
Premier explain to Albertans why this government let Tory party
business interfere with making essential improvements to the health
system?

The Speaker: Hon. member, unfortunately, in the order of prece-
dence provided to me, there’s no individual identified as the Deputy
Premier. Perhaps the member would direct it to a particular
member.

2:20

Ms Blakeman: How interesting: there’s no Deputy Premier.
Well, then I will direct a question to the minister of health.
Knowing that the work . . .

The Speaker: Okay. You’ve directed the question to the Minister
of Health and Wellness. We’ve heard the question.

Ms Blakeman: Okay.

Mr. Hancock: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. In fact, the hon.
member will know that on my appointment as Minister of Health
and Wellness and upon being sworn in, [ was delivered a mandate
letter by the Premier, and one of the mandates had to deal with the
implementation of a workforce strategy. It is one of the four
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mandates that I have to report on within six months and within 12
months report progress on. So there’s a structure in place to make
sure that we accomplish that.

I can assure the hon. member that a considerable amount of work
has been done on health workforce strategies with the RHAs and
other service providers across the province but also in collaboration
and co-operation with the Minister of Employment, Immigration and
Industry and the Minister of Advanced Education and Technology.
We are working together to ensure that a workforce strategy is
implemented, and in fact projects have been undertaken already in
that regard.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Ms Blakeman: Maybe he should have been the Premier.

To the minister of health. Can the minister then tell us: now that
we’ve had all of these delays, and we’ve had repeated announce-
ments of when we’re going to get a health workforce strategy, when
do we get a health workforce strategy? Give us a date.

Mr. Hancock: Well, Mr. Speaker, there are number of elements to
the workforce strategy. One, of course, is a budgetary element.
Another is with respect to placements, which the Minister of
Advanced Education and Technology will be making announce-
ments on in due course over the spring. Some of the issues in the
workforce strategy are being worked on as we speak. But I can
assure the hon. member that I with my two colleagues am taking the
workforce strategy through a policy process in government as we
speak, and it will be tabled in the House once it’s gone through the
review of cabinet policy committee, caucus, and government in the
same careful and prudent way that we deal with all policy issues in
this government.

Ms Blakeman: Careful, prudent, and much delayed.

All right. Again to the same minister, standing in for the Deputy
Premier, standing in for the Premier: can the minister guarantee that
all of the plans for expanding spaces for health workers in
postsecondary institutions will include the necessary infrastructure,
equipment, and faculty to get the job done?

Mr. Hancock: Well, Mr. Speaker, I’'m not, in fact, standing in for
the Premier or a Deputy Premier or anyone else. I was answering
questions in my capacity as Minister of Health and Wellness because
they were questions which were appropriate for the Minister of
Health and Wellness, and I’m certain the Minister of Advanced
Education and Technology may wish to answer questions with
respect to his department.

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Horner: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker, I’d love to. As the hon.
minister of health has stated, the three departments are working
collaboratively on developing the plan of what is the demand, what
is the current capacity, what is the gap that we have to fill. Indeed,
we’ve been talking to the regional health authorities. We’ve been
talking to the occupational community. We’ve been talking to
industry as a whole to figure out and to make sure that what we’re
designing as our plan is going to be long-term sustainable and, more
importantly, is going to fill the need. That’s something that the three
of us have to work together on, and in due course, as my colleague
the minister of health has mentioned, we’ll be making some
announcements on the progress.

The Speaker: Hon. members, today that was 78 questions and
answers. We had 84 on Thursday, 88 yesterday, and 78 today. So
the chair apologizes that he could not work in more members
because that’s certainly the intent.

Now, the Official Opposition House Leader on a point of order.

Point of Order
Preambles to Supplementary Questions

Ms Blakeman: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I believe that the House
leaders’ agreement should be in effect as of today. It was tabled last
Thursday, and the motion that was debated and accepted last night
does specifically refer to the House leaders’ agreement. I’ll quote
from page 22 of Alberta Hansard from March 8, which was when
that motion was put on the floor: “the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly of Alberta, in order to give effect to the March
7,2007, House Leaders’ Agreement.” So I would argue that that is
the totality of the agreement, and the Standing Orders changes were
only needed to bring them into line with what was proposed in the
House leaders’ agreement. That should not cancel the remaining
clauses of the agreement itself. I know that the Speaker had
concerns, but under 13(2) could he explain his reasoning for not
implementing the full House leaders’ agreement today?

The Speaker: Hon. members, this parliament makes its decision on
the basis of motions that are presented to it, motions that are
provided to the knowledge of all members, motions that are there for
all members to see, study, and review, motions that are debatable in
the Assembly. Once those motions are approved, in essence that
becomes the rule of the Assembly.

There was nothing in the motion last night which refers to a House
leaders’ agreement. In the House leaders’ agreement, which was
signed by three individuals, there is no motion that has been
presented to the House that this chairman is aware of that would
suggest that the totality of the House leaders’ agreement must be put
into play. There is a section in the conclusion of the House leaders’
agreement that there may be several motions that may be required to
deal with any particular matter. Until those other motions come
forward which may deal with certain things, the current provisions
will apply.

Very clearly, even if the House leaders’ agreement was to be
intended, there is absolutely nothing in the House leaders’ agreement
which provides for preambles in secondary or supplementary
questions. There is one section, 3(a)(ii), I do believe, which
basically says that we should try and apply a 45-second rule. That’s
what we’ve been doing in this House. On March 3, 2005, I believe,
and on March 8, 2005, the chair made long statements, which are
recorded, that basically say that we try and abide by a 45-second
rule. Nowhere in any of this does it suggest that there should be
preambles in the second or subsequent questions. That has never
been the case.

In fact, most rules and most provisions you’ll find are very clear
that there are no preambles on secondary questions. That was
certainly reiterated by the chair in the memo that he sent to all
members just a few days ago. Certainly, if one wanted to highlight
and review Marleau and Montpetit, it very, very clearly says that
preambles are not to apply to supplementary questions.

So how that could have been extrapolated today, from yesterday
to today, that is beyond this chair. The chair did point out in a
memo to three House leaders that he would welcome an opportunity
to raise a number of questions with them for clarification, but at the
moment the only thing that has changed in the operation of this
House is the motion that was approved by all members after debate
in this Assembly. If members choose to will themselves to three
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individuals and then have a motion to that effect, then that will
become the rule of the House and that will be applied in the rule of
the House.

But in this particular situation there are 82 members in this House
who are viewed by the chair to be equal — equal — no one more
important than the other, no one less important than the other, all
with rights, all with privileges, and each and every member must
understand that their rights and privileges will be protected by this
chair all of the time. There will never be an opportunity, as long as
this chair is the chair, to allow individuals to become secondary
citizens in this particular Assembly. The MLA is supreme in this
Assembly.

head:
head:

Orders of the Day
Transmittal of Estimates

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, | have received a certain message
from His Honour the Honourable the Lieutenant Governor, which I
now transmit to you.

The Sergeant-at-Arms: Order!

The Speaker: Hon. members, the Lieutenant Governor transmits
interim supply estimates of certain sums required for the service of
the province and of certain sums required from the lottery fund for
the fiscal year ending March 31, 2008, and recommends the same to
the Legislative Assembly.

Please be seated.

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, I now wish to table the 2007-08
interim supply estimates. These interim supply estimates will
provide spending authority to the Legislative Assembly and the
government from April 1, 2007, to July 1, 2007, inclusive. During
that period it is anticipated that the spending authorization will have
been provided for the entire fiscal year ending March 31, 2008.
When passed, these interim supply estimates will authorize approxi-
mate spending of $9.1 billion in expense and equipment/inventory
purchases, $401 million for capital investment, $45 million for
nonbudgetary disbursements, and $463 million for lottery fund
payments.

2:30

Interim supply amounts are based on departments’ needs to fund
government programs and services until July 1. While many
payments are monthly, other payments are due at the beginning of
each quarter and at the beginning of the fiscal year. Some payments
are seasonal.

head: Government Motions

10. Mr. Snelgrove moved:
Be it resolved that the message from His Honour the Honour-
able the Lieutenant Governor, the 2007-08 interim supply
estimates, and all matters connected therewith be referred to
Committee of Supply.

The Speaker: Hon. members, this is a debatable motion.
Shall we call the question?

Hon. Members: Question.

[Government Motion 10 carried]

11. Mr. Snelgrove moved:
Be itresolved that pursuant to Standing Order 61(9) the number
of days that Committee of Supply will be called to consider the
2007-08 interim supply estimates shall be two days.

The Speaker: Hon. members, this motion under Standing Orders is
not debatable, so I will call the question on the motion put forward
by the hon. President of the Treasury Board.

[Government Motion 11 carried]

head:
[Mr. Shariff in the chair]

Committee of Supply

The Deputy Chair: Hon. members, we’ll call the committee to
order.

headSupplementary Supply Estimates 2006-07, No. 2
General Revenue Fund

The Deputy Chair: As agreed, at 5:45 or before that if there’s no
one wanting to speak further, a vote will be held.

I’ll now call upon the Government House Leader to move the
estimates.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Chair. I would move the estimates
as set out in the supplementary supply 2006-2007 estimates, No. 2,
and in particular move the estimates of the Department of Advanced
Education and Technology in the amount of $107,100,000, Agricul-
ture and Food in the amount of $50 million, Finance in the amount
0f'$46,570,000, Health and Wellness in the amount of $147 million,
Municipal Affairs and Housing in the amount of $42,846,000, and
the transfer under section 2 of the Appropriation (Supplementary
Supply) Act, 2007 from Infrastructure and Transportation to Service
Alberta in the amount of $530,000.

The amount of expense and equipment/inventory purchases to be
voted under section 1 of the Appropriation (Supplementary Supply)
Act, 2007, $393,516,000, and the amount of capital investment to be
transferred under section 2 of the Appropriation (Supplementary
Supply) Act, 2007, $530,000.

Members of Executive Council are here to respond to any
inquiries by members or questions by members of the House or to
receive any comments with respect to the estimates of each of those
departments. Of course, I’d be more than pleased to deal with the
estimates as set out for the Department of Health and Wellness.

In brief, with respect to that particular set of estimates I can
indicate that the $147 million that’s requested as supplementary
estimates for Health and Wellness applies entirely to a provision for
the trilateral agreement, and [’m very pleased to say that we have a
tentative agreement in place, subject to ratification by doctors. The
agreement was approved by the AMA’s representative forum on
Saturday for sending out to its members.

We participated in a joint press conference today with the chair of
the health authorities board, the president of the AMA, and myself
announcing some of the highlights of the agreement. The $147
million that we’re talking about here applies to the increases and
changes which would be in place if that agreement is approved for
the period covering the 2006-2007 fiscal year. Of course, the
remainder of it will have to be in subsequent estimates.

The Deputy Chair: Hon. members, the chair does not have any
priority identified as to which department goes first, so it’s open. At
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this stage I guess we’ll recognize the Leader of the Official Opposi-
tion.

Ms Blakeman: Well, thanks for the promotion, but probably just the
House leader.

The Deputy Chair: Sorry. The House leader.

Ms Blakeman: There we go.

My question is to the Minister of Health and Wellness. Now, 'm
curious because you have just confirmed that essentially the money
that you were talking about at the media conference this morning
with the trilateral agreement is reflected here in the $147 million.
As set out on page 22 of the supplementary supply, it actually says,
“This Supplementary Amount of $147,000,000 is requested to fund
the higher-than-budgeted cost of physician services,” which is a
pretty sweeping statement, so [’m going to try and nail you down to
a bit more detail there.

Now, I noticed in the media release that on the second page it
notes that in fact this agreement has not been accepted. The Alberta
Medical Association’s board is recommending that the membership
vote for the financial agreement, and I’'m quoting directly: “The
ratification process is expected to take seven to eight weeks because
of the time it takes to mail the tentative agreement and a ballot to
each physician, and then have the ballot returned.”

Now, if I look at the calendar and I go forward by seven to eight
weeks, I’'m looking at the very end of April. This is a supplementary
supply budget, so if this trilateral agreement is not ratified by one of
the parties, how is it in effect and expending $147 million inside of
the fiscal year 2006-07?

I noted the monies that were talked about this morning: $47
million for the retention benefit, which essentially is $8,000 bonuses
for full-time or part-time physicians to get them to stay working; and
another allocation of $56.5 million for the clinical stabilization
initiatives, although I’'m wondering how that’s included in this $147
million because, in fact, this morning they said that there were no
details on that program. They didn’t seem to be sure about how it
would actually work. The final portion of what was announced: I
think the money this morning was $103.5 million. Then there was
the physician office system program to provide for the continuing
computerization of the physicians’ offices and the support for the 19
primary care.

So there’s a bit of a timeline problem for me here, and I’d like the
minister to outline how that works and on which side of the 31st of
March this money is falling. What exactly is covered by the $147
million? 1 would argue that much of what’s in that trilateral
agreement does not apply to that $147 million, but I’m sure that the
minister will tell me.

2:40

The second part of this is: where was the money — perhaps it’s in
the $147 million — for the special initiative in Fort McMurray in
which doctors were being paid I think it was $1,200 a day to go up
there for a period of time to stand in as the doctor for the day at the
local hospital? Now, that was $1,200 a day plus the travel plus their
board and accommodation. That program, as far as  know, has been
running, I think, since the 15th or 16th of February, although I’d be
interested in hearing from the minister how many doctors actually
have been organized to take that doctor-for-a-day shift, if you will,
through this program.

I was up there just a few days before this program started. I know
that at that time they didn’t have anyone lined up that was coming
to be able to start on that — I think it was Saturday the 16th —so I'm

interested in how many have taken advantage of the program
between then and now, how many are projected until the end of the
month, which would tell us the money that was spent on that
particular project.

The final question in that cluster of questions about Fort
McMurray is: if that money is not included in this $147 million, then
the minister anticipated this as part of his budget and it was included
in the budget amount that came forward as part of the *06-07 budget
amount? I’m interested that he was able to see that far into the
future that he would require that money for Fort McMurray then.

I look forward to his responses to that set of three questions.
Thank you.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. minister.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. No, I’'m not that
omnipotent that I could see that far in advance, particularly as I
wasn’t Minister of Health and Wellness at the time.

I think I could explain what the hon. member is interested in in
this way. Under the trilateral agreement there are funds set aside on
a fee-for-service basis and for some other program spending; the
physician office systems program, for example. Under that agree-
ment we were able to get an agreement that there needed to be some
funds that provided for the provision of doctors to Fort McMurray
in the circumstances that they were in. That was done while we
were contemplating because negotiations, as the hon. member might
know, had been going on for a considerable period of time, and there
had been agreement to the concept that there would be a critical
stabilization initiative. We had agreement to utilize the resources
that were in the fee-for-service payment pool to assist in the payment
of doctors in that manner.

The $147 million is being requested in anticipation of the
obligation that will be incurred under the agreement. As I under-
stand it, under appropriate accounting practices we will have an
obligation going back to a 4 and a half per cent fee increase. I’ll
have to check as to when that actually would come into effect.
There’s a4 and a half per cent increase to the fee schedule for 2006-
2007. The exact date is not at hand, but suffice to say that as soon
as that agreement is met, we will owe for past services rendered. So
in calculating the amount of funds that are needed to deal with the
retroactive adjustment, that’s where the $147 million comes from.

I believe the total amount is $579 million for the whole package
that was talked about under that agreement, but $147 million of that
primarily related to the fee-for-service package. Increase in fees and
increase in utilization, I think, covers that piece.

Chair’s Ruling
Speaking Order

The Deputy Chair: Hon. members, just for clarification. As I had
indicated, we do not have a precedence of which ministry goes up
first, so this is more like a free-for-all, and people are asking for
clarification. The chair is not necessarily going to recognize a
particular minister to make a statement then followed by questions.
Really, at this stage if anybody wants to raise a question, let the chair
know, the chair will recognize you, and you can direct your
questions to any minister that you want to direct yourselfto. So the
chair recognizes the hon. Member for Edmonton-Meadowlark. The
chair does not have clarity on which ministry goes first. That has
not been clarified; therefore, until that issue is sorted out, if it is an
issue, we will recognize the person that identifies himself or herself
as wanting to raise a question.
The hon. Member for Edmonton-Meadowlark.
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Debate Continued

Mr. Tougas: Okay. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. IfI could, I’d like
to address a few of the items in advanced education, so I'm just
sending a little alert to the minister over there. You know, Mr.
Chairman, I remember being quite shocked and appalled when I was
arookie MLA, back in 2005, when we were presented with supple-
mentary estimates for the first time. I was amazed that we were
going to debate and approve millions of dollars in a few minutes
with little or no information to go on. Well, nothing shocks me
anymore, but I reserve my right to be appalled, and I have to shake
my head as we approve such a huge sum of money without adequate
information about where the money is going. That’s my requisite
political statement. Now I’d just like to ask the minister a few
questions while he gets his papers in order.

First ofall, I would like to thank the advanced education minister.
We had a meeting before the session began, and he did promise that
he would provide information if we just made a phone call. He did
come through, and I’d just like to thank him for his professionalism
in that regard. He may live to regret it yet, but I’'m going to give it
atry.

Mr. Chairman, supplementary spending has been the norm for the
advanced education department over the last few years, and these
numbers have skyrocketed. We’ve seen supplementary requests in
my time in the Legislature for $19 million, $49 million, $99 million,
and now, continuing with that trend, over a hundred million dollars
in advanced education alone. [interjection] That’s not really worthy
of'applause. Before we get into specifics about where this money is
being spent, I wonder if the minister in his response would spend a
couple of minutes explaining why supplementary spending is
increasing at such a rate in Alberta.

Now, | understand that there are extraordinary pressures on
advanced education in Alberta. I’ve heard it in my visits across the
province that everybody wants money, and they want it now. I’d
like to hear from the minister if this increasing need for off-budget
spending is a result of poor planning in the postsecondary institu-
tions or a lag time from his department in making decisions,
particularly since we’re on our third minister in two years, or
perhaps chronic underfunding of advanced education in the budget
itself.

Now, for instance, we have a $15 million expense in additional
apprenticeship technical training spaces. There’s no doubt that these
are desperately needed spaces, and $15 million probably doesn’t
even put a dent in how much we really need, but surely the govern-
ment should have seen this shortage coming for sometime and
budgeted it properly in the first place.

There is also $15.7 million for nursing degree programs at Mount
Royal College and Grant MacEwan. Again, this is welcome news,
and we’re fully supportive of'it, but I wonder why Mount Royal had
to wait until the last possible minute to find out that they were going
to get funding for this program.

On a smaller budget item there’s $2.8 million for the WorldSkills
Calgary 2009 competition. It’s my understanding that we’ve known
about this event for about three years, so why is it a supplementary
spending cost instead of being in the budget?

Perhaps most importantly, I’d like the minister to explain the
$34.5 million in grants to match private donations. Now, the bulk
of this is of course made up of $24 million as the initial payment of
a $37 million donation of rare Chinese artifacts by the Mactaggart
family at the University of Alberta. My question is: is this not what
the access to the future fund was supposed to be for?

Now, if I can go back to the Speech from the Throne from 2005,
the access to the future fund will “support innovation and excellence

in postsecondary education.” For example, it will provide matching
contributions to help create a new centre for Chinese studies at the
University of Alberta. In April of 2005 the then minister of
advanced education said:

The collection will provide the basis for the university’s new centre

for Chinese studies, which will house the world renowned expertise

on Chinese culture and history.

Members will recall that in the Speech from the Throne the
new access to the future fund is intended to support innovation and
excellence in postsecondary education, and the creation of this new
centre for Chinese studies at the University of Alberta was specifi-
cally referenced in anticipation of this gift.

So what we have here, it appears, is money coming out of the
budget that is supposed to have been from the access to the future
fund. My questions regarding that are: what has happened to the
access to the future fund? Why is the money not going out? Why
are we using budgeted sums for this?

I threw quite a few questions at you, and I'll sit down.

2:50

Ms Blakeman: Keep going. Once you sit down, you won’t get back
on.

Mr. Tougas: That’s okay. I want to hear his answers anyways.
The Deputy Chair: The minister wishes to respond?

Mr. Horner: Sure, and I’d be more than happy to take some more
questions later if you think about them.

First of all, as it relates to supplementary estimates, obviously, if
we had a crystal ball — I know that the hon. Leader of the Official
Opposition in his alternate throne speech claims that he doesn’t have
a crystal ball either — to project what might be coming down in the
future, we probably could have had capacity and space for every-
thing that we need because it would be there based on our crystal
ball. But we don’t have that any more than the Official Opposition
leader has one or anyone else.

Part of the problem that we have in terms of spaces that are
coming online is that it isn’t as simple as just saying: “Here’s the
money. Now you’ve got the spaces.” I know that the hon. Member
for Edmonton-Meadowlark knows this. You need the facility. You
need the classroom. Youneed the faculty. You need the equipment.
You need all of those things, especially in health care. On the health
care side is where we have the health workforce plan, and the
intricacies of that are that you need medical practitioners to actually
be teachers as well as to deliver medical aid and care to Albertans.
These things take some time to plan.

We’re working with the postsecondary institutions as we plan the
rollout of their capacity increases. I think the hon. member men-
tioned: “Well, you’ve got $15 million. Is it enough?” No, it’s not
enough, but it’s the capacity that we can build quickly. We want to
plan the capacity that we can build over a longer period of time.
There will be more dollars to move with that, and we’ll wait to see
how the budget rolls out on that one. So, I mean, it’s difficult. It’s
easy to say: couldn’t you have seen the shortage coming? It’s
another thing to say: well, you tell me how many spaces we’ll need
five years from now. It’s very difficult to do, very difficult for any
vocation or in any of the other postsecondaries. In fact, we had a
meeting on February 26 with all of the postsecondaries in the room,
and we asked that very question. We said: you guys tell us what we
need. That was the most difficult question for them to answer.

We had a really good discussion, Mr. Chairman, about roles,
responsibilities, and mandates at that time. Part of what we’re doing
here today is catching up on some of those things that the
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postsecondaries see as being very, very important, that the indus-
tries, whether that be health care, whether that be education, whether
that be our trades training, see as very important. So that’s part of
expanding the access to trades training.

As itrelates to the access to the future fund, obviously, if we again
had that crystal ball that none of us have, we would have anticipated
the amount and the totality of the generosity of Albertans over the
last year and a half. Unfortunately, we weren’t able to predict that.
We have a huge amount of very generous Albertans who are wanting
to match their dollars with universities, postsecondaries, and
technical institutes to see good things happen in our facilities. So
we’re trying to keep up with that. However, as we plan out what
we’re going to be doing with the access to the future fund, we can
start to add more dollars to that fund to generate more dollars every
year. As the hon. member well knows, it currently is generating
about $45 to $50 million per year. We then by formula put it out to
all institutions, not just one or two, and then they work on their
matching arrangements with whoever is going to provide them with
dollars.

There were a few that came in very, very quickly in very, very
large amounts that didn’t fit the formula that we had established
through the committee and the council after the fact. So we felt that
it would be prudent that we try to match those donations as quickly
as we possibly could so that the council and the access to the future
fund could deal with the dollars that are coming in on a regular basis
and work with the institutions on the philanthropy that’s going to
come towards them and is coming in a very big way from all
Albertans. So are we catching up? Yes. Do we hope that we’re at
one point down the road going to be basically matching, you know,
the amount that we earn out of the access to the future fund to the
amount that Albertans are willing to give? That’s the plan. That’s
where we’re headed.

Just like everyone else, Mr. Chairman, | have probably 20 minutes
of opening comments here that I could give, but I think that in the
interests of where we’re going with all of this stuff, I’ll just try to
keep my answers to the questions that are coming from members
opposite and members behind me.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. It’s a
pleasure to have this opportunity to participate in the debate this
afternoon. Certainly, as we review another supplementary supply
estimate, it is with interest that I note where some of this money is
going, where it was, and now where it’s going. There are many hon.
members that want to participate in the debate, so I will start with
my questions in regard to the CAIS program.

Now, we realize that the Department of Agriculture and Food is
requesting a total of $50 million, and the purpose of these funds, as
I'understand it, is to fund Canadian agriculture income stabilization,
CALIS, the Alberta reference margin initiative. We know that there
are going to be changes to the CAIS program. Certainly, there has
been an ongoing issue with CAIS. I 'was left with the impression last
fall, Mr. Chairman, that the government here was quite satisfied with
the CAIS program. I was surprised to learn by observing question
period in the federal House of Commons that your Conservative
cousins are not only contemplating changes to CAIS; they are
changing the CAIS program.

I wonder how this will affect the overpayments that have been
made, specifically for the 2004 CAIS year. There have been many
farmers contacting us confused and frustrated. [interjection] Yes.
The hon. Minister of Service Alberta says dazed.

Certainly, I find it a complex calculation to determine a payment.

Now, the producers that have been contacting us are complaining
about the fact that they have to pay back money. I know that there
have been some adjustments made to that. This side of the House
made some suggestions last summer to the department. The whole
program is confusing. How confusing is it, Mr. Chairman? Well, in
fact, I think the hon. minister of municipal affairs should give a
course or give advice to farmers across this fine province about the
CAIS program, and I’m just referring to the selected payments to
Members of the Legislative Assembly.

Other payments listed here under the hon. minister’s name include
hay and post-harvest assessment payments, moisture deficiency
assessment payments, crops spring price endorsement assessments,
waterfowl] assessment payments, crop revenue insurance coverage
payments, and of course the Canadian agriculture income stabiliza-
tion payment made by the Agriculture Financial Services Corpora-
tion. All these payments listed are the total of $118,000; $93,000 of
it comes from the CAIS program. That adds up on that page to
$332,000. Then other family members also have made application
successfully to the CAIS program in the year ended March 31, 2006,
of $51,000. I would certainly think it would be advantageous for all
farmers to get some advice from the hon. minister as to exactly how
this program works.

3:00

We’re looking at an additional $50 million for CAIS funding here,
and I would ask the minister: what details can the minister and the
department provide to the House in regard to this money and how it
is going to be used? 1 would be very grateful for that, Mr. Chairman.
Can the minister also tell this Assembly the details of the additional
funding, specifically how the federal grains and oilseeds program,
the payment program, relates if at all to this funding.

Again, getting back to the federal Conservatives, last week the
Prime Minister announced $1 billion in funding for Canadian
farmers. Can the hon. minister please tell this Assembly how the
federal government’s plan to replace the CAIS program will impact
Alberta farmers, specifically again in relation to these funds. We
need to know how this $50 million will be distributed. We know the
program has been cumbersome. It has been frustrating. How is it
going to work now? This is a lot of money we’re asking for, but at
least it’s less than what the overpayments initially had been. With
the CAIS program, again, I would just say that I think all hon.
members should seek advice from the minister on just how this
program works and how to effectively fill out the application form
because the producers that are contacting our office, they’re not
getting payments like that. Thank you.

Now, I have another issue. I’m not going to talk about the aircraft
and the $530,000 payment. I just expect that the hon. minister in
charge of Service Alberta will explain to the House how this
oversight was made. There was a currency fluctuation, and that
necessitates the increased expenditure. It’s a transfer. It’s a transfer
of funding. Also, if I could get answers in regard to the transfer of
funding that’s on page 29.

Now, people accuse this government, Mr. Chairman, of being
slow, but in this case they’re really fast because it’s not three weeks
since the hon. Leader of the Official Opposition, the hon. Member
for Edmonton-Riverview, thought that we should take money that
we’re using now for energy rebate programs and turn it into a fund
that encourages conservation and encourages the construction of
public transit. All of these are good ideas.

I notice with a great deal of interest that some money that was left
over from the energy rebate program is now being used. Ninety-one
million dollars, in fact, has been provided to support the public
transit programs. Hopefully, the city of Edmonton, the city of
Calgary, and our other expanding municipalities will all get a share
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of this money. I would like to get a breakdown of that, please,
because I think our municipal officials will be using that money
wisely, and it would be a follow-up as to what the hon. Member for
Edmonton-Riverview was talking about. I’'m surprised at how
quickly that was adopted — I shall use the word “adopted” — by the
members across the way because usually it takes them a little longer.

In fact, Mr. Chairman, 1’11 use the public accounts as an example.
In the fall I requested that the public accounts be put online on the
government’s home page, on the website. I thought it was a good
idea. If we were going to be open and transparent, well, this was a
good place to start. I was so disappointed in the hon. Minister of
Service Alberta when I got a letter indicating that, no, that wouldn’t
be done, but quietly the government went ahead. They never wrote
me another letter — I was so disappointed — to inform me that this
was going to be completed, but it’s a good idea. You can feel free
to take any ideas from this side of the House if they’ll make this
province a better place.

I’ll be interested to know in the future from the hon. minister if
they are monitoring that website to see how many hits they get on it.
I know that they get quite a few on the Alberta heritage savings trust
fund website, so it would be interesting, I’'m sure, to find out how
many Albertans are keen to look up and see where the money has
either been spent in supplies and services or just given away in
grants. In fact, with the grants I think there should be just a separate
section there on golf courses. I can’t understand why we’re granting
so much money to golf courses that restrict access by requiring
members to buy a membership.

But getting back to the supplementary estimates now, Mr.
Chairman, I notice that in mid-October 2005 the province of Alberta
decided that they would assist northern Alberta, the Wood Buffalo
district, with $136 million in bridge financing to help cope with
growth pressures, and we all know the pressures the municipal
government is under in the municipal district of Wood Buffalo. This
was a loan that was made to ease the financial costs of a water
treatment plant, a new waterline to Anzac, and a new solid waste
treatment facility, which the municipality had previously identified
as critical infrastructure to accommodate the expanding economic
and population growth not only in Fort McMurray but in surround-
ing areas.

I'see on page 29, the Department of Infrastructure and Transporta-
tion, where part of the money that wasn’t utilized in the energy
rebates, $11 million to be precise, is being provided for regional
water systems projects. “The funding is required to enable munici-
palities to begin preliminary engineering work to develop regional
water and wastewater systems.” Now, is this $11 million just being
granted, and if it is being granted, why is there a double standard
here? Why are you granting some municipalities money? “Here,
spend it on a very worthwhile engineering project.” Yet you are
forcing the Wood Buffalo district to borrow money. Why make one
municipal district borrow money and just give it away to the others?

Now, my last question in regard to this matter would be: does it
depend on in which area of the province the project is occurring?
Now, certainly, one of the current Premier’s first trips after he was
sworn in was to southern Alberta, where the support for his cam-
paign was the most modest. Some would say the weakest. I will say
the most modest. Off he goes. The first place he goes is to southern
Alberta to shore up his political support, right? You can’t fault the
guy for that, you know. You can’t fault him at all. But this money,
the $11 million: where is it going and why?

Thank you.

The Deputy Chair: Would the minister wish to respond? The hon.
minister.

Mr. Groeneveld: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and perhaps, seeing
that this is a free-for-all, maybe I could just read my Committee of
Supply speech. Ithink it would answer. If we’d have done that first,
I don’t think he’d have had to ask the question. Is that permissible?

Chair’s Ruling
Speaking Order

The Deputy Chair: Hon. members, in the past a preference list or
a priority list was provided to the chair, and the chair would then
recognize the minister. The minister would make remarks up to 20
minutes, and then there would be questions that would follow.

Under the new rules there’s no priority list that has been provided
to the chair, and therefore the chair recognized the Government
House Leader to move. Thereafter it is open to any member to rise
and ask the question, and any minister who wishes to speak can also
speak. So there’s not a restriction of a priority list, but there is an
open process, and anyone can participate. So at this time, hon.
Minister of Agriculture and Food, if you want to speak, you’re
welcome to.

Mr. Groeneveld: I’'m going to read my speech, Mr. Chairman.
The Deputy Chair: You have 20 minutes.
Mr. Groeneveld: And a good one it’ll be.

3:10 Debate Continued

Mr. Groeneveld: Mr. Chairman, I’m pleased to present you with the
supplementary estimates for the Ministry of Agriculture and Food.
It’s common for the agriculture sector to have to deal with changes.
There have always been many factors that impact how well a farmer
does from year to year, but in the past few years the field of
agriculture has been hit hard and hit harder and seen a lot of change.
The impact of drought, BSE, high input costs, and an expanding
global market are just a few of the examples.

Farmers work in a climate of change. This demands that the
industry and government work much harder, and we need to work
together. We want programs to sustain agriculture in this province,
and we have done a great deal of work to make sure that the
programs we bring forward are effective business risk management
programs. Rural communities in Alberta depend on agriculture, and
even people who live in urban areas are impacted by what happens
on the farm.

It’s important to note that our agriculture sector does have a strong
foundation. We couldn’t weather the storms if we didn’t. To
borrow from an old saying, in today’s climate we must be strong
enough to bend. We need to be more innovative, more adept, and
I’m proud to report that our growers and producers are becoming
more expert business managers despite these changes. Even with the
best planning and financial management there is a need for support
following some unpredictable disasters. Many farmers look to the
Canadian agriculture income stabilization program, or CAIS, for that
support. Unfortunately, many producers have expressed concern
that the funding is not responsive enough or that the formula for
determining who qualifies for the funding is too narrow.

In support of the new Alberta agenda, building a stronger Alberta,
our ministry plans to address these concerns with two changes
related to the CAIS program. To accomplish this, we are requesting
an additional $50 million, and the changes would be as follows.
This year CAIS payments are expected to be another $20 million
below forecast, which will allow us to redirect funds. Our payments
will be lower due to a federal government payout last fall to our
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grain and oilseed producers. In late December Alberta decided to
treat these payouts as income under the CAIS program. That will
reduce CAIS contributions by $20 million and reduce the federal
contribution by $30 million.

We will extend the Alberta reference margin initiative. A
reference margin is an average used to determine profitability.
Through CAIS an agriculture business can get funding if they are
below the average, which means they are facing financial risk that
year. The problem is that the national CAIS program uses a five-
year average after dropping both the highest and lowest years, and
with unprecedented back-to-back disasters profits have been steadily
eroding. This initiative allows producers to use the five-year
average or to look at their last three years, whichever is better for the
producer.

Our plan is to extend the Alberta reference margin initiative one
year, at about $70 million. We recognize that this is a short-term
measure to help supplement the CAIS program, but it is a necessary
measure. Through this initiative Alberta producers will not fall
between the gaps, and I want to assure all hon. members that the
prosperity and sustainability of our agriculture industry is a priority
of this government. End of my speech.

Now, to touch on some of the questions that came before I got
here. As I think probably the hon. member is fully aware, CAIS is
only a part of the insurance program that we along with the federal
government provide to our farmers. He talked a little about the
overpayment possibility that’s out there right now. I think probably
we’re not going to have a whole lot of changes to that because [
think that to be fiscally responsible, we have to collect that money.
Now, having said that, when the people filled out these applications
and even when the cheques were sent to them, they were warned that
they could be in an overpayment position because, at best, there
were only estimates out there. I’ll admit that the system is far from
perfect, but we have to keep putting what we can out there for the
farmers. So I think that that portion of it isn’t going to change.

Now, if the hon. member was in question period yesterday, we
talked extensively about the new program that was out, which of
course is giving over $1 billion through the CAIS program. That’s
all federal money. That’s not a 60-40 component. That is all federal
money. However, it is contingent on the federal budget passing,
which throws a little different light on it, of course. Out of that $1
billion, $600 million is going to an investment-type program which
goes onto the top end of CAIS and which is very much like the old
NISA program, where farmers can invest money and the government
will match that money. The farmers have certainly been asking for
that for quite some time.

The $400 million, I understand, is for the increasing cost of
production and if passed will start to pay out to the farmers immedi-
ately. The hundred million that is left on a year-by-year basis is
available in the fund so that when cost of production is not met,
there’s an available fund of money, so we don’t have to go through
the usual channels of going to Treasury Board and the time that it
takes to implement such a plan. How many farmers is this going to
affect? I think the devil is still in the details on how that’s going to
work. It will certainly make it a more attractive program. Will it
make it an easier program to understand? I doubt it very much.
That’s something we have to work on.

But I think that just to get past that, if the hon. member looks in
the books — and he did allude to the fact that we’re talking $50
million this year. It’s because of the nature of the beast that the ag
department works in with these programs. Last year was an
exceptionally good year, and we actually lapsed just about $291
million back to the government, but to get this year’s program going
again, we have to come up with $70 million, of which we already

have $20 million. So it leaves us a shortfall of $50 million, which,
of course, we have to understand is only to tide us over until the
budget is passed. This is not new money that we’re asking for over
and above anything. In fact, it’s less money than we have been
asking for in the last couple of years.

I hope that answers the hon. member’s questions.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Cardston-Taber-Warner.

Mr. Hinman: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. It’s a pleasure to be able
to get up and participate in this debate on the 2006-07 supplementary
supply estimates, No. 2. I have a few different questions that I
would throw out. I guess I’d like to start with just an overall view
that once again we’re into supplemental supply, and it’s pleasing to
see that the list of the number of ministers that have come forward
is so short.

An Hon. Member: It’s the second one this year.

Mr. Hinman: Yes, number two, but thank heavens it’s only four or
five and not 18. That is pleasing.

I guess perhaps I'll start with my first comments towards the hon.
minister of agriculture, seeing as how he was the last one up. 1
would like to know exactly the breakdown of the $50 million and
how many farmers in the province he feels that that’s going towards.

The number one thing, Mr. Chairman, that I get farmers asking me
is: why is this so complicated? What’s the percentage of the people
in the CAIS program that they’re reassessing and going through and
coming back? Is this $50 million because they’ve acknowledged
that they misjudged how they assessed these farmers, or are they
changing it? There are still a lot of farmers that are up in the air not
knowing where they’re going and where CAIS is coming from. The
absolute necessity is to have this become a more simplistic form that
even the accountants might be able to read. Anyways, if he could
just update us on where this $50 million is going and how many they
think that it’s going to.

I might mention that at the top of page 15 it starts — and each of
them do — details of supplementary supply estimates. Yet this is so
vague. [ don’t know how we can use the word “detail” to debate and
to question where this money is going. So I hope that he can answer
that.

3:20

I would like to go on briefly, in order that more members can get
up and ask their questions, to the Minister of Advanced Education
and Technology. We have a breakdown here on the enrolment
planning envelope, $31 million, and other program support, $34
million. If we could get some details on those numbers. How many
more openings are we getting for that $31 million? Is it a thousand?
Is it 500? What are the details that they’ve come up with these
numbers that we’re to be voting on?

Other program support: what exactly are those? We see here that
there’s $15 million for additional apprenticeship technical training
spaces. What are the details on that? Is it a hundred? Is it a
thousand? I’d be very interested to hear where this money is going.

We have $15 million for nursing degree programs at Mount Royal
College and Grant MacEwan College. Again, I ask the question. It
would be so much more helpful, when they bring these supplemental
supplies, to have a spreadsheet to show us what the details are so
that we could be informed and know rather than just have a big
question. Fifteen million for the nursing degree program: I’d like an
expansion on what that is.

We have $900,000 for the development of social work, the Cree
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language and aboriginal artist programs at Blue Quills college.
What is the estimated number of students that are going to enrol in
that? Do we know the size of the faculty that’s going to be in-
volved? Is there additional infrastructure that’s going to be needed
for that program? Obviously, the minister has the details — that’s
why they’ve put them down here — and [ would appreciate the details
on that.

The $34,500,000 to match private donations to the University of
Alberta and the University of Calgary. I probably should be able to
remember what those are for, but are those specific areas that we’re
matching and know exactly what they’re going to, or is that kind of
an open, unconditional match that the universities can use in their
own discretion?

Anyways, we can continue to go on. The $1.5 million for
enhancing science literary awareness programs. Again, what’s being
enhanced? Is it the number of students that can get in there? Is it
equipment? Is it a new facility that they’re adding on?

The $500,000 for enhancing awards and promoting the annual
gala event at the ASTech Foundation. Again, what are some details
on that?

The $3 million for the genome centre. Is that completely just for
the pine beetle infestation? Do they have some breakthrough
technology that’s exciting that this Assembly and the people of
Alberta would love to hear? We do most agreeably understand the
devastation of the pine beetles and where that is going to.

Turning over again — the minister has somewhat answered this,
but I wasn’t clear on it — to the $147 million. That’s just to the
physicians? It says here: “is requested to fund the higher-than-
budgeted cost of physician services.” I’m not right up to speed on
the agreement that they’re trying to sign, that trilateral agreement,
but how many physicians are we talking? What are some more
details on that actual transaction and if that’s going to fit in there?

If I could skip over to the Minister of Municipal Affairs and
Housing. On line 6.3.3 we have $15 million for affordable housing
programs. Again, if we could have the numbers there. It says that
this spending would be offset by a transfer from the federal govern-
ment. What exactly are the details on that? Above it on page 26 it
says that we have a $2 million fund for up to 600 additional units
under the rent supplement program. What are the numbers that
we’re going to get of affordable housing programs? Some details
there. I’'m sure Albertans would love to know the breakdown.

Again, for the 16-plus million dollars for off-reserve aboriginal
housing, what kind of numbers are we talking? Is that throughout
the province, or is it in one specific area? Then we have 9 million
plus dollars to assist homeless and near-homeless people through
outreach teams administered by seven major community-based
organizations, a total cost of $16 million. Do we have a number on
how many people are in those homeless and near-homeless situa-
tions? What’s the breakdown? Are we doing a good job spending
that $16 million? Once again, a spreadsheet showing the details and
where that’s being split would be very helpful to the members of this
Assembly in going over the details of those.

Perhaps my final question would be to the Minister of Finance:
that we have a breakdown here of the $47 million. We’ve got $7
million going to reimburse the public-sector pension plan. I see that
he’s gone, so I don’t know if he’ll be answering this, but perhaps he
can write it and give a written one back. Will this update it, and will
it become fully funded then and we’ve met all of our obligations?
What are the details on that one?

The $40 million lump sum for the government’s share of the
management employees’ pension plan unfunded pension liability.
Does this now fully fund that? The question is: why are we
addressing the unfunded liability on one part of the sector? I’d love

to know why we’re not addressing the unfunded teachers’ liability
fund at this time with a supply estimate and trying to get on and
repair the conditions between the government and the ATA, but I’1l
wait to hear that.

An Hon. Member: That’ll never happen.

Mr. Hinman: With that attitude, you’re correct. It’ll never happen
with this current government.

The Deputy Chair: Minister of Advanced Education and Technol-
ogy, do you want to respond?

Mr. Horner: Sure. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I just wanted to
touch on a few of the questions there. There were a number of them
rattled off in fairly quick succession. I’'m still trying to get a little bit
used to our new format as we roll from one department to another.

I can provide the hon. member with some of the detail that he was
talking about. I would also point out specifically as an example the
apprenticeship spaces. When we announced the $15 million, it was
put out in a fairly broad and lengthy press release that we were
providing 3,600 new apprenticeship spaces across the province, that
these apprenticeship spots were located in a wide range of areas of
the province: north, south, east, and west. I would encourage the
hon. member to perhaps check his press releases for the detail on
that one as well as some of the other donation items that we’ve done.
I would encourage the hon. member to read Hansard tomorrow as
to my answer on the matching donations because we’ve done that
one already as well.

The genome component of what we’re doing is indeed for what is,
as my colleague the Minister of Sustainable Resource Development
has classified it, a war against the pine beetle. That $3 million
request is for research and development at Genome Alberta related
to the pine beetle infestations. The project is going to contribute to
defensive solutions and progressive management practices to the
mountain pine beetle based on the in-depth understanding of the
relationship between the pine tree, the beetle, and the blue stain
fungus.

Alberta’s response to the mountain pine beetle has to date been
operational, so a research response prepares Alberta to best deal with
the existing problem. Again, Mr. Chairman, we’re talking about
timing here. The pine beetle’s critical months are going to be
coming up in the next three or four months. It’s going to be very
critical for us to actually have a plan in place. Therefore, these
dollars were put out there fairly quickly.

He mentioned the enrolment planning envelope, and I’ll refer back
to my response to the hon. Member for Edmonton-Meadowlark, who
had some very good questions at the start of this session about the
enrolment planning envelope and why we are planning the spaces
the way we planned the spaces. It’s because you’ve got to have the
capacity. You’ve got to have the teachers. You’ve got to have the
faculty and the facilities and the labs and all of these things in play
as you roll out the new spaces. That’s working in conjunction with
the postsecondary institutions to ensure that, you know, when the
student shows up, there’s actually something there for them to be a
part of and to participate in.

I think, Mr. Chair, that answered most of those questions.

3:30

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Agriculture and Food minister also
wanted to respond to the questions raised?

Mr. Groeneveld: Yes. I’ll be very quick, Mr. Chairman. Unfortu-
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nately, like my colleague down the way there, “A” comes too soon
in the alphabet, and I guess we get shot first. So with any luck, if
answer a question again, the rest of them won’t have to. I think that
maybe the question was here, and I guess that reading my little story
didn’t help because that told you exactly what the $50 million was
going towards. It was to extend the Alberta reference margin
initiative, and of course doing that keeps the reference margin up.
Consequently, more people will be able to qualify if they have a
disaster year.

The other part of the question, of course: I can’t tell you how
many people it’s going to affect or are going to benefit from this
because it depends on the disaster. It depends how the year goes.
But the program is a little more palatable that way; it will cover
more people. I would be the first to admit that it’s a complicated
program. We are working on that, and we certainly will do our best
to bring that around.

I think that, basically, that covers the questions that the hon.
member was asking, Mr. Chairman.

The Deputy Chair: [ had the Minister of Health and Wellness as
well as the Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing both indicate
to me. Did you both want to respond to questions raised by the hon.
Member for Cardston-Taber-Warner? Is that correct? Okay.

The Minister of Health and Wellness, followed by Municipal
Affairs and Housing.

Mr. Hancock: I’ll be very quick. The question was raised again
about the $147 million. Ithought I’d answered it previously, but I’ll
do it very quickly again. There are over 6,000 practising physicians
in Alberta under the trilateral master agreement. We’ve attracted
about 250 more over the past year. The $147 million that we’re
requesting is additional money to the trilateral agreement line in the
budget, which provides payments for fee for service. Obviously, a
good chunk of that, in fact about $128.5 million, will go to fee for
service, for rate increases, for volume increases, and for some of the
existing programs, like the physician office system program and the
primary care initiative. But most of that $128 million is really for
the 4 and a half per cent retroactive fee increase that we’re anticipat-
ing, so that’s accruing for that.

The balance of $18.5 million will go for the clinical stabilization
initiative, some things that we can do and will do even prior to the
end of this month and have done in terms of working towards
making sure that the physicians are available and supported in areas
where there’s a high need or critical issue that has to be overcome.
Obviously, the Fort McMurray issue is one of those.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Minister of Municipal Affairs and
Housing.

Mr. Danyluk: Well, thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. The hon.
member made mention of some of the programs or some of the
funding that was in place. First I want to say that the affordable
housing program, which you referred to, a funding of $15,173,000,
is required to increase the availability of affordable housing units in
the province. The surplus neutral funding was received from the
federal government. This program provides one-time grants for
eligible capital costs to municipalities, local community housing
providers, nonprofit organizations, and private-sector groups to
address the community housing needs. Those are looked at on a
priority basis and, therefore, selected on a priority basis to address
those needs.

The same holds true for aboriginal housing, the $16 million,
which is a federal program as well, and the homeless support. After

reallocating $6.5 million internally to this program, I still need about
$9.5 million to fund a $16 million pilot project to assist the homeless
through outreach teams administered by the seven major
community-based organizations. This program provides funding for
apilot project with municipalities and community groups to provide
outreach services for the homeless.

The last one that I believe you made mention of is the funding of
$2 million, which was required for 600 additional units under the
rent supplement program. The rent supplement program provides
assistance to low-income families, seniors, individuals, and families
with special needs who cannot afford the sustainable rent accommo-
dation.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for St. Albert.

Mr. Flaherty: Thank you, Mr. Chair. This deals with money, and
it’s on page 36, Reconciliation of Adjusted Gross Amounts. Maybe
the President of the Treasury Board or someone over there dealing
with dollars could help me with this. Anyway, I think it’s very
appropriate when you have a number of dollars — I believe that it’s
approximately $38 million — returned to Treasury. It’s dealing with
education, and sometimes that suggests to me that there’s a transfer
of vote problem or maybe also a lack of insight into some of the
needs.

Because school systems across the province are desperately in
need of such things as support services in terms of guidance
counsellors, reading clinicians, specialists in helping with special
education students is one area that certainly is in great need.
Another area is the whole question of operation and maintenance for
schools. Across the province, specifically looking at Calgary, for
example, we know the tremendous infrastructure problem there in
terms of shifting populations, in dealing with older schools that are
having problems.

The whole question of the elementary schools. They are certainly
in need of more dollars in terms of the PUF grants, that cover
children that are in early childhood or kindergarten, but many of
these children now, a large percentage, are going into grade 1, and
there’s no way that they can be assessed. There’s no money for that.
So schools are many times extra resourced to provide that service.
One of the government’s noble goals was: stay in school, complete
high school. The completion of school, in fact, I believe was one of
the Minister of Education’s goals.

The other thing that I had noticed: a question of busing in Calgary,
the whole question now of a very serious problem all across the city
of Calgary, the question not only of busing, because many times
there is not a community school, but of acquiring bus drivers.
Hopefully, there could be some use of that dollar, if it was available,
to look at ways of recruiting and training bus drivers.

So, Mr. Chair, I’m trying to seek out information. My question is:
that $38 million, could it have been used for services across the
province, for schools that need money for different kinds of things?
I’'m sure that there are many more than I’ve identified. Could I
maybe get someone to try and take a kick at that one?

Thank you.

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Chairman, a lot of the accounting methods have
to do with satisfying the Auditor General. But the process today is
supplementary supply estimates, No. 2, that don’t deal with anything
directly in the Department of Education. So you make a very good
point, you know. If we can track this money to keep the Auditor
satisfied, that’s fine, but I can’t help you with that broader picture on
this particular day.
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3:40
The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Calgary-Currie.

Mr. Taylor: Mr. Chairman, it is my pleasure to be able to rise today
and engage in debate around the 2006-07 supplementary supply
estimates, No. 2. By way of comment, first of all, it’s been a bit of
a disorganized debate thus far relative to the traditional approach to
supplementary supply, I guess, and I don’t know if it’s going to be
possible to engage in an actual exchange with the minister or
ministers or whether, if the answers that [ seek don’t satisfy me this
time, I’m going to have to go to the back of the line and get back in
the queue to ask another question. I’'m not quite sure why this is
other than I have the sense that it has something to do with a
decision made on the government side not to provide a list of
priority ministries or a list that in some way provides an order in
which we’re going to discuss these. In any event, we’ll try and bring
some order to chaos here.

My questions are to the Minister of Municipal Affairs and
Housing. First of all, I want to commend him on spending extra
money on homelessness and affordable housing. For many years in
this province we have lacked collectively, I think, the political will
to move affordable housing to the top of the political agenda, and
there has been much movement in recent months. I like to think that
I and my office were a good part of the momentum, a good part of
the drivers behind this movement because, certainly, as we went
through late spring, summer, and early fall, in my constituency
office in Calgary-Currie I got more calls, more questions, more pleas
for help around the issue of affordable housing than any other single
issue, right down to the point that we’ve actually helped quite a
number of people find new places to live because they were losing
the places that they were in either because it was an apartment that
was being converted to a condominium or the rent was in some cases
doubling or tripling. That sort of thing. It is, beyond question, a
crisis in Calgary. In fact, it’s been described by at least one person
with very intimate knowledge of the situation in Calgary as beyond
acrisis. He says that it’s a catastrophe. But it is an issue in cities all
over this province and in a surprising number of towns as well.

So I commend the minister for what he has done thus far. I hope
that it’s just a start. I look at the throne speech and see a commit-
ment to continue with the Affordable Housing Task Force and a
commitment to continue examining the problem. I think that’s good
as well, but I think that simultaneously we can consult and talk and
learn about the problem and also start swinging some hammers and
digging some basements and making some real on-the-ground
progress on this file.

So with that in mind I’'m going to ask a couple of specific
questions about the numbers in here, and the minister is not going to
get any opposition or push back from me on the overall concept of
spending this money. I am very much in support of that, but I’'m
curious as to what he intends to do with some of this money and how
he’s thought it through and whether he can provide some specific
answers. For instance, on the $2 million — sure, I’1l just take this in
order as it appears in the book. The Government House Leader
earlier indicated that the only priority I need is right here in the book
if I just take it in order, so I will, although we haven’t yet. Someone
has to start, and I’d be pleased to.

The $2 million to fund up to 600 additional units under the rent
supplement program. My question to the minister would be whether
he has any kind of estimate as to how many more units might be
needed to be covered under the rent supplement program as we go
forward in this province. Of the $15,173,000 for the affordable
housing program and the $16,142,000 for the off-reserve aboriginal

housing program, in both cases I note the sentence, “This spending
would be offset by a transfer from the federal government,” and [
just want to make sure that I’'m clear on this. Because it’s fed-
eral/provincial matching funds, are we talking about an initial outlay
of $15 million and change for the affordable housing program and
$16 million and change for the off-reserve aboriginal housing
program, of which 50 per cent then would be rebated by Ottawa, or
is this Alberta’s half of the program? In other words, is there
another $15,173,000 coming from Ottawa for affordable housing
under this program and another $16,142,000 in matching dollars for
the off-reserve aboriginal housing program?

It clearly makes a difference, Mr. Chairman, because — and this
will lead into my next question — as the minister well knows, the
definition of affordable housing is a bit of a moving target, and the
cost of building a unit of affordable housing, for those of us who’ve
been around a few years, is really quite astounding. It’s been
estimated, depending on the jurisdiction that you’re talking about,
that the cost of building one unit of affordable housing can be in the
$130,000 to $150,000 range. That’s per unit. I'll be very interested
in the minister’s comments on that, by the way. But, of course, at
$130,000 a unit, $15,173,000 would only give you 116 and a half
units of affordable housing across the entire province, and as the
minister knows, we have to do much, much better than that. That’s
building from scratch, of course.

I guess the question that follows from that is whether the minister
and his staff have done an estimate yet of how many housing units
in each of these two programs they would expect to produce and also
where those units will go, if there was a breakdown municipality by
municipality. I may be getting way ahead of myself here. I don’t
know. I’m just curious to see how far along the program is, at least
in the conceptual stage.

If 1 can just go back very quickly to the rent supplement program.
There is a program going on in the city of Edmonton, which, I
gather, is not exactly a pilot project but might turn out to be
applicable in other jurisdictions, involving a sizable property
management company, the city of Edmonton, and I believe there’s
provincial involvement as well, which involves a portable rent
supplement of a sort. I’m just wondering if any of this $2 million
actually includes some of those units or whether that’s a separate
program altogether.

One more thing, Mr. Chairman, and then I look forward to hearing
the minister’s responses. There’s $9,531,000 to assist homeless and
near-homeless people through outreach teams administered by seven
major community-based organizations. The total cost of the pilot
project is $16 million, and the balance of the funding has been
reallocated internally in Municipal Affairs and Housing. I just want
to comment on the excellence of the idea but remind the minister, of
course, that these sorts of outreach programs involving outreach
teams of support workers are only half of the equation. They’re a
very necessary half. The research indicates that they’re a very
necessary half of the equation to provide supported housing for
individuals who need that kind of support, and they can be wildly
effective.

A team or an individual who works with someone who is a hard
to house individual, once he’s in a unit of affordable housing, can
quite literally do such things as check in with that individual a
couple of times a week on the phone, make sure that they’ve got
food in the house, that they’re taking their medication if that’s an
issue, that they’ve paid the phone bill, et cetera, et cetera. That kind
of arrangement, we’ve seen in a number of jurisdictions, can work
very successfully, and this addresses the support side of supported
housing. Of course, it’s only successful if there’s affordable housing
at the end of the program.
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This is one of the things we’ve found in Calgary, of course. The
Calgary Homeless Foundation has done a wonderful job of sort of
pulling together various agencies in providing all kinds of support —
programs, services, individuals, outreach — for people as they climb
the staircase, if you will, from being utterly homeless and helpless
and without hope to dealing with everything from addiction issues,
mental and physical health issues, literacy issues, job skills issues,
job training, et cetera, et cetera, get them through the transitional
housing phases, and we get them to the top of the staircase, Mr.
Chairman. In Calgary, because there is virtually no available
affordable housing, we kind of' say: “Good work. You’ve completed
the program, and now we’re going to push you off the back of the
staircase. You’re going to fall back down into a cardboard box in
the river valley because we have no affordable housing for you.”

So this part only constitutes 50 per cent of the program, and I
would merely remind the minister of something that I’'m sure he
already knows: that we need to work very diligently, very actively
on creating affordable housing in the province of Alberta so that we
can meet the other 50 per cent of the need.

Thank you, Mr. Chair.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Minister of Municipal Affairs and
Housing.

Mr. Danyluk: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I want to
thank the hon. Member for Calgary-Currie for his questions and
observations. First of all, I need to talk about observations because
your observations in Calgary are absolutely right. You know, there
is a great need, but that need is also throughout Alberta in high-
growth areas, in high-need areas. [ also would say that those
challenges are for municipalities, they are for communities, they are
for agencies, but they are for all of us as well. So the solutions not
only need to come from one side of the House but from all sides of
the House.

The task force that we implemented with very much a narrow time
frame — and I say a narrow time frame of consultation, of solutions
— was done for a couple of reasons, the one reason being that the
individuals we have on that committee have expertise in some of the
challenges. I want to say one other thing, that a lot of the members
on that committee are very much visionary and looking at positive,
proactive directions that need to be taken in order for ourselves to
look toward a solution to try to address the success of low-cost
housing and the homeless.

Mr. Chairman, as the hon. member probably knows, we hope to
have the report from that task force by March 19, give or take a day,
on the recommendations that came from people all throughout
Alberta. I don’t have the figures in front of me, but we went to nine
communities and, I would say, got a very excellent response and
very good suggestions and solutions to issues and to some of the
hardships that are felt in the high-growth communities.

I want to also say in trying to be a little bit more specific on your
questions about the funding — and I’'m going to talk about the
funding of the affordable housing program on one hand and also the
off-reserve aboriginal housing program — that it is federal funding
that was brought into the budget and that we are utilizing. You have
to wait for the new budget to look at how that will become matching.

I also want to say that I agree with you because I do believe that,
on top of the other programs that are there for the homeless, the $16
million is an excellent program for seven municipalities to gather, to
assess what some of the major challenges are, and also how to deal
with it. I think that is the essence of that program. The first one is
having the communication. The second one, of course, is the

collaboration of the seven communities and the co-operation on how
to deal with some of the issues. I would say that that is on top of
programs that are already there.

Specifically on the comment that you made that it is a two-sided
challenge: it is exactly that, a two-sided challenge. You cannot
provide housing without providing some sort of a vehicle for an
individual that is homeless to get from the homeless entity to maybe
affordable housing to independence. I think we very much need to
look at that in the solution direction.

Mr. Chairman, on the comments on how the funding allocations
or the decisions are made, we do have a criteria framework for
communities, agencies applying for the affordable housing program
and also the off-reserve aboriginal housing program. We try to fit
everybody into that criteria, and we choose the people from the
highest down. Is it enough? No, it’s not enough. I’'m very much
looking forward to the report that’s coming from the housing task
force to look at some of the presentations that have been made and
their report on how the solutions should be implemented.

Also, T could speak about the $2 million required for the 600
additional units, and that’s 600 additional units. If you look at it,
you say: that sounds like a lot. It’s not very many at all. The rent
supplement program definitely has a lot of needs, but I stress to you
also that the solutions to affordable housing, the solutions to
homelessness need to be a co-operative effort with government, with
municipalities, with agencies, with communities. I think that that’s
the only way that we’ll be able to have a successful direction.

So I hope that I answered most of your questions. What I will do,
if you would like, is send you more details. I don’t have that report,
but I can send you a more detailed accountability of how that
funding will be spent, if you would so desire.

Thank you very much.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona.

Dr. Pannu: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I rise to join the
debate that has been under way for the last almost 90 minutes now
on the 2006-07 supplementary supply estimates, No. 2. I believe
that we dealt with No. 1 in the very short sitting at the end of August
last year. This is the first opportunity since that time, since the long
absence from this Chamber by hon. members, that we have now
before us these supplementary supply estimates second time around.

Mr. Chairman, some general comments. Over the last three years
we have missed the full fall session twice, I think, in 2004 because
an election was called and then last year because of a change in the
leadership of the party in power and the leadership contest. Some of
these estimates, some of these numbers, some of these requests may
be attributable to the absence from their work of ministers in charge
of their portfolios because they were busy campaigning for one
candidate or another.

4:00

Now that we have these supplementary estimates before us, it
becomes a little more difficult to address them also because the
ministries that were there until December of 2006 have been either
reorganized, merged with each other, or disappeared from the roster.
So this reorganization and restructuring of the cabinet has also
resulted in leaving their imprint on the estimates as we see them:
some transfers from previous departments to new ones, and whatever
have you. The reconciliation of numbers at the end of this booklet
therefore does show how those funds may have been transferred.

That being said, I have a couple of questions for the Minister of
Advanced Education and Technology, who now is responsible, in
addition to what used to be the department of advanced education,
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for innovation and science. When I look at the supplementary
estimates, it’s obvious that some of the numbers relate to the work
that used to be the responsibility of the department that was merged
into this one. If the minister would take a minute to say exactly
what those numbers are that are coming from that merger in the
estimates.

I should note that the minister was very courteous and helpful in
inviting me as well to the first meeting, and we went over some
general issues. The minister told us what his agenda was going to be
for the session in general and extended the invitation to this member
and others to get in touch with him if we need more information. So
thank you, Mr. Minister, for that initiative.

Now, to a specific question that I have here. It relates to some
numbers on page 12, the department summary, expense and
equipment/inventory purchases vote. Under expenses, item 5,
support to postsecondary learners, I notice that there’s an
underexpenditure of $31 million with respect to that item that’s
being reported here, $31 million that was not spent. Normally I
would applaud if various ministries and departments underspend
their estimates and the money goes back into the general revenue at
the end of the year. This particular item, however, causes me some
concern. There are some questions which I want to put to the
minister, and I hope he will address those.

Support to postsecondary learners, I trust, includes financial
assistance to postsecondary students, which includes loans and
others. I’ve been hearing from student representatives as well as
from individual postsecondary students who may have stopped into
my constituency office to complain about the difficult and almost
impossible to meet qualifying requirements that are in place in order
for many postsecondary students to access loans and financial
assistance in the province. Those conditions are so onerous, so
demanding. The bar is set in such a way that many people simply
find themselves disqualified.

I wonder if some of this underexpenditure under support to
postsecondary learners is a result of those unacceptably stringent and
high qualifying conditions for accessing financial assistance and this
support. If that is so, then I want the minister, of course, also to
perhaps comment as to whether he is willing to review those
conditions to make those conditions less demanding, if there is, in
fact, some need to revisit and review those student loan arrange-
ments, thereby increasing access of students in financial need,
knowing as we do the need for us to do everything that we can to
attract more Albertans to our postsecondary system, to attract more
high school graduates to choose to come to postsecondary institu-
tions before they join the labour force if they can, knowing that our
participation rate is fourth or fifth in the country, and we want to be
number one.

Secondly, I also hear, of course, from students, many of whom are
in pressing need of assistance. If there’s a growing need, as |
suspect there is, given that the costs of going to school have been
escalating over the years, and if it is true that we have targets set for
us as a province to have our enrollments increase and participation
rates increase, and if it’s also true that we want to make our
postsecondary system more responsive to the labour market needs,
which we are now trying to meet by inviting people from outside the
province and outside the country to come here and join our labour
force, then I think the answer is clear that we must make more
support available to postsecondary students to attract them to our
schools and to keep them there until they complete their programs.
So I hope the minister will address that question.

The other item on the same page is 8, innovation implementation.
I think this comes from the other ministry that’s been merged with
the ministry of advanced education.  Again, there is an

underexpenditure in implementation — I suppose of increasing
innovation capacity? 1 don’t know exactly what innovation
implementation means. So I think that probably will require only a
very brief comment by the minister.

Some other questions. There is $34.5 million for a grant to match
private donations to the University of Alberta and the University of
Calgary. If1heard the Member for Edmonton-Meadowlark and the
number that he quoted, that $24 million of this will be going to the
University of Alberta to the China Institute, then my question to the
minister is the following. The donation from the Mactaggart family
to the University of Alberta was $37.5 million. I was present at the
opening of the institute in the Telus centre on the university campus.
Mrs. Mactaggart was one of the speakers, and I recall vividly her
expressing both frustration and disappointment over the fact that the
government of Alberta had not delivered in matching their generous
donation to the University of Alberta with respect to the China
Institute.

Now, $24 million certainly goes some ways towards meeting it.
The question to the minister is: has some money on top of this $24
million already gone to the University of Alberta towards matching
the Mactaggart donation, or is this the first allocation towards
matching that? If it’s the first one, then there is a balance of some
$11 million to $13 million, depending upon what the total value of
the donation from the Mactaggarts is, and my question to the
minister then is: if there is sort of a gap of $11 million, $12 million,
$13 million, when is he hoping to eliminate that gap? When are you
going to address that concern that Mrs. Mactaggart expressed rather
passionately at that opening meeting of the institute?

4:10

Genome Alberta: is this a group of researchers located across
Alberta or at one institution or at one research institute? I must
confess my ignorance on Genome Alberta’s location or how it
operates. Is this the first allocation to this particular research entity
to do research on the mountain pine beetle? The mountain pine
beetle has been around across our borders now for some two or three
years, and it has already wreaked havoc in the neighbourhood of $60
billion in B.C. alone. So the threat to the economy of Alberta, that
part of it which relates directly to forestry and the industries
associated with it, is serious and large, a very, very serious threat.
I wonder if this is the first allocation, and if so, why we have been
remiss in not proactively engaging our research community to find
the answers to the problem to the extent that they are scientifically
available.

One last question. The minister answered this question about the
supplementary allocations of $15.7 million for nursing degree
programs at the Mount Royal College and the Grant MacEwan
College. Now, my understanding is that these programs start either
in September, when the fall session starts, or in January, when the
second semester starts. The minister had an answer that confused
me, that you make funds available only when these programs roll
out.

Now, is it because we missed the fall session — we didn’t sit then
— that these funds are being requested now, when in fact they should
have been requested at least in November-December so that they
would become available to these two institutions at the beginning of
the term in January, the second semester term? Or am I not able to
see through the complexities that the minister is privy to, and if so,
will he share his ideas about how this thing really works? Why is it
now that his department realized that this additional money is
needed if in fact those programs started either in September or in
January?

Thank you.
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The Deputy Chair: The hon. Minister of Advanced Education and
Technology.

Mr. Horner: Well, thank you, Mr. Chair. I think I’ll be fairly brief.
The hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona had some very good
questions. I know, given his history, that he has a very strong
passion for postsecondary and has spent a lot of time there, probably
more than I did. He was obviously more successful at the academic
side than I was.

The innovation and science component of what used to be
innovation and science, which is now the technology part of our
department: I actually don’t look at them as two different sides of
the department. We are trying to blend the two of them together
because they make a very good fit. There is a tremendous amount
of research that is done at our postsecondaries right from the
technical side all the way through to the university research that is
being done in, you know, globally recognized institutions in this
province, so a lot of money that goes to our postsecondary is part
and parcel of some of our innovation and science package, if you
will, because of the research that we do. Things like the WorldSkills
competition, where we’ve got 850 competitors from 47 countries
coming around the world to showcase Alberta’s talent in the
apprenticeship and trade sector: that’s part and parcel of where we
had the applied research as well, in some of our trade and technology
institutes.

The life sciences component is also part of our innovation or
technology portfolio. The genome research: they are not the first
dollars that have gone to genome research for mountain pine beetle.
It is a top-up. As I know the hon. member is very aware, you get to
a certain point in your research, and you need to take that next step
in order to try to get the benefit of the stage that you’re at. So what
we see is that this is taking that next step because coming up this
spring, we could have a very, very serious problem. We want to be
as prepared as we possibly can.

The Science Alberta Foundation. Again, I know the hon. member
is aware of this foundation. It’s a great foundation to get science
into the classroom and helps adult learners understand what science
is really all about. More importantly, it gets young people interested
in pursuing a career in the sciences, so obviously helping us to fulfill
the ranks of our postsecondary in our sciences curriculums. We just
view that as a great way to tie the innovation or the technology side
of our portfolio and the research and development that’s going on
and show kids why it’s important that they should actually be
looking at the sciences, so that they can achieve and be part of that
new generation.

The Alberta science and technology awards. It’s a very important
step, I think, and I believe the hon. member would agree with me
here too, that we have to reward excellence. We have to reward
achievement. We have to reward good science. As part of that
program we help leverage dollars, and these are really leverage
dollars. It’s not the total cost. We help leverage dollars with
industry to recognize excellence in research and excellence in
technology development, and that’s what that’s all about.

Not a lot in the package of supplementary estimate for the
technology side because we’re doing some very good work there.
A lot of it is endowment-based, so a lot of it has already been funded
and flowed through. It’s my hope that, you know, when we see the
next budget, we’ll see some other things there.

In terms of line 5, that the hon. member referenced in the
department summary, the $31 million, he is very correct. That has
everything to do with student finance. At the beginning of the year
the student finance system estimates what the potential loan volume
is going to be. It sets a number. That’s the number that’s in the

budget. If by the end of the year we have not reached that amount
— really, it’s a net cost. This is really a cost of what we have
reimbursed to students or given out in bursaries or grants or those
sorts of things, so it’s the cost to the government. It’s not the total
borrowing; it’s the cost to the government. This is an amount that
represents what students did not borrow.

So what happens is that we lapse it into our department. We
requested that these dollars be utilized in this supplementary
estimate, so the dollars are utilized back into the things that we’re
putting forward today in our supplementary estimates. The hon.
member asked the question: “Well, why? Why would we not have
more students taking part in the student finance system?” There are
a number of reasons, I found out. I initially thought, as a business-
person and a parent of postsecondary students, that it was because of
the complexity or the cost. Having gone on to the web-based system
that we have and made the application and gone through the system,
it really isn’t all that complicated.

Based on this needs-based system, we have some issues, and it
was brought forward in the learning report last fall. We have some
issues where we need to bring up some of the things under the cost-
of-living basis. The student cars, these sorts of things, I think we
probably need to address down the road, and we’re going to look at
that. We are working on that.

One of the things that came to me from a number of different
sources was that part of the problem — these complexities are nation-
wide. We’re not the only ones that have this type of student finance
system. In fact, many places in Canada would tell you that ours is
actually less complicated than some of the other provinces, which is
almost hard to believe but true. What they are telling us and what
some of the numbers would indicate: in a very robust economy
where part-time employment is very easily had, with very good
incomes from part-time employment, you will see students not
wanting to borrow as much but perhaps doing more part-time work.
That lowers our portion of the borrowing.

4:20

The other thing that you’ll see is that because they have other
income, they may actually borrow from somebody else. Not a wise
move in many cases because we have a lot of remission and
bursaries and grants that are included in our package, and students
should take a very, very, very close look at what is best for them
financially. But it is something that we’ve seen in the numbers, that
in a good economy there’s less drive for student finance. Now, we
need to make our student finance more applicable to the current
economy, and we are working on that, Mr. Chairman.

The access to the future fund. The original Mactaggart family
donation was $37.3 million in value, so that means that we have, by
rough calculation, $10 million to $12 million yet to go. There was
and is some discussion between the family and the university about
how they were going to match. The hon. member may remember
that we did announce $12,500,000 as a match last fall. We haven’t
actually announced the other $12 million, but I guess we just did.
We will be chatting with the Mactaggart family — it’s amazing how
this works — about changing and actually speeding up the matching
that they had done with the U of A, with their program. So we
expect that we will actually speed this process of matching that and
hope to have it done within the next year or two. That’s my hope.
That’s the goal that we have.

The reason — again I go back to the response to the hon. Member
for Edmonton-Meadowlark — is that this was announced at the same
time that the access to the future fund was announced but not when
we had the guidelines and the formula that we were going to actually
use with all of the postsecondaries on the revenue that was going to
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be generated from the fund. Even when the fund is fully funded,
none of the institutions would be getting enough in one year to
match this type of donation in one year. The intent is that they
would then match it over a period of two or three years.

So this one was an upfront one that kind of was very much off-
the-mark as well as a couple of others. We are endeavouring at
every opportunity we can to ensure that the families are okay with
how we’re matching and ensure that the postsecondary institutions
understand where we are financially in the access to the future fund
as well as working with the council to say: you know, how can we
make this thing work, and how can we fix the issue and move
forward as well as plan for the access to the future fund going
forward? That will be announced in the next little while.

Now, the nursing spots. Obviously, Grant MacEwan College is
currently doing a four-year degree program. Mount Royal College
actually is currently providing a four-year program as well. The
degree comes from Athabasca University, I believe. We have been
working with both institutions. This is partly a dollar value that is
attributed to the health workforce plan because the nurses are a part
of the health workforce plan that we have working with Health,
working with immigration, EII, whatever. Itis part of that plan, and
as part of that plan — and I’m sure the hon. member would recognize
that — it’s not only the institution, the labs that have to be in play, the
faculty and the teaching, but then you also have to have the spots in
the health care facilities with mentoring and teaching personnel there
for their — I forget the word now. When they go to work in the
workplace.

Dr. Pannu: Practicums.

Mr. Horner: Practicums. Yes. Thank you. For their practicums.
So we have to make sure that we have those spots available for the
nurses as they’re coming off the stream. Indeed, we’re also
currently talking to both institutions about how we might be able to
expand the number of graduates that we get out of those institutions,
and we hope to get some good news out of that fairly soon.

I think, Mr. Chairman, I’ve covered most of the spots.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Calgary-Mountain View.

Dr. Swann: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It’s my pleasure
to rise and speak to supplementary estimates 2006-07. Let me say
that [ acknowledge the extraordinary growth in the province and the
challenging times that the government has in budgeting, and I
recognize that supplementary estimates are a necessary but unfortu-
nate consequence of that. However, extra funds are obviously not
the whole answer.

I wanted to say a few words about where I think we’re not
spending supplementary estimates that we really should be. That,
for me, is very clearly in the area of the environment. Environment
is sorely lacking in resources to do the job that we’ve asked it to do,
especially at this time of extraordinary growth and demand, clearly
unable to fully fund one of the most critical areas, which is Water for
Life, and have adequate inventory of our water resources so that we
can manage them sustainably and groundwater mapping to assure
that we know the impacts of water withdrawals on the surface as
they relate to the groundwater.

I would have loved to see supplementary estimates addressing the
sustainable resources and environmental management department
that’s been burrowing away for almost a year now to try to get some
semblance of planning into the provincial land use and balance the
needs of agriculture and energy, forestry and municipal growth. I
would love to have seen some injection into full funding for a green

plan for this province addressing some of the energy conservation
opportunities, the real business opportunities, I would add, including
the business opportunities related to renewable energy, which is
starting to tick along but needs at least equal incentives to what the
fossil fuel industry has been receiving for decades.

I would love to have seen a little supplemental support for taking
a full inventory of our contaminated sites and an adequate approach
to ensuring upfront funding capital to ensure that the corporations
actually pay for the damages that naturally do occur. Clearly, we
need a comprehensive monitoring and enforcement system in the
province that empowers our staff in Alberta Environment to do the
challenging, everyday work of assessing whether our environment
is in fact improving, whether it’s staying the same, or in many cases
clearly getting worse in terms of its quality.

So with those comments, I just needed to remind us that giving
Alberta Environment .5 per cent of the provincial budget does not
reflect the priority in most Albertans’ minds that it should, and I
would hope that this government in its upcoming budget will
seriously look at doubling the funding for Alberta Environment so
that it can truly reflect the high priority that Albertans, indeed all
Canadians, place on protecting and enhancing the environment for
future generations. That’s doubly a concern with climate change and
the tremendous and somewhat unpredictable devastation that’s
coming as a result of the climate changing: extreme weather events,
new infectious diseases, droughts. Clearly, we have to show
significant vision and leadership in this area.

I want to turn now, Mr. Chairman, to some of the health issues
just because I’m particularly connected there and have interest in it.
I’'m pleased that the government has been able to settle with the
physicians. That’s going to go a long way to ensuring that we retain
and even attract new physicians to the province, and we are direly in
need of that.

Clearly, money is not going to solve all the issues, and there are
a number of issues that I’'m hoping the new health minister will
address, including the full scope of professional practice, that have
not been adequately addressed: the unhealthy work environments
that staff are coping with and in some cases poorly coping with; the
inadequate investment in prevention, in early intervention; the
inadequate investment in home care, which could reduce the struggle
with code burgundies in hospitals and move people more quickly
into home-care situations, which are much more efficient and
effective and satisfactory for individuals; strengthening the mental
health services and their connections to the health authorities and
their front-line support to address the increasing stresses and strains
and concerns of people in this rapidly expanding economy with new
Canadians and new residents of the province; and an area that I
haven’t heard discussed at all, which is the need for new experts in
health impact assessment, relating to some of the massive develop-
ments that are going on in the province.

4:30

When I have consulted with health officers in the province about
new developments in their area, asking them what health impact
assessment is being done before some of these great developments
like upgrader alley, there is a bit of discomfort, and what I often get
is the health impact assessment done by a consultant for the
company. We don’t have the expertise, it seems, or at least our
health authorities are not requesting resources to get health impact
assessments independently done, to try to anticipate and mitigate the
significant health impacts that many people are certainly concerned
about. Some of it may be imaginary, but some of it may indeed be
very real, such as those people in the upgrader alley concerned about
the very high levels of fluoride being emitted from one of the plants
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and now an advisory against eating vegetables in their area because
of the high fluoride levels.

Without adequate expertise in the health regions, it’s very difficult
for people to have confidence that the government is approving
projects with the full knowledge of the health impacts. We need
experts, new people in the province to help us to do some of those
impact assessments.

On more usual issues I wanted to raise the question of whether
there is any appetite in the health minister’s office to examine
whether we’re getting value for money in our health care system
and, to that extent, whether we need some supplemental investment.
Looking at exactly what has happened since regionalization occurred
over 10 years ago, it’s not clear to many of us that we have actually
increased or improved . . .

Point of Order
Relevance

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Calgary-West, are you
rising on a point of order?

Mr. Dunford: Yes. Lethbridge-West. Yes. There are no doubt
many, many people on the speakers’ list today, and I am one of
them. I believe that under Orders of the Day we are here to discuss
specifically the supplementary supply estimates. This is not a forum
to draft and deliver a speech on general government policy. 1 would
ask the chairman’s direction to the speaker if I am right or to me if
I am wrong.

The Deputy Chair: Clearly, you are seeking clarification and not
necessarily raising a point of order. At the estimates level we have
a wide latitude for debate, and members are able to raise other
concerns. We have never constrained them in expressing those
concerns. I also believe the hon. member is raising issues with
regard to health and wellness, which is part of the estimates that we
are dealing with currently.

The hon. Member for Calgary-Mountain View, you may proceed.

Debate Continued

Dr. Swann: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I just have one more
question, and it relates to this new funding and the extent to which
this may be helping to relieve some of the health pressures in Fort
McMurray.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Minister for Health and Wellness.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. To deal with the question
that was specific to the estimates: as I indicated earlier, of the $147
million about $28.5 million is intended to be allocated towards
implementation of a form of the clinical stabilization initiative that
I mentioned earlier and that was discussed earlier today as part of the
new agreement.

The resources for the program that we put in place with respect to
taking doctors up to Fort McMurray came out of the fee-for-service
process, but this supplemental estimate will help to provide some of
those funds. In any event, whether the agreement is approved or not,
we still need to deal with some of the issues, and that one was one
that we were able to negotiate with the regional health authority and
the AMA. So in response to the earlier question from the Member
for Edmonton-Centre, about 50 physicians applied to assist with the
issues in Fort McMurray. Approximately a dozen have been hired,
S0 to speak, to engage in that. All shifts have been filled until the

end of April. We’ve had good take-up, good support for the region
through that program, and freed up the pressure on the local
physicians through that process, so that proved to be a good interim
measure.

Some of the other things that you mentioned I think are worthy of
discussion, but I am conscious of the fact that others want to talk
about the estimates that are before us. A full scope of practice,
obviously, is something that I’ve been championing for a long time,
not just as Minister of Health and Wellness. The concept and, [
think, the government policy that a health care professional should
be able to practice to the full extent of their capability, expertise, and
training is something that we don’t have yet and that we need to
work hard on implementing. Simply put, we want to make sure that
health service is provided by the most appropriately trained, least-
cost provider so that we can lever the value of all of the health care
professionals we have in the system.

That’s really one of the concepts behind the primary care
networks, for example. Yes, you have doctors offering primary care,
but they’re also able to work with other health care professionals to
truly provide a full range of services and lever the health resource
that we have, the people resource that we have, to make the best use
of'it.

A healthy work environment is absolutely a very important issue.
In fact, I just spoke at the health boards of Alberta conference at
noon today and noticed on their agenda that a healthy work environ-
ment was one of the topics for the conference. Healthy workplaces
are very, very important. As we come through with the workforce
strategy that your colleague was asking about earlier, one of the
pieces of workforce strategy has got to be about healthy workplaces.
How do we make sure that the people that we have are well treated,
working in healthy environments, and are in fact able to fully
participate because they are healthy? So that’s important.

Investment in prevention. I wish you’d heard the text of my
speech today and so many other times since I’ve been appointed. I
absolutely, fundamentally believe that the way to make sure that we
have an affordable, sustainable acute-care system that’s there when
our parents need it and when our children need it is to ensure that
Albertans have the opportunity to be and stay healthy. That means
living in healthy communities, having healthy activities, and being
supported with the advice and assistance they need to promote their
own health. That doesn’t mean that we won’t need an acute-care
system, but if we want an acute-care system that’s there when we
need it, we have to promote health.

Strengthening mental health is absolutely a part of that. I think
my predecessor made a very good start last September when she
announced the children’s mental health strategy. I’m going to do
everything I can within the resources that I have available to support
that initiative and to make sure that mental health support services
are there. We’ll be talking more about that even over the course of
the spring as we bring in amendments to the Mental Health Act that
allow for community treatment orders. Of course, community
treatment orders are only one piece of the process. You really need
to have the assertive community treatment available for people in the
community. Again, I’'m going to be working to make sure that we
can resource that as well as possible.

Increased stress and strains. I think that’s part of the workforce
issue, but it’s broader than that. We can reduce the stress on our
acute-care system if we reduce the stress on us as individuals. The
environmental impact on us in terms of what that does to our health
needs to be part of the equation, and it needs to be part of the
discussion.

New experts in health impact assessments. I’m very pleased to be
working with Dr. Roger Palmer, the new dean of the public health
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faculty at the University of Alberta. Actually, last week he was
good enough to bring together a group of public health professionals,
both public health officers and people who’ve been doing research
and support in areas of public health. I think that’s an area that we
really need to encourage and support: how we do health assessments,
how we look at the environmental impact, the environmental load,
how it impacts our community and personal health. So I’m going to
be interested in pursuing that. That’s obviously an embryonic area
for us because, as you well know, most of the pressure on the health
system is to continue to fund the acute-care side. It’s very difficult
to move resources and focus to the wellness side, but that’s one of
my formal mandate statements, and I’m certainly going to try and
fulfill that mandate.

4:40

Value for dollars is obviously very, very important. When you
have, you know, in excess of 36 per cent of the provincial budget
and a budget of the size that this province has, if we want to have
more resources to do more things, we’ve certainly got to be able to
say to Albertans that we’re using the resources we have effectively
and efficiently and we’re using them well. So I have met with the
stakeholders from the health system, with board chairs and CEOs
and others that are in the system. In January I met with them. I
followed up with individual meetings in certain areas, and we’re
meeting with board chairs again next week. Certainly, that is one of
the primary concern areas that I want to bring forward, that we need
to be open and accountable. The public needs to be able to have
confidence that the dollars that are going into the health regions and
into health care delivery in the acute-care side are being used in the
most effective manner.

We need to make sure that although we have nine health regions
doing delivery as well as the Cancer Board and the Mental Health
Board, they are working as part of a province-wide system, we’re
borrowing best practices from each other rather than competing with
each other, we’re not duplicating in areas of chronic disease
management or other areas where we can do things together, and
we’re making an effective use of the resources that we have.

Your questions, actually, really fed into the full scope of where |
hope to go, so I appreciate that.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Lethbridge-West.

Mr. Dunford: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. [ want to begin by
congratulating the government on bringing forward the estimates.
Not only are they aligning, of course, with the Premier’s five
priorities of govern with integrity and transparency, manage growth
pressures, improve Alberta’s quality of life, build a stronger Alberta,
and provide safe and secure communities, but at the same time
they’re also addressing the 20-year strategic plan that this govern-
ment brought forward to the people of Alberta a year or so ago.

Now, I don’t want to drill too deeply into any of the five depart-
ments that are involved but just indicate that Advanced Education
and Technology, of course, is important to every member here in the
House and, of course, to government members particularly because
of the pillar in the strategic plan, wherein we talk about leading and
learning.

Agriculture and Food. I don’t have any specific questions for the
minister but just remind him that agriculture is not our past; it’s our
future. My BlackBerry just went off, and it caught a touchy spot
there. [interjection] Actually, I thought it was the BlackBerry;
apparently, it was the minister of Agriculture. He gave me a nice
little pat for my comments. You folks might be wondering about
relevance at this point, but I’ll bring that into context.

The finances here: I don’t want to spend any particular time on
that.

Health and Wellness: we have heard from others today about
some of the issues there.

Then, of course, the housing concerns in municipal affairs.

I want to spend my time, though, in Advanced Education and
Technology. I appreciate the numbers that have been put forward in
this particular area, but they have raised some concerns. Specifi-
cally, in terms of additional apprenticeship technical training spaces
$15,100,000 is a significant amount. What worries me is that the
money may be directed to the seats themselves, forgetting entirely
about the kinds of equipment, the kinds of curriculum that in the
modern Albertaneed to go along with those particular seats. [ would
like the minister, when he has an opportunity, to perhaps indicate
what amount of that particular total will be for basically, then, the
enrolment of Albertans but, also, what amount of that money is
required to build capacity within our postsecondary system in order
to accommodate the learning. Now, I can recall in previous days in
advanced education that a great deal of money was required on the
part of the taxpayers of this province in order to keep the colleges
current with the kinds of equipment that they would then use within
the particular programs. I’d hope that the amount of money that is
being spent would also go toward streamlining the delivery of
apprenticeship programs.

One of the things that I’'m experiencing from an anecdotal
situation is people calling the office indicating that their son or
daughter or husband or wife has been unable to move forward in
their apprenticeship program because the fact is that the employer is
not in a position to let them go do their institutional training on a
timely basis, that the employer is so stretched for the skilled labour
that he or she is looking for that they’re simply unable to allow the
person to go for the other portion of their program. Now, this would
be working against, then, the stated goals of this government, of
course, in providing that education. So we need to be looking at the
kinds of things that we can do to provide flexibility in how the
program is delivered. I think that this would pay side benefits to the
fact that maybe with more flexibility, if we could do it at work sites,
then we’re actually using equipment of real employers and real
contractors rather than being required to equip a postsecondary
institution.

Mr. Chairman, $15,700,000 is there for nursing degree programs.
I don’t know of anybody in this Assembly that would argue with
that. I’ve tried to listen as closely as I can to other members that
have spoken, and I believe — at least what I’ve heard — that many, if
not all, of them have been supporting the minister in this particular
request. I would, though, again because of some experience in this
field — it’s not all-encompassing; I, like everyone else, have lots to
learn. What we’re finding, I believe, in many of these programs and,
I think, nursing specifically is that we have to be cautious of
something that is labelled credential creep.

We have to be very cognizant, I think, that the kind of training
that is going on is actually meeting the demands that we have — and
in this particular case, we’re talking about nurses — that it actually
meets the demands of the type of care that we need within that
system. I mean, it’s fine for a two-year nursing program to become
now a bachelor’s degree. I am pro-education, but I’'m wondering if
we’re spending $15 million in order to bring nurses with two-year
programs up into four-year programs, or just what is happening. [
am encouraged by the advent of the Health Professions Act where
people are able to work in areas where they have the technical
expertise, so I congratulate doctors as they recognize nurse practitio-
ners. I congratulate those doctors that are involved in pilot projects.
They recognize now that nurses have some understanding of the
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kinds of services that someone just coming in off the street to the
clinic might require, and I want to congratulate the learning system,
then, providing nurses with that kind of expertise with which they
can do it.

If we are ever going to get to a position of controlling costs in our
health care system, we have to have a payment methodology that is
not based solely on the doctor being required to touch you in order
to get paid. You might have a situation that you don’t need to see
the doctor at all. Of course, fees for services will have to be paid
and usually directed through the physician, but we need to have
flexibility throughout this area.

4:50

I wanted to raise an objection somewhat tongue-in-cheek. I sit
beside a Cree. I’m wondering where the Blackfoot stuffis. Where
else was I going with this? Is this a video Hansard or just the
written Hansard so that any of my wise remarks will go unknown
because black words on white paper will hardly pick up the witty
repartee in which I’m involved.

Ms Blakeman: It’s audio streamed, so they get to hear every word.

Mr. Dunford: Oh, they do? There’ll be thousands and thousands
and thousands of people that will be listening to me right now. Hi,
Alberta. You’re doing good.

Thank you very much.

The Deputy Chair: Any minister wish to respond?
The Minister of Advanced Education and Technology.

Mr. Horner: Just very, very briefly, Mr. Chairman. I have to agree
with much of what my colleague from Lethbridge-West had to say,
certainly, on the importance of postsecondary and how critical it is
to our success and what these supplementary estimates are doing to
help us along that path.

I just want to talk a little bit about the apprenticeship side of
things. Ofthe allocation that we have, $3.3 million has been allotted
to equipment to help us make it more worker friendly, if you will, to
help the employers find better spots for their employees to take the
apprenticeship training when they can and when they need to.
We’re also looking at a number of more mobile training spaces
because I agree with the hon. member that it’s better to take it to
where they work so that they can either utilize the equipment of the
employer or the equipment that we can provide through a mobile
space.

The credential creep issue. It’s not just in the nursing component.
It’s also in other components of the health professions or in some of
the other professions. It is critically important, and it’s a critical
component of our health workforce plan that the scope of practice
has to be reviewed and has to be looked at so that if you have — and
the health minister has said this on a number of occasions too — a
nurse with a four-year degree or a five-year degree, that nurse is
doing the things that she was trained to do with that four-year degree
or five-year degree and not doing things that, well, she’s overtrained
to do, let’s say. I think it’s very, very important that we get our
scope of practice and those types of rules right.

Other than that, Mr. Chairman, I’ll answer any other questions in
writing.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre.

Ms Blakeman: Thank you very much. It only took me an hour and
a half'to get back to complete my short round of questions with the

minister of health, just to complete that series. Mr. Minister, thank
you for the information about the number of doctors that were
recruited in Fort McMurray, the 50 doctors, of which 12 were put
into the program. I’'m wondering if we had a smooth transition
between each of those 12 doctors as they came and went on their
doctor-for-a-day shifts.

The way it was described to me was that, essentially, a doctor for
the day admits to the hospital patients that don’t have a family
physician, so they become, then, the doctor on record for those
admitted patients. Now, at a certain point that doctor for the day is
going to leave town; whatever it is, three days later, four days later.
Well, doctors have a code, and they’re not allowed to just walk away
from or abandon patients. They’re responsible for making sure that
the patient has been transferred to somebody else.

The issue that arises is that if you don’t have the next doctor for
the day that’s come up from somewhere, what are you going to do
with those patients? So this doctor may well have admitted, let’s
say, 15 people to the hospital over the course of four days. Now he’s
got to hand these 15 patients over, but you are already oversub-
scribed with the local physicians. That’s why you were brought in
as doctor for the day. The next doctor for the day is not there. Now
what are you going to do with these people? You can’t leave until
you get them handed over to somebody. So if you can’t hand them
off, which you can’t, then you’re going to have to medevac them to
Edmonton. Well, Edmonton won’t take the medevacs unless they’ve
got room. That makes sense too.

So they could end up sitting up there in Fort McMurray, and |
don’t know if they’d still be on the $1,200-a-day deal if their time
allocation was over, but they’re now trying to transfer their patients
through to Edmonton. So I’m just wondering: one, have we had
direct linkages from each doctor to the next with no time lapses in
between, and two, if we didn’t, then what accommodation was
made? You know, how many medevacs into Edmonton have we had
as a result of those doctors having to transfer the responsibility of
those patients to other doctors? If they weren’t able to in Fort
McMurray, then how many had to be medevacked out to Edmonton?

The other issue I’d be interested in hearing from the minister
about — and I take it that they’re not specifically addressed in the
$147 million that appears in the supplementary estimates for Health
and Wellness — is the situation with the doctors in Grande Prairie,
which I’'m sure the minister is aware is very similar to the situation
doctors in Fort McMurray are facing. Now, I’ve been up there a
couple of times and talked to a number of them repeatedly, and they
were quite at the end of their tether. I think we all became alive to
this back in the summer when they had to start closing the ICU.
This was at one point sort of, “Well, this is the usual summer
holidays,” but in fact they had departments closed for extended
periods of time over the summer.

As was pointed out to me, if you don’t have an operational ICU,
that restricts a number of other things that you can do in your
hospital. For example, you know, you can’t necessarily take people
into emergency because if you had to perform surgery on them and
they then required an ICU to care for them following that — well, if
you don’t have an ICU, you can’t take them into surgery because
you can’t put them in that position where they’d require it and you
can’t provide it. So I’'m wondering if the minister contemplated
inside this money any additional assistance for Grande Prairie. I'm
aware that the most intense part of their situation is around recruit-
ment, which isn’t really addressed in the tripartite agreement. That’s
essentially directed towards retention. But I’'m wondering if
anything was anticipated here, and I feel obliged to ask on behalf of
the doctors in Grande Prairie.

One of the other issues that’s involved in this, and it moves
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outside the scope of this minister’s riding, but this is one of the
occasions that I find often happens where you need a cross-ministry
initiative. You’ve heard me talk about the need for child care spaces
in Alberta. One of the places that this was brought into a very sharp
relief for me was by some nurses in Grande Prairie who said:
“We’ve got nurses here that want to work. They want to take the
shift. They can’t get child care, so they can’t come in.” So other
nurses were having to double shift or to work repeated double shifts
throughout the week, yet there were nurses there that were trained
that wanted to work, but they couldn’t get the child care relief to
come in. So has the minister looked at any cross-ministry initia-
tives?

You know, the innovation fund — sorry; let me just find that media
release. There was a section that sort of might be able to be
classified as an innovation fund, the “clinical stabilization initiative,”
on which there weren’t really any details, but it says that the
“communities will be dealt with on a case-by-case basis” and
finalized by June 2007. So it’s outside of the parameters of the
supply estimates, but maybe some work was done on it inside of this
year that would allow you to do that kind of innovation cross-
ministry to be able to make more of this work.

5:00

I think that also stacks up with things like advanced education and
distance learning to train people in their home communities. One of
the things that we know works is that if you take people out of rural
areas, train them as health professionals, they’re very likely to return
to those rural communities to practise their particular health
profession. Increasingly I think there’s some innovation happening
to actually deliver the health worker training out into the rural areas
in the hopes that they would just keep people out there and retrain
them as they continue to live in the community, and then they can
serve the community as a trained health worker.

That was my series of questions to the minister of health.

Minister of advanced education, | know a number of people have
questioned you, and I did try and make note of the questions. I’ll
maybe go back to one of the questions I asked earlier today, which
was around the support, and again this becomes cross-ministry.
What work has the advanced education minister done to ensure that
the infrastructure, equipment, and faculty needs to support the new
space creation are there for the universities?

We know that Grant MacEwan, for example, has a whole new
facility that they’re building in the Robbins centre for the new health
diplomas and certificates and degrees that they’re offering there.
I’'m less worried about their space needs and equipment needs and
faculty needs, but I have heard from three of the universities —
Alberta, Calgary, and Lethbridge — that that’s a concern for them.

You know, I’'m pushing the government hard to create more
spaces in postsecondary institutions that will train health workers —
and I’m talking doctors, nurses, and allied health professionals — but
obviously it’s more than just sticking a bunch of people in a room.
You’ve got to have the faculty to teach them, you’ve got to have a
room to put them in, and for the purposes of health you’ve got to
have the equipment that they will need to use or that they should be
trained on.

I’'m looking to the Minister of Advanced Education and Technol-
ogy for what support is anticipated. Is there anything anticipated in
the supplementary supply for those universities specifically? Is there
additional money in here for Mount Royal and Grant MacEwan
colleges for the rest of their medical programs aside from the nursing
degree program?

That’s good. I'll look forward to getting a response from those
two ministers. Thank you.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. minister.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I’m pleased to respond
to some of the questions, and I’ll have to look to see whether I can
get additional information. The whole question of the operation of
the program in the detail that you’re asking for isn’t something that
I have at my fingertips, so I’ll check.

[Mr. Mitzel in the chair]

I think I can say this with some degree of certainty: if there was
a problem with the program, I would have heard about it. 1 haven’t,
so I’'m assuming that it’s working well, that doctors are going in to
cover the shifts pursuant to the program that we put in place and that
they’re not having problems transferring patients.

I’'m very conscious of the fact that what’s happening in Fort
McMurray can be a model for what can happen in other parts of the
province as well, and that is that we are learning better how to use
the full range of health care professionals, being able to deal with a
patient and use the skills of the nursing staff and the other health
care professionals as well as the doctors. I think we’ll find this as a
good incubator of a stronger model of that.

I can’t answer, specifically, your question as to whether there’s a
problem with doctors handing off patients. I’'m sure that if we were
using resources medevacking patients to Edmonton or elsewhere just
because of a hand-off issue, I would have heard of that. I’m going
to suggest that it’s not a problem, and if it is a problem, I’1l get back
to you and let you know.

Similar problems in Grande Prairie? Yes, there are similar
problems. We have a shortage of doctors, and we have a shortage
of specialists in various areas, and that’s manifesting itself right
across the province and, as you may have heard earlier in the day,
right across the country and perhaps across North America and the
world. There is a shortage, and we’re feeling the impact of that
shortage because our economy is strong and our province is
growing.

Fort McMurray was a special case and needed immediate
assistance because of its high rate of growth over an extended period
of time and its relative isolation. In Grande Prairie or Edmonton or
Calgary you have at least the possibility of picking up some of the
issues relating to growth through infrastructure that’s there, and you
can absorb the impact more appropriately. Now, certainly in Grande
Prairie there are issues and, as I say, right across the province. I
signed a lot of part five letters in the last month. There’s a lot of
recruitment happening, and we’re certainly working to help health
authorities and regions recruit doctors and other health care profes-
sionals for their areas and working in terms of how we make sure
that accreditation is not a significant problem in doing so.

There’s no easy answer to it. We will be doing more to help with
recruitment. There’s not a lot built into the trilateral agreement
related to recruitment, but part of recruitment, of course, is people
having the expectation that they’ll be paid fairly or that they’ll be
able to draw on resources in a fair way and that we’ll be able to
compete with other jurisdictions which pay northern bonuses or rural
allowances and those sorts of things. Using the clinical stabilization
initiative, we’ll be able to deal specifically with issues in various
communities.

As you rightly point out, the issues are not just a direct issue of
saying: we need more nurses, doctors, health care professionals. It’s
a question of how we make the best use of the people we have and
how we help them be as productive as they want to be. So whether
it’s child care or whether it’s additional educational opportunities or
whether it’s allowing people to practise to the full scope of their
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training and expertise, whether it’s promoting primary care networks
so that they can work as teams, as the bone and joint project showed
us so well, getting a much greater degree of efficiency and better
effectiveness for patients by working in a team approach, all of those
are very important.

It can be as simple, quite frankly, as making sure that the right
equipment is in place so that nursing personnel and other personnel
in the hospital don’t have as much back strain as we’re seeing. We
have an aging workforce, and we have patients that are getting
heavier. It can be as simple as trying to provide resources so that we
have the appropriate lifts in place and the appropriate personnel in
place so that we don’t lose as many people to simple things like back
strain. So working on all of those areas: very important.

That’s the first one I’ve heard about child care in Grande Prairie
as being an issue, but it’s indicative of a number of the things that
we have to look at in the workforce strategy and why a workforce
strategy is not as simple as saying: “We need more; we’re going to
go and get them from somebody else who also needs them” or “We
need more; we’re going to raise the wages in a certain area” and then
have the problem that they’re attracting people from another area so
that we have to raise the wages there, and then eventually we’re
going to buy them from somebody else who needs them. It is a
multifaceted approach of growing our own, making sure that we
have the advanced education positions necessary so that our own
Alberta students can get the education they need here at home,
making sure that they come back if they’ve gone elsewhere for their
education, offering the opportunity to repatriate Albertans who’ve
gone elsewhere for either education or job opportunities, opening the
doors for those that want to come without actually going and taking
people from other people that need them but opening the door for the
people that want to come, to make sure that they can practise here.

But as with any program it’s got to start at home in terms of
keeping the good people you’ve got, making sure that they’re
valued, making sure that impediments to them practising at full
scope, if they wish to, are removed, making sure that they can give
full value into the system.

I hope that covers all the issues that you’ve raised in terms of the
health side.

The Acting Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Calder.
Mr. Horner: [ was going to respond.

The Acting Chair: Excuse me; I’ll have the hon. Minister of
Advanced Education and Technology reply first.

5:10
Mr. Eggen: Sure. Absolutely.

Mr. Horner: I’ll be brief, Mr. Chairman, because really the question
centred around having the infrastructure faculty. I know the hon.
member actually listed off all of the things that we do have to have
in place before you can actually start putting bums in the seats and
having the students learn and be a part of whatever program they’re
at.

As the hon. health minister mentioned, we are working on the
health workforce strategy. It isn’t just doctors. It isn’t just nurses.
It’s LPNs. It’s health care aides. It’s the whole gamut of the health
care workforce. We’re making sure that we find the spaces that are
all scattered throughout this province, actually, for those courses.

Infrastructure is critical to it. We have right now an approved
capital list within our postsecondary system that is well over $1.3
billion that is either in construction, in planning, or is moving

forward. Those are approved projects that are on the books right
now. There’s a lot of construction going on in postsecondary. Is
that enough? No. There’s a fairly substantial ask out there. The
need/ask is something we have to determine.

As 1 mentioned when I responded to the hon. Member for
Edmonton-Meadowlark earlier this afternoon, we recently brought
all of the postsecondary institutions to Government House for a
round-table discussion not only about roles, responsibilities, and
mandates but also about: what is the current capacity of our system,
and where are the gaps? So the health workforce side of that was
brought into the discussion but also all of those other things, all of
those other gaps that the institutions are telling us we have a gap and
aneed in.

Then we took that and looked at it as opposed to the capacity that
we have and then started to look at the asks that we have from the
institutions. Does this fit with what Campus Alberta is really all
about? That’s really where we’re going. We’re talking about a
Campus Alberta approach, that takes the needs that we have as a
government and takes the needs of industry and the postsecondaries
into consideration.

So the creation of more spaces? Yes. The creation of more
infrastructure? Yes. But we want to make sure that we plan it in the
right places, in the right institutions, in collaboration with the
institutions. That’s really where we are right now.

The Acting Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Calder.

Mr. Eggen: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I appreciate the opportunity
to say a few words in regard to these supplementary supply estimates
for March 2007. I’ve sort of divided the comments between myself
and my colleague from Edmonton-Strathcona. However, I just
wanted to say a couple of things in regard to Health and Wellness.

[Mr. Shariff in the chair]

We’re always putting significant supplementary funding into the
health budgets here in this province, and I think it’s indicative of a
systemic problem with the way that we choose to fund health care in
the province of Alberta: not recognizing both the true costs of not
dealing head-on with the root causes of people’s health problems and
then, secondly, I believe, looking to always go on the cheap in
regard to treatment and preventative health and community health
and long-term care and the like. So while certainly this is the single
biggest appropriation here this afternoon, again it’s symptomatic of,
I think, a problem in the way we deal with both acute community
health and preventative health measures here in the province of
Alberta.

You know, we somehow have come to this conclusion that
reducing or moving people out of hospitals is in the best interests of
running a public health care system, and I beg to differ just on both
the economic and the health sides. We see in our large hospitals
both in Calgary and Edmonton this single-minded push to get people
through the acute-care beds and out of the acute-care beds as fast as
possible, but so often secondary health concerns result in that mad
rush to empty beds and create turnover. What we’re seeing in large
hospitals now, say at the Royal Alex, is that you’re having so many
people returning, so many people requiring acute care and the
amount of beds being reduced over time that they’ve had to go into
an emergency mode of storing and of keeping patients in the Alex
and other hospitals in Edmonton as well, putting four where there
were two and three where there was one. It’s not a tenable situation
for delivering acute health care in the best of situations. It creates
this permanent state of triage where we’re having to evaluate and re-
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evaluate patients not on the health care that they need but how their
problem relates to the person who is next to them. Right? Looking
at comparative problems — who’s the sickest, so to speak — is not
necessarily the best way to deliver health care.

When I look at the numbers there, again it’s a very significant
amount of money in terms of building bricks and mortar and
equipment and purchases of that nature, but, you know, I think we
need to supplement that with all of the other elements that go into
creating a strong, healthy public health care system in this province.

My main comments here this afternoon will focus on the money
that is being devoted to Municipal Affairs and Housing. Of course,
the minister has created this task force, which I think he should be
applauded for. It’s interesting to see where the money is going, as
perhaps a determinant of what we should do with both the results of
the task force, which will be imminent, and this upcoming budget
and shaping a housing strategy for the next two or more years.

We can just look to see where some of this money is going
specifically. Two million more to fund 600 rent supplement
program units. While this is a 12 per cent increase, I can say with
personal anecdotal experience as well as from looking across the
province in a more systematic way that this is not even a drop in the
bucket in regard to the requirements of people who have found their
rents being increased very significantly over the last six or more
months to the point where many Albertans are being forced out of
their rental accommodations because they simply can’t afford it.

The increases that we’ve seen in my own constituency of
Edmonton-Calder have been, I think, unacceptable. Many people
are viewing this as an opportunity to really cash in. You know,
when you’re making investments, certainly you expect a certain gain
and return, but you have to temper what you expect to get from an
investment with what commodity you’re dealing with. When you’re
talking about real estate and rental accommodation on real estate,
you’re not just dealing with bricks and mortar, but in fact you’re
dealing with people’s lives. It is the responsibility of not just the
landlord but, I think, of this Legislature as well to ensure that rental
increases do not exceed the capacity of individuals to pay.

I hope that we can consider that in a more global and systematic
way here in these coming weeks and months. [ think that the vast
majority of Albertans would certainly praise that sort of honest
effort. Certainly, we don’t begrudge the desire and the need for a
landlord to make a buck, but we have to temper that with the people
who rely on affordable rental accommodation to hang their hat and
to make their homes.

There are several line items here. Fifteen million dollars more for
an affordable housing program that’s in partnership with the federal
money: again, this is a very welcome sign. We all know and face in
each of our constituencies the shortage of affordable housing, not
just in the major cities but spreading right across the province in
smaller centres as well. I think, again, this has to just be something
that guides us to a more fundamental project for building affordable
housing over a longer period of time. We must use our intelligence
with this, and we must use our imagination because, of course,
building a volume of affordable housing projects across the province
has the potential to really be problematic. Like I say, we need to
think about putting affordable housing projects in different places
that we might not have thought of before. We need to build a
variety of affordable housing projects as well so that we are aiming
to satisfy the diversity of the population, that is growing so quickly
here in Alberta.

5:20

Sixteen million dollars more for off-reserve aboriginal housing.
This is in partnership with the federal government. Again, a very,

very crucial, I think, direction that we need to consider. This is a
good start. There is a vast movement of people from the north in
this province to the major urban centres. This population must have
assurances that there is safe and affordable housing available to them
when they move to Edmonton.

Affordable housing is not just the roof over your head and keeping
warm at night. It is a way to stabilize a person’s life in the very
broadest possible way. You know, when a person is affected by
addiction problems or if you’re affected by unemployment problems
or any number of health problems, all of those things can be
alleviated by putting an affordable and reliable roof over some-
body’s head. It really does go a long way to stabilizing a broad,
broad spectrum of social problems that we face today here in the
province. So it’s just like investing a penny in to pay a huge return.
If someone has a stable place to stay, they can start to deal with all
of the other issues that might affect the quality of their lives.

Nine point five million dollars for homeless outreach programs.
Of course, just by looking at this number, it’s an acknowledgement
of a crisis that we are facing here in the province of Alberta. Again,
you don’t have to go further than outside the doors of this fine
institution to see that our homeless population has simply exploded
in this province like never before. It’s creating a sort of tension in
our society, again, that we have not seen before.

One of the reasons that I chose to enter into politics was to bridge
those divisions that do exist in our society and to seek answers to
assist people in all socioeconomic groups. You know, as the
homeless population of each of Edmonton and Calgary and other
centres grows exponentially, I can see that we are in fact losing
ground on that front because people that become homeless become
disenfranchised in the broadest possible way to the majority of
society. It creates this real gap which becomes a chasm, and that
chasm has serious implications in regard to security and safety and
in regard to health concerns and all of these other things that we
have to spend and plan for here in this provincial Legislature.

Once again, $9.5 million for homeless: that’s a 61 per cent
increase. It is an indication, Mr. Chairman, that we’ve got some-
thing desperately, terribly wrong in regard to our homeless strategy
outreach programs here in the provincial Legislature. I just would
like to ask this question specifically: how is it that we missed the
boat? In what specific area of our homeless strategy program did we
miss the target so significantly that we had to put in this 61 per cent,
which is only sticking our thumb in the dike of a very much larger
problem, I would say? The problem is far outstripping even this
significant increase. 1 would like to ask the minister: how are we
going to redirect our homeless strategy, and what can we do to help?

The government is spending $15 million on capital grants to build
new, affordable housing units. I would be curious to ask if these
units will have a fixed price, or will they be based on a market
system to determine their rental or purchase prices? 1 would be
curious to know that. Certainly, both possibilities have some merits,
but I would just like to seek clarification on that.

Again, in regard to this housing/homelessness crisis, we had an
estimate by the Edmonton Coalition on Housing and Homelessness
that suggested that 2,600 or more people are currently living without
a home in the city of Edmonton. However, I think that a more
telling number is that more than 6,000 people have serious difficul-
ties being able to make their rents every month. You also have, not
in those statistics, a large group of the population that is semihome-
less. They live in various places at various times along the way,
again a destabilizing sort of way to live.

So those are my main questions in regard to housing. I’'m glad to
see that we are putting forward more monies into this area.

The other area that I wanted to comment on very briefly is just in
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regard to agriculture. The budget is calling here for an increase of
$50 million towards the agricultural insurance and lending assistance
program. This is a managed way by which we can forward assis-
tance to agricultural producers, which certainly I always do encour-
age. However, I just want to put in there that, you know, the more
we can do to supplement and to assist family farms, probably the
better off we are in regard to the security of our food supply, the
integrity and diversity of our rural population, and a way of continu-
ing that direct link between the past, the present, and the future here
in this province, in which agriculture has played such a significant
role.

You know, as we spend significant money to ensure the stability
of our agriculture industry, with which I have no quarrel at all, I'm
struck by the counterproductive tendencies that we engage in here in
this province in regard to not supporting family farms and, in fact,
encouraging large industrial farming operations. The list goes on in
regard to those counterproductive measures. Perhaps we could
actually save money if we were more specific in targeting family
farms and looking for their individual specific needs rather than
flying off willy-nilly to default to the protection and subsidization of
larger, factory/industrial food operations.

Again, the issue that’s just coming out right now is with the Wheat
Board. You know, we can spend all this money to help out family
farmers and independent operators, but then if we actively seek to
undermine a basic means by which these operators have been able
to pool their resources and, in fact, have a stable market for grain for
so many years and take a direct attack against that, then I think that
we are in fact paddling in different directions. I think that it’s not
the place or the jurisdiction of this provincial Legislature to be
encouraging the destruction of the Wheat Board. 1 would ask very
much for all members to stop in that endeavour.

Anyways, thank you very much.

The Deputy Chair: Any minister wish to respond? Are there any
others who wish to participate in the debate?
Are you ready for the question?

Hon. Members: Question.

headVote on Supplementary Estimates 2006-07, No. 2
head: General Revenue Fund

The Deputy Chair: Those members in favour of each of the
resolutions not yet voted upon relating to the 2006-2007 supplemen-
tary supply estimates, No. 2, for the general revenue fund, please say
aye.

Hon. Members: Aye.

The Deputy Chair: Opposed, please say no. The motion is carried.
Shall the vote be reported? Are you agreed?

Hon. Members: Agreed.

The Deputy Chair: Opposed? Carried.
The hon. Government House Leader.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would move that the
Committee of Supply rise and report the supplementary estimates,

No. 2, 2006-2007 as considered.

[Motion carried]

[Mr. Shariff in the chair]

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Cypress-Medicine Hat.
5:30

Mr. Mitzel: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The Committee of Supply has
had under consideration certain resolutions and reports as follows.

All resolutions relating to the 2006-2007 supplementary supply
estimates, No. 2, for the general revenue fund have been approved.

Advanced Education and Technology: expense and equip-
ment/inventory purchases, $107,100,000.

Agriculture and Food: expense and equipment/inventory pur-
chases, $50,000,000.

Finance: expense and
$46,570,000.

Health and Wellness: expense and equipment/inventory purchases,
$147,000,000.

Municipal Affairs and Housing: expense and equipment/inventory
purchases, $42,846,000.

Infrastructure and Transportation: capital investment transferred
to Service Alberta, $530,000.

equipment/inventory — purchases,

The Acting Speaker: Does the Assembly concur in the report?
Hon. Members: Agreed.
The Acting Speaker: Opposed? So ordered.

Consideration of His Honour
the Lieutenant Governor’s Speech

head:

Mr. Ducharme moved that an humble address be presented to His
Honour the Honourable the Lieutenant Governor as follows.

To His Honour the Honourable Norman L. Kwong, CM, AOE,
Lieutenant Governor of the province of Alberta:

We, Her Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Legislative
Assembly, now assembled, beg leave to thank you, Your Honour, for
the gracious speech Your Honour has been pleased to address to us
at the opening of the present session.

[Adjourned debate March 12: Mr. Renner]
The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Fort.

Mr. Cao: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. I am very pleased to have
been given the opportunity to respond to the Speech from the Throne
as a proud member of the constituency of Calgary-Fort.

I thank His Honour the Lieutenant Governor for reading the
Speech from the Throne. He is an exceptional representative of the
Queen, and I commend him for that role.

Under the leadership of Alberta’s 13th Premier this province is
heading in a new, upward direction. The Speech from the Throne
was a good indicator of what Albertans can expect within the
coming months. I’m looking forward to it.

I would like to take this opportunity to praise the new Premier on
setting out the government’s priorities. As the Member for Calgary-
Fort I can tell you with confidence, Mr. Speaker, that my constitu-
ents will greatly benefit from the new direction of their government.
My constituents are vibrant, diverse, and industrious. Calgary-Fort
is endowed with young families, and I have senior citizens alike and
citizens having cultural roots from all over the world. These citizens
stand to gain tremendously from the enhanced education, resources,
and health care services.

I’m happy that I can return to my constituents to share with them
that their government is not only looking out for the economic
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prosperity of the province but that it is also concerned with the
safety, quality of life, and integration of its citizens. Their govern-
ment not only plans on what to do but on how to do it.

As it was outlined in the throne speech, the new Premier and
cabinet will be focusing on building a stronger province. To begin
this process, the Premier has addressed a need to govern in an
inclusive way. The government is going to open the door to invite
all Albertans to join in the process. By governing with this kind of
transparency, Albertans will be truly satisfied with the direction that
the province is taking and that they will have a strong role in the
process of governance. This government knows that Alberta belongs
to the people and that we in the Assembly are only here as represen-
tatives of Albertans. We are here to serve and to represent them
with their ideas and solutions.

As aresident of the Calgary-Fort constituency I can tell you, Mr.
Speaker, that the level and the speed of growth we are witnessing is
like none other. Every day it seems like there is a new building
being opened for business and a new family moving in. It’s just
amazing. As we have witnessed, measures need to be taken to
ensure that this growth happens in a co-ordinated manner, and that
is why I’'m pleased that the government is focused on governing
responsibly for the future of Alberta as well. We call this managing
growth pressure.

Mr. Speaker, I'm extremely proud to be part of the government
which has committed itself to enhancing its citizens’ quality of life,
and I believe that this commitment is an investment in the province.
Just as investing in the infrastructure which gets us home safely from
work, enhancing Albertans’ quality of life will lead us to a more
prosperous Alberta.

In this time of labour pressures Alberta is seeking to increase its
workforce. I can tell you for certain, Mr. Speaker, that investing in
education, health, and wellness will provide people with an added
incentive to come to Alberta. Furthermore, the quality of these
services will make them want to stay in Alberta, participate in our
communities, and raise families here. That is what 1 want for
Alberta. 1 want Albertans to love being Albertan. I think that the
hon. Premier’s priority will bring us closer to that goal.

This government is also very mindful of supporting those who
have supported us for so long. With the emphasis on providing
health care services to senior citizens, they can trust that they will
have the care they need. They will also be pleased that this govern-
ment is working to expand long-term care capacities and improve
standards of care for Alberta’s senior citizens.

Mr. Speaker, as a representative from a multicultural constituency,
I would like to commend the hon. Premier for creating the Ministry
of Tourism, Parks, Recreation and Culture. We are so pleased that
our government has placed emphasis on promoting culture and
recreation in Alberta. As Albertans drive themselves to perform
economically, I feel that it is more important than ever to take time
to enjoy Alberta’s diverse culture. We must take advantage of our
beautiful landscape by visiting the parks that we have. It is healthy
to enjoy culture and recreation, and I would like to lend my support
to the hon. Minister of Tourism, Parks, Recreation and Culture.

Achieving a balance between hard work and enjoyment is crucial,
and there are many opportunities to enjoy Alberta’s culture, be it
visiting one of Alberta’s many libraries or going to diverse restau-
rants and concerts. [ urge all Albertans to take time to enjoy life.
They’ve worked so hard to achieve their goals.

5:40

The new government has also dedicated itself to providing safer
and secure communities for Albertans. As I see it, this priority is
linked to enhancing Albertans’ quality of life. Alberta’s senior

citizens should not have to be fearful of walking about in their
communities. As the government works to provide an enhanced
sense of security, Albertans’ quality of life will also be enhanced as
they will also be free to sleep with comfort, knowing that they
themselves and their family are safe. That feeling is invaluable.

The commitment to education is a commitment to the future, and
this government’s drive to enhance Alberta’s education system will
benefit Alberta’s children for years to come. I want to congratulate
the Minister of Education on his effort. With the availability of
resources they need, there is no limit to what they can reach and how
they can contribute to our province’s well-being.

The new Premier’s priorities are truly all-encompassing. They
move past the basics, and for that reason they will be successful. 1
also want to add a point here about the area that I represent —and it’s
probably an example of how much growth there is in the whole
province but particularly Calgary — the growing population.

I learned from the city estimate that there are currently 90 people
arriving, taking up residence in Calgary each day. So if I’'m here for
a day, I come back, and I have 90 more neighbours or friends.
That’s also talking about the need of those 90 people each day and
also talking about the increase in the number of vehicles travelling
on the streets of Calgary.

So the pressure of growth is tremendous in Calgary, and [ want to
emphasize that point and represent it in the area. I see businesses
booming. New construction is growing. Many cranes — I could say
this — are private business cranes. The construction of offices and
private residences is growing fast and in a large number in Calgary.

Sometime I would like to ask members who live outside of
Calgary to visit Calgary, make a tour. [ am ready to be a tour guide,
take them up to the Calgary Tower. Probably they could not see
much because all the tall buildings have covered the sky there.

I look forward to the Third Session of the 26th Legislature under
the leadership of our 13th Premier as we work to further Albertans’
quality of life. In closing I would like to thank the constituents of
Calgary-Fort for allowing me to have the honour of representing
them in the House here, and I have the honour to be among my
distinguished colleagues in this House.

Thank you very much.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre.

Ms Blakeman: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I’'m pleased to
be able to slide in under the deadline of our new 6 o’clock end of
sitting day and have the opportunity to address some of the issues
that were raised and not raised in the throne speech. Of course, as
you’re aware, Mr. Speaker, the response to the throne speech is an
opportunity to bring up some of the issues and the way your
constituents have reacted to the priorities that are outlined in the
throne speech.

I, of course, have a fabulous constituency, which I am so delighted
also includes the Legislative Assembly building. In fact, I don’t
need to welcome many of you because I know that your home away
from home is in Edmonton-Centre, and I’m delighted to be host to
you when you are travelling away from your homes. So many of
you will know, but for the benefit of others I'll just go through a
quick reminder of who my constituents are.

I have a high percentage of seniors. I know the highest rate in
Alberta is generally thought to be 15 per cent, and we do find that in
some southern Alberta communities and in a few other special
places in Alberta. Camrose, I think, is one of them. But about 15
per cent of my constituents are seniors, most of them independently
living. I only have one long-term care facility, and that’s in the old
General hospital, although we have some very interesting special
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wings in that building. One of them is the Ming Ai wing, which is
a special one for Chinese-speaking seniors in long-term care. They
have the food that they choose to have. All of the attendants and
nurses that work there speak either Cantonese or Mandarin. It’s
decorated to suit that particular cultural taste. It’s areally innovative
and very cool place to visit.

I also have developing in the constituency and promoted and a
great deal of fundraising done by the Polish community, who’s
building an aging-in-place facility. Now I'm hearing from the
Jewish community that they’re looking at converting a small
apartment building to seniors’ residences and further from that into
a long-term care facility for them. So seniors’ issues are really
important to me.

I also have a lot of students who take advantage of the rental
housing stock that’s available in Edmonton-Centre. My students are
attending, obviously, just across the river the University of Alberta.
The Grant MacEwan downtown campus is in the riding. It’s not that
far to NAIT. Alberta College is in the riding. NorQuest College. So
we’re quite blessed with access to postsecondary institutions here,
and with that we get a lot of students.

There are a number of people living in my constituency who deal
every day with mental health challenges. Many of them successfully
deal with those challenges. Some of them are on AISH, but we also
have a number of other people that are on AISH for other reasons.

You’ve heard me speak often and lovingly of my fabulous arts
community in Edmonton-Centre and also a very active GLBT
community.

In the centre of the community is where the refugees and new
immigrants and new Canadians tend to come when they first reach
Edmonton. Once they’ve settled and sort of found their feet, they
tend to move into the outlying communities, but they start with us,
and we welcome them.

We have a wide range of faith communities, ranging from St.
Joseph’s Catholic Basilica, the All Saints Anglican Cathedral,
several synagogues, the Robertson-Wesley United, and of course a
very high number of social service agencies because they cluster in
the downtown area. This tends to be where their head offices are,
and as a result people needing those services also tend to cluster
downtown.

Interestingly, I now have less than 500 single-family homes in the
constituency.

Mr. MacDonald: Say that again.

Ms Blakeman: Less than 500 single-family homes in the constitu-
ency.

Everybody else lives in — what do they call them? — a high-density
multifamily unit, which is either a condominium or rental apartment
of'some kind. I’m pushing the 40,000 mark, so that gives you some
idea of how many multifamily dwellings we have in Edmonton-
Centre. I often joke that it’s 20 blocks by 20 blocks by 20 storeys
high, and I’m not far off the mark there.

I, of course, listen carefully and spend a great deal of time talking
to my constituents and attending community events, so they feel
comfortable talking to me. Here are some of the issues that have
been raised over the last six months that I would like to raise in this
House in relation to what’s been put in front of us with the ideas in
the throne speech.

5:50

For the students: student tuition. They continue to feel truly
burdened with the high level of student debt that they are graduating
with and really do look to us here in this House for assistance with
that. It doesn’t help to just make more loans available. That just

makes them come out of universities with much higher debt loads.
And there are consequences to that. Right now we’re experiencing
that consequence in the health field, for example, where we can’t get
students to choose to go into family practice, even though they may
want to do that, because they need to choose a speciality in which
they can make more money and pay off their student loan faster or
they’re going to be, you know, paying off these huge student loans
for a much longer period of time. So there are consequences to
doing this, and I think we need to be alive to that and try to make
policies that are more accommodating to students. It’s a knowledge
economy. We need more people graduating from postsecondary
education institutions. We also, frankly, need more people graduat-
ing from high school.

So the students continue to be concerned with the debt burden,
and they also have raised with me the issues around rent and utility
costs. We don’t see anything in the throne speech that is addressing
any kind of assistance for rent other than, I guess indirectly, the
programs that municipalities have come up with where they’re
subsidizing certain people up to, you know, a couple of hundred
dollars on their rent every month. So, again, that’s something that
I think we need to do.

Speaking of rent, I would recommend to the government the
Liberal policy which my colleague from Calgary-Currie shepherded
through quite a good consultation process over a number of months
with a feedback loop in it going back to stakeholders. I’ll let you
read the full text of that on our website. But certainly, as it involves
rent, two of the things we were recommending that, really, people
are asking for several times a day in my office are to hold the rent
increase to once a year and to hold it to 10 per cent. I continue to
advocate for that. I think a 10 per cent profit margin, or markup
margin, is well above any kind of inflation rate or cost-of-living rate
and should satisfy most entrepreneurs that they’re making money off
of their investment there.

We’re experiencing people that are ending up with several
hundred dollars’ worth of increases several times a year. It’s
creating huge trauma, and that has consequences because then we
end up with problems with people in unsafe housing and the stress
of having to do that, and there are health problems. Then they end
up in the health system. You know, these things are all linked
together.

Affordable housing. I think the government has now come to
understand that there needs to be government involvement in that.
Expecting the private sector to volunteer, to not make money and
build houses, just wasn’t going to make it. We do need to have the
government involvement in that if we’re going to have affordable
housing schemes or make it accessible to people, so I encourage
them to continue to look at that.

The government has tried to do a number of things on the
homeless front. I continue to encourage them to look at the
transition factor here, where we’re trying to transition, for example,
battered women, victims of domestic violence, out of the short-term
emergency shelters and into transitional housing and then beyond
that into third-stage housing even and then out of the system. But if
we keep insisting that they only get three weeks in a shelter and then
they’re dumped back out again, guess what? If they don’t have
economic security and they don’t have anywhere else to go — please
refer to my previous two topics about rent costs and affordable
housing — they go back to their abuser. What other choice do they
have? There are consequences to the decisions that we make in this
House and that the government makes. These transitional accommo-
dations are particularly important to women coming out of battering
situations, to people trying to recover in drug and alcohol rehab
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treatment. All very important, and all with very high relapse factors
if we can’t get them stabilized. So, very important.

Utilities. Electricity has just been a complete and total chaotic
mess from start to finish, and it really needs to be addressed. It’s a
rip-off, and it’s causing huge misfortune for people. I’'m going to let
my colleague from Edmonton-Gold Bar expand on that, which I'm
sure he will in the future.

Downtown revitalization is an issue. We’ve being very success-
ful. We’re struggling a bit right now because we were successful.
I think the municipality needs to work in partnership with the
province to make sure that that continues to be a successful thing.

Arts support is the next thing on my list, and I continue to
recommend to this government: you cannot go wrong with support-
ing the arts. You will not regret investing in the arts. Double that
arts budget. Triple that arts budget. You will be paid back in so
many ways in quality of life, in employment, in the ancillary factor
that puts money into the communities, in the vitality that it creates
in all of your communities. You cannot go wrong investing in the
arts.

The environment is raised many, many times by my constituents.
It’s consistently the third most talked about issue there, but I'll let
my hon. colleague from Calgary-Mountain View expand on that
issue.

Some very specific things now. A request to please bring forth
service dog or service animal legislation. We did redo the guide dog
act, but we didn’t keep that open and actually make substantive
changes to allow service dogs. So we still have people who, for
instance, have seizure alert animals with them being barred from
taxis, being barred from malls, being barred from community league
halls, and that sort of ridiculousness. We really should be able to
deal with that in 2007.

We have a huge issue around wages for caregivers. A number of
people have raised that in the House now. It’s really affecting my
seniors. It’s really affecting people that are on AISH. We’ve got to
get out in front of this one. We also need to look at respite for
volunteer and unpaid caregivers. [ don’t know how many of you are
aware but certainly with older patients 80 per cent of their caregivers
are their spouse. So we tend to have 80-year-old women looking
after their 85-year-old husbands, and they are the only and primary
caregiver. That’s an awful lot of work for somebody that age. They

need some help. We need more home-care services there because
that affects everybody.

Interestingly, I had a phone call from Bonita Davidson, who’s a
constituent and was a home-care worker, so-called self-employed.
No. She was working for one person actually but didn’t have WCB
coverage, so when she got injured on the job, that was it. She
couldn’t do the work, which really put the individual that hired her
in a bad position. She had to use all of her savings and sell her car
because she wasn’t working so she didn’t get paid, and there was no
WCB. That’s a gap that we should be addressing.

There is a huge issue with the fragility of the not-for-
profit/charitable/volunteer sector right now, which is affecting
everybody in my community and, I would argue, in every commu-
nity in Alberta. You’re going to hear me talk about this an awful lot
through this spring and fall sitting here in this House. This is
dramatically affecting our whole quality of life, our delivery of
social service, recreation, arts and culture, children’s services,
seniors’ services, right across the board.

A couple of last things. Privacy issues continue to be raised,
having Telus and other companies contracted as the human resource
and cheque payer for a number of different groups and concerns
about privacy of personal information there. And if I can put in a
final plug for serious consideration of a high-speed rail link between
downtown Edmonton and downtown Calgary. I think if we’re going
to grow up and be a big province and join the rest of the countries in
Europe, for example, we need to get some rapid transit that goes
across the province and is public transit based.

So, with those issues I’'m happy. I will go back and report to my
constituents that I’ve raised them in the House. I look forward to
seeing what the government can do to try and address the issues that
I’ve raised. Thank you.

I’d like to adjourn debate.

[Motion to adjourn debate carried]

The Acting Speaker: Hon. members, I see that the clock is striking
6, so the House stands adjourned until 1 o’clock tomorrow.

[The Assembly adjourned at 6 p.m.]
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L egidative Assembly of Alberta

Title Wednesday, M ar ch 14, 2007
Date: 07/03/14
[The Speaker in the chair]

1:00 p.m.

head: Prayers

The Speaker: Good afternoon.

Let uspray. Author of all wisdom, knowledge, and understand-
ing, we ask for guidance in order that truth and justice may prevail
in al of our judgments. Amen.

Please be seated.

head:
The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Energy.

Introduction of Guests

Mr. Knight: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Itisagain apleasurefor me
to rise this afternoon to introduce to you and through you to al of
my colleagues in the House 13 special guests from the Department
of Energy that have joined us today in the members' gallery. We
have Sylvia Presiznuik, Gail Marusyn, Deborah Boelstler, Y olanda
Hutchings, Yasmin Suleman, Donna McLachlan, Beth Holmes,
Danielle Haverstock, Olena Urban, Julia Hai, Brent Fuhr, Ryan
Borador, Raelyn Huseby. | would ask them all to stand, please, to
receive the warm wel come of my colleagues.

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Finance.

Dr. Oberg: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It'san honour and
privilegeto introduce to you and through you to the Members of the
Legidative Assembly 12 members of the Finance department. We
talk very much about our public service and the gresat jobs they do,
but quite simply if it wasn't for people in the tax and revenue
administration, the investment management division, the strategic
and business services, wewouldn’t be ableto carry on our work. So
I’d ask Anne Bethell, Bonnie Toh, Dustin Gumpinger, Elaine Siu,
lvy Wong, James Ackroyd, Jeff Urbanowski, Jerry Brige, Jim Daye,
Jonathan Herman, Trevor Bilan, and Wilfred Chan to all stand and
receive the very warm welcome and appreciation of the Legidative
Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Lacombe-Ponoka.

Mr. Prins: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It is my honour again to
introduce to you and through you to all members of the Assembly a
group of students and their adult leaders from the Clive school.
They're grade 6 students. Thereare 16 of them. They are accompa-
nied by teachers Mrs. Marla Kolybaba and Miss Kelly Janisse.
Parent helpersare Mr. Garth Rowley, Mr. Howard Hopkins, Naomi
Bennett, and Mrs. Deniese Lyons. Now, thisgroup has always been
accompanied by ateacher by the name of Bob MacKinnon. Hewas
not able to be herethisyear —he’' sbeen here 17 yearsin arow — due
to some health issues in his family. So he hopes to be back next
year. | would ask my students and parents to rise and receive the
warm welcome of this Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for St. Albert.

Mr. Flaherty: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | wish to introduce to you
and through you to the members of the Assembly 74 students from
Leo Nickerson school in St. Albert and teachers Ms Degardins,
Mme Scharf, Mr. Paul Annicchiarico, Mrs. Wawrychuk, Mrs.

Hussey, and Mrs. Morgan and parent Mrs. Van Hoeve. | wish them
to rise and receive the warm welcome of the Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It is an
honour and privilegeto rise today and introduce to you and through
you to dl hon. Members of this Legidative Assembly a fine
gentleman from Mexico. Mr. Armando Garcia is visiting the
Legidative Assembly this afternoon. Heis married with two small
children. He is a graduate of the University of Guadaagjara,
specializing in veterinary medicine. He tells me that he had an
excellent academic record there, and he has the documentsto prove
it. Heisin Canada as atemporary foreign worker; his visa expires
in November of 2007. Hewaslimited and restricted in hiswork, but
he was working on a corporate farm out east of Provost. Hewas on
the farm that is named on the visa, and it is named C.G. Paulgaard
FarmsLtd. | would now ask Mr. Garciato pleaserise. | don’t know
which gallery he's in, but if he would rise and receive the warm
welcome of the Assembly.
Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Highlands-
Norwood.

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I’'m very pleased
to rise today to introduce the driving forces behind one of the most
exciting community projects occurring in Alberta. Christy Cholak-
Morin is the executive director of Arts on the Avenue as well asa
director, producer, drama coach, and artist in residence with
Edmonton public schools. Michelle Hayduk is aresident commer-
cia design expert who spends much of her time volunteering with
the local community grassroots organization known as Arts on the
Avenue. Scott Peters is best known as a founding member of the
local Celtic band Captain Tractor and has al so worked in the theatre
arts community with nearly every professional theatre group in the
city over the past 20 years. With him is his four-year-old son,
Thorin Freeman-Peters.

These three individuals are together working towards restoring
and redeveloping the Alberta Avenue area. They brought about
many fantastic things: the Arts Alive! fal festival, assistance for
community theatre, and with the help of my constituency office the
upcoming Workers Art Show as part of the May Week celebrations.
They are seated in the public gallery, Mr. Speaker, and | would now
ask that they rise and receive the warm, traditional welcome of this
Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Calder.

Mr. Eggen: Thanks, Mr. Speaker. I'mdelighted to introduceto you
and through you to the members of this Assembly Vesna Kovacic.
Vesnais currently asocial work student at Grant MacEwan College
and is completing her practicum in my constituency office from
September of 2006. Vesna's family has been in Alberta since
moving from Saskatchewan in 1979. Vesnaherself moved back to
Albertato be closer to her family and to pursue alifel ong passion of
becoming a socia worker. Vesna has been avery valuable part of
our team in the constituency of Edmonton-Calder, and we are
grateful for al of her hard work. 1 would ask her now, please, torise
and to receive the warm welcome of the Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton- Strathcona.
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Dr. Pannu: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | am very pleased today to
introduce to you and through you to this House Denise Ogonoski.
Deniseisalifetime Edmontonian who started this past January asa
constituency assistant in our Edmonton-Strathcona constituency
office. Currently Denise is completing her political science degree
at the University of Alberta. She was amediadelegate at the World
Socia Forum in Venezuela last year and volunteered for the
People' s Pedd bicycle co-op.

Mr. Speaker, you and other members of the House are invited to
comeand visit my constituency and Mclntyre park, wherethis co-op
usually has a stall of bicycles which are available for usto use, and
that would mean that we control the emissions that go into the
atmosphere and create problems for us.

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of my constituents | would like to thank
Denisefor the service sheisaready providing to the constituents of
Edmonton-Strathcona. We all look forward to seeing her continue
her excellent work. Deniseis seated in public gallery, and now I'll
ask her to please stand to receive the warm welcome of the Assem-
bly.

TheSpeaker: Thehon. Minister of International, Intergovernmental
and Aboriginal Relations.

Mr. Boutilier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Albertahasalong history
of strong ethnic and cultura ties with the Ukraine. Nearly 10 per
cent of Albertans have Ukrainian ancestry. Just to name afew in
this Assembly we have Danyluk, and we have Zwozdesky and
Cenaiko, and we also have Premier Stelmach. Joining us today in
your gallery is the ambassador of the Ukraine, His Excellency Mr.
Ostash, and his lovely wife, Mrs. Hrymych, and their young son
Danylo. The ambassador met with the Premier and other ministers
and had a state dinner today at Government House. 1'd like to ask
them all to rise at this point. [Remarksin Ukrainian]

1:10

The Speaker: His Excellency is also a 12-year veteran of the
Ukrainian Parliament.
The hon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford.

Mr. R. Miller: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It gives me
great honour to have the opportunity today to introduce to you and
through you to al members of this Assembly Danielle Smith.
Danielle is the director of provincia affairs for the Canadian
Federation of Independent Businessherein Alberta, an organization
which many of you will know represents 9,200 businesses in
Alberta. Shewasheretoday, Mr. Speaker, lobbying members of the
Official Opposition and presenting the CFIB’ s prebudget presenta
tion to the Official Opposition caucus. In the spirit of opennessand
accountability and in an effort to pre-empt Bill 1, Danielle hasasked
if the Canadian Federation of Independent Business might be the
first organization to register as alobbyist. They would be proud to
do so. | would ask Danielle to please rise — she's in the public
gallery —and receivethetraditional warmwelcome of the Assembly.

head:

The Speaker: Hon. members, we've been on TV since 1 o’clock
contrary to what the chair said yesterday.
The hon. Member for Lacombe-Ponoka.

Members Statements

Canadian Agricultural Safety Week

Mr. Prins: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I'm pleased to rise today to
remind al Albertans, especially our farming community, which

includes the grade 6 class from the Clive schoal, that starting today
and running until March 20 is Canadian Agricultural Safety Week.
Farm safety is a crucia part of agriculture in this province and an
important part of keeping all rural Albertans safe. This year's
theme, Protect Your Moving Parts, focuses on the importance of
using caution when working around farm machinery. It also
encourages farmers to use proper guarding and shielding to prevent
accidents from occurring.

Mr. Speaker, according to the Canadian agricultural injury
surveillance program, farm machinery accidents, which include
being entangled, pinned, or struck by machinery, were the leading
cause of hospitalized injuries on Canadian farms from 1990-2000.
In Albertathere are an average of 18 farm-related deaths per year.
Seventy per cent of the incidents involved farm machinery, and
sadly, like most fatalities on farms, these deaths were preventable.

Education and information are the most powerful ways to impact
behaviour, and | would like to applaud the organizers and sponsors
of this year's Alberta Farm Safety Week for their hard work and
dedication to keeping Alberta farms safe places to work and grow.

| am pleased that our government is a partner in the launch of a
new ad campaign aimed at youth and new farm workers. Y outh
make up asignificant portion of new farm workers, and farm safety
education and awareness for this group is a particular focus of this
government. |I"m proud to be apart of agovernment that cares about
helping our young people and new farm workers.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 1t’smy privilegeto recognize Canadian
Agricultural Safety Week from March 14 to March 20.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Fort.

Per Capita Federal Funding

Mr. Cao: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. Canada Statistics just
released a census document titled Portrait of the Canadian Popula-
tion in 2006. A subtitle is Albertar The Engine of Population
Growth. The Canada census has just proven what we have wit-
nessed for years. Between 2001 and '06 Canada's population
growth was the highest in the G-8 countries. Three-quarters of
Canadian population growth isthanks to the joining of peoplefrom
many partsof theworld. Canada’ spopulation growth between 2001
and ’ 06 was higher than the previous intercensal period.

Mr. Speaker, | want to commend our Premier in setting manage-
ment of growth as one of the government’ sfivetop priorities. There
istremendousgrowth pressure experiencedin Albertain general and
in our constituenciesin Calgary in particular. Alberta’s population
has now reached 3.3 million. Its population growth of 10.6 per cent
is the highest in the country, twice the national average. If the
province continuesto grow at least 10 per cent every five years, then
our population would double between 2006 and mid-2030. So
Alberta now has topped 10 per cent of our nationa population for
thefirst time.

Myself and the majority of my constituents believe that sharing
the federal financial alocation should be based on per capita. If
every Canadian taxpayer follows the same nationa rule, every
Canadian should betreated equitably. It doesn't matter where he or
shelives. Albertashould receivefederal funding onafair per capita
principle. Realizing that growth pressureand needs are everywhere,
I would suggest that our provincial government persuade our federal
government to apply the fair per capitafunding principleto Alberta
and that within Alberta the per capita funding principles should be
considered as well.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
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The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Ellerdlie.

Canada Safeway Charitable Donations

Mr. Agnihotri: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. For a number of years
now Canada Safeway has supported |ocal areacharitiesthroughtheir
Because We Care campaign. Each year individual Safeway stores
adopt a charity and conduct a number of fundraising eventsin their
store to raise funds for their local community groups.

The Mill Woods Town Centre Safeway store has partnered with
Edmonton Mealson Wheel s, that isanot-for-profit organization that
relies on volunteers to provide a nutritious meal program which
promotes health and wellness and independence for their clients.
Mr. Speaker, on Saturday, March 10, | joined anumber of Mealson
Wheels volunteers and Safeway staff in hel ping promote this event.
Since selecting Meals on Wheels as their charity in 2005, the Mill
Woods Safeway has raised more than $25,000 for this worthwhile
cause.

Since 1998 customers and employees of Canada Safeway have
raised morethan $9.7 millionto hel p over 1,400 charitiesin Canada.
| ask my fellow Members of the Alberta Legislative Assembly to
join me in saluting this outstanding commitment to our local
communities.

Thank you.

Vauxhall Academy of Baseball

Mr. McFarland: | attended the Vauxhall baseball academy as it
helditsfirst banquet and fundraiser this past Saturday, Mr. Speaker.
Thisisan exciting concept: the first high school baseball academy
in Canada, that is putting small-town, rura Alberta on the national
map.

Initsfirst school year theVauxhall baseball academy hasattracted
21 student players from Alberta, Saskatchewan, Manitoba, Nova
Scotia, and New Brunswick. Young men in grades 10, 11, and 12
have joined the Vauxhall Jets team from Calgary, Chinook, Hays,
Lethbridge, Medicine Hat, Strathmore, Rocky Mountain House,
Round Hill, Taber, and Vauxhall in Albertaaswell asfrom Imperial
in Saskatchewan, Kentville in Nova Scotia, Sussex Corner in New
Brunswick, and Winnipeg, Manitoba.

This year's award recipients included one player who maintains
a 95 per cent average. The goals that these players have targeted
include a career in dentistry, two in pre-med, three in engineering,
and one has been accepted into the aerospace program in Alabama.

The Jets stadium, their home diamond, is one of the finest
outdoor facilities in rura Canada and one of only eight lighted
stadiums in al of Alberta. Vauxhall high school is a smaler 2A
high school that faced the prospect of not having a basketball team
thisyear. Inagreat show of support nineof the baseball Jets players
stepped forward to help fill the basketball team roster for their
school. On Saturday, hours before their awards banquet, the
Vauxhall basketball team, competing up at the 3A level, won the
zonefinals. They outscored their opposition in thefinal game by 50
points, earning a berth thisweekend in the provincia 3A basketball
finalsin Rocky Mountain House, Alberta.

Their principal, Todd Ojaa, commended the boys on their
accomplishment not only for their three hour per day basketball
workout but also for all their accomplishments. They are billeted
with familiesin the community. | want to compliment the coaches,
Les McTavish and assistant coach Jim Kotkas, and all the teaching
staff of Vauxhall for avery supportive program.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Cardston-Taber-Warner.

1:20 Warner GirlsHockey School

Mr. Hinman: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Some things are so good
and so important and so exciting that they’ re worth repesting, and
I"d like to thank the hon. Member for Cypress-Medicine Hat for
alerting this Assembly to the hockey jewel of the province, the
Warner Hockey School for Girls.

What an outstanding opportunity for youngwomento develop and
pursue their dream of hockey. Thisis a classic Alberta heritage
story of blazing anew path, astory of not just surviving but thriving
and rising to the top where skeptics said that it couldn’t be done. It
all started with a question — how do we keep our high school open?
— and then a dream that evolved into a hockey school for girls,
followed by an unbelievable amount of hard work, sacrifice,
dedication of the volunteers in both hours and donations. Thisis
truly hockey at its best.

They have attracted young women from across Canada, the U.S,,
and Sweden. Injust four short years the graduates from this school
have received over $3 million in scholarships and bursaries from
recruiting institutions. They play in the Alberta Maor Midget
Female Hockey League and havewon the leaguethelast three years.
They just got back from atrip to the Maritimes, where they played
against the St. Thomas University team, winning a decisive 10-2
victory. Thenext day they played Dalhousie University, winning 3-
2. They then went on to play Team Nova Scotia, where they
allowed two of their top playersto play for their home team. They
won 7-5. A day’srest and then they played Team P.E.I. and won 3-
0 and the next night 4-1.

They have now won the hearts of many Canadians on CBC's
Kraft Hockeyville competition. Go to the cbc.ca’hockeyville
website, watch the three-minute video, and then vote for Warner.
Watch the other videos, and then votefor Warner again. Voteoften,
and support Alberta’ s hockey school. Warner has a population of
379; Cornwall, 55,000; North Bay, 53,000. Warner not only
deserves our support; they need it. Let's make Hockeyville
Albertaville.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Riverview.

U of A Pandas Volleyball Team

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. As |’'m sure everybody here
knows, my constituency is the proud home of the University of
Alberta, and it’sagreat honour and privilege today to recognizethe
U of A Pandas volleyball team.

The number one ranked Pandas captured their seventh CIS crown
with a 3-1 defeat of the defending national champions, the Laval
Rouge et Or. Led by CIS player of the year and tournament MVP
Tiffany Dodds, the Pandas produced a great team effort. Dodds
finished the game with 17 kills, putting away the game point.
Rookie Samantha Wojtkiw and Alexa Berton recorded a combined
10 blocks while Jocelyn Blair had 12 kills. Wojtkiw finished with
12 kills, three aces, and an 87 per cent hitting percentage. Jocelyn
Blair and Daryl Roper were named tournament all-stars.

Specia recognition should aso go to their head coach, Laurie
Eidler, athree-time CIS coach of theyear, aPandacoach since 1991.
These hard-working and dedicated young women deserve tremen-
dous respect and admiration for their accomplishments and for
bringing yet another CIS banner home to the U of A. Congratula-
tions to the Pandas.

head: Presenting Petitions
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Mountain View.
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Dr. Swann: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | present a petition from a
number of signatoriesin Alberta, undersigned residents petitioning
the Legisative Assembly to urge the government to consider
providing additional fundsfor the Calgary health region to “ proceed
immediately and as originally planned with the construction of a
hospital in south Calgary.”

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Manning.

Mr. Backs: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | am presenting quite a
number of tablings with the right number of copies for a petition
supporting Gary Hunt in his efforts.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Livingstone-Macleod.

Mr. Coutts: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | rise today on behalf of the
hon. Member for Lac La Biche-St. Paul to table a letter and a
petition from 193 Albertans from the Buffalo Lake M étis settlement
and the surrounding area asking the government to introduce
legidlation to enforce mandatory use of helmets when operating a
quad, trike, or any ATV, enforce an age limit for the operation of
ATVs, and for smaller ATV s to have manufacturers put governing
mechanisms on because children are operating them.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-McClung.

Mr. Elsalhy: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. |I'm presenting a petition
signed by 64 citizensin Edmonton urging the Legislative Assembly
to urge the government of Albertato complete as soon as possible
the overpasses and interchanges at the locations where Anthony
Henday Drive, the Edmonton ring road, intersects Lessard Road,
Callingwood Road, and Cameron Heights Road.

Thank you.

head: Notices of Motions

Mr. Renner: | beg, maybe, some advice from the Speaker on the
new process. The government wishes to advise the House that
written questions and motions for returns stand and retain their
places. Do | give notice of that motion now, or do | simply make
that statement?

The Speaker: Notice.

head: Introduction of Bills

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Public Security and Solicitor
General.

Bill 16
Police Amendment Act, 2007

Mr. Lindsay: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | request leaveto introduce
Bill 16, the Police Amendment Act, 2007.

These amendments to the Police Act will alow the establishment
of aprovincial body to investigate police when someone has been
seriously injured or dies as aresult of the direct actions of a police
officer. Thisteam would asoinvestigate highly sensitive or serious
mattersinvolving police. The proposed amendmentswill also give
the province the option of taking over lock-up facilities from
municipal police agencies. Alberta corrections officers or Alberta
sheriffs could be used for these operations.

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

[Motion carried; Bill 16 read afirst time]

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Nose Hill.

Bill 17
Limitation Statutes Amendment Act, 2007

Dr. Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | request leave to introduce
Bill 17, the Limitation Statutes Amendment Act, 2007.

[Motion carried; Bill 17 read afirst time]
The Speaker: The hon. Government House Leader.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Spesker. | move that Bill 17 be
moved onto the Order Paper under Government Bills and Orders.

[Motion carried]
The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Justice and Attorney General.

Bill 18
Judicature Amendment Act, 2007

Mr. Stevens: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | request leave to introduce
abill being the Judicature Amendment Act, 2007.

This act amends the Judicature Act to empower Alberta's courts
to deal moreeffectively with vexatiouslitigants. The Judicature Act
deals with the jurisdiction powers of the Court of Queen's Bench
and the Court of Appeal. It aso deals with the administration of
justice in the province, including some matters of the provincial
court. The proposed amendments to this act will remove the
requirement to obtain the Attorney Genera’s consent to make an
application to have a person declared a vexatious litigant. Amend-
ments to this act will give all three courts the jurisdiction to hear
vexatious litigant applications.

[Motion carried; Bill 18 read afirst time]

head: Statement by the Speaker

Oral Question Period

The Speaker: Hon. members, we'll come back to introductions.
But before we commence Oral Question Period today, in what isthe
second day of the operation of the “rules,” the chair would like to
make a comment. As the chair indicated yesterday, there was
nothing in the Standing Ordersrevisions adopted |ast Monday night
concerning the operation of Oral Question Period. Section 3(a)(ii)
of the House leaders’ agreement states that questions and answers
shall be 45 seconds, which isthe general rule that the chair has been
applying since the start of the 26th Legislature in March of 2005.
There was no mention in the House leaders' agreement about
preambles to questions or deviating from the accepted practice of
limiting preambles to supplementary questions.

1:30

However, the chair has had an opportunity now to meet with all
three House leaders thismorning. Thisisthefirst timethat we have
met during the process leading to the House leaders agreement.
Thiswas avery positive step in communicating about the intention
and expectations of the House | eaders about the March 7 agreement.
If you've ever seen the movie Lost in Translation, about the guy
who goesto Tokyo, just think of that as| go through therest of this.

After that meeting the chair will be vigorously enforcing the 45-
second rule from the time the member isrecognized until the end of
the 45 seconds. Thiswill apply to questions, and this will apply to
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answers. It may involve stopwatches. Thisis how it will work in
practice. When the chair rises and says, “ The Leader of the Official
Opposition,” when that “n” is heard by one of the table officers, a
click will go oninawatch. The chair will administer the House as
normal, and within five seconds the chair will notice that there are
five seconds | eft, and then bang; you know, like they do in football,
baseball, and everything else. It won't bethis. It'll bethat. Okay?

Second thing. During the 45-second period — and thiswill apply
to questions rather than answers — preambles will be allowed,
whether main or supplementary questions. It seems to be the
overwhelming desire of the members. So you’ ve got 45 secondsfor
the question. In the past it was a pretty vigorous interpretation: no
preamblesin the second or third question. Now permitted.

The chair also wants to make it very clear that when that clock
starts counting on the “n,” if the hon. members stand up and cheer
the hon. member for 30 seconds, the clock has been running. That
means there are only 15 seconds left for the remainder of the
question. Now, | know my hon. colleagues — I’ ve been here for a
number of years — so | know what the potential is of happening.
Okay?

The chair wants to make one thing very clear. He has no diffi-
culty whatsoever enforcing this provision. The chair would point
out that Standing Order 13(1), which has not changed, requiresthe
Speaker to preserve order and decorum. In the chair’s experience
what often causes question period to become unruly are inflamma-
tory preambles that have little to do with the question that is to be
asked. Sowhilethechair will alow the greatest | atitude to members
in their questions and answers, the chair will not let question period
deteriorate into a situation that would serve to bring thisinstitution
into disrepute and in the process reflect poorly on al members,
especially other members who are not involved in the shenanigans.

If there are concerns about the operation of question period, the
chair would encourage membersto bring those concernsto hisor her
House leader. This interpretation was arrived at about 11:30 this
morning, so some members may not be aware of it, but the deal was
that the House leaders are to bring this updated version of theruleto
all of hisor her members.

Remember aswell that we have another opportunity for members
to convey their thoughts, and that is to the chair of the Standing
Committee on Privileges and Elections, Standing Orders and
Printing, the hon. Member for Edmonton-Mill Creek, as this
committee is to have a role in reviewing the operation of the rule
changes.

Please do not send notesto the chair, as happened yesterday. The
chair wantsto be very clear that he is committed to ensuring that the
operation of the Assembly represents the expectation of members.
It isyour Assembly, and the chair has been elected to enforce your
rules.

To the two independent membersin the House, I' d invite them to
come and visit me at 4:30 this afternoon because in addition to this
clarification, the chair also provided to the three House leaders alist
of questions and comments with respect to the proposed changesto
the rules of the Assembly and also provided to the three House
leaders, as best as one can determine, an anticipated budget to
implement all of these changes and these rules. The three House
leaderswill providethat information to their caucus members. | will
provide that to the two members in the Assembly who were not
present at the meeting this morning and, if required, will table those
documentsin the House at a subsequent date, but | do not anticipate
that thiswill be required.

So, Micheline, are we ready?

head: Oral Question Period
The Speaker: The hon. Leader of the Official Opposition.

Red Deer River Water Transfer

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Asis often said in this Assem-
bly, whiskey is for drinking, and water is for fighting over. The
people of the Red Deer River Valley are ready to fight over the
transfer of water from their river to a shopping mall on the edge of
Calgary. To the Premier: how can the Premier claim that this
government is supporting afair process on the Balzac water transfer
licence application when various ministers have publicly supported
and applauded this project and the government itself voted $4.8
million to help pay for it?

Mr. Stelmach: The processin termsof reviewing water licenceshas
been in place for many years in this province, and in fact, Mr.
Speaker, it might have been implemented way back when you were
a Minister of Environment, so it's got a lot of history to it. It's
proventhat it’ sfair to both sides, and wewill follow the processthat
has been established.

The Speaker: The hon. Leader of the Official Opposition.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Thisis another issue on which
this government is so divided. Not long after various ministers
applauded the project and approved the money, this Premier hit the
campaign trail and called the project ridiculous. I'll table a docu-
ment demonstrating that. Why did this Premier call the project
ridiculous when his own government was supporting it?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Spesker, I'll wait to review the so-called
documents that the Leader of the Opposition has, but | have to
reiterate; there is a process in place. There's a quasi-judicial
authority that’s put in place to evaluate the information coming on
both sides for this water application or any other water application
that thereisin the province of Alberta.

The Speaker: The hon. Leader of the Official Opposition.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Given that the Premier called
the project ridiculous and said that he would investigate it, can the
Premier explain now why he has flip-flopped on this project?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, the hon. leader has to be very careful
in thekind of wordshe uses. | am now the Premier of the province
of Alberta, and | would not be oneto break the rules that have been
established through law in this Assembly. If that's the kind of
leadership he expects to see from this Premier, he is dead wrong.

The Speaker: Second Official Opposition main question. The hon.
Leader of the Official Opposition.

Dr. Taft: Thank you. | think the Premier was expected to keep his
word from the campaign trail, Mr. Speaker.

Asthe Balzac water transfer makes so clear, thereisaprocess for
well-connected people and a process for the rest of us. Given that
yesterday the Premier said, and | quote, if there have been promises
made by individuals that might have been in government or are no
longer in government, then | would like to know about them, end
quote, has the Premier bothered to try to find out about those secret
promises?
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Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, he's the one that says that there's a
secret deal. He was in the scrum yesterday. | asked him right in
front of all the TV cameras: you're calling it a secret deal? You're
saying to this House, | believe, that there's some sort of a secret
deal. You've got the documents. Present them right now, right in
front of the cameras.

The Speaker: The hon. Leader of the Official Opposition.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Waéll, the fix is in on this
project. This government has placed a $4.8 million bet that this
project will be approved when last August it voted that much money,
and I'll quote the government’ s own budget documents: to support
a horse-racing track and equine centre at Balzac. Given that this
government destroyed due process|ast year when it voted the money
for this project and various ministers applauded it, will the Premier
just save the peopl e of the Red Deer River basin thetrouble and cost
of fighting the licence and just put an end to thiswater transfer right
now?

1:40

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Spesker, the leader mentioned before that |
wasn'’ t keeping my promiseto thoseindividual sduring the campaign
trail. Well, we have moved very quickly on the housing strategy.
We are negotiating an immigration agreement with the federal
government. We veaready addressed theissuesin Fort McMurray.
We' ve opened this House to more transparency, obviously, with the
new agreement we have alowing for greater consideration of
business and committeework. | think we' ve come along way inthe
last —what? — 90 days.

Dr. Taft: Tell the people of Red Deer.

It' stimefor thisgovernment to stop playing gameswith Alberta' s
water. There should be no secret deals for that water. This makes
a mockery of due process and the whole issue of consulting with
Albertans. To the Premier: why should anybody trust or engage in
public consultations with this government when they so clearly
ignore the wishes of Albertans?

Mr. Stelmach: Well, Mr. Speaker, very clearly because they can
trust usto do theright thing. Quite frankly, if the hon. leader is not
aware, again, of the process that’s in place, the hon. Minister of
Environment can certainly articulate it again in the House.

The Speaker: Third Official Opposition question. The hon.
Member for Edmonton-Glenora.

Temporary Foreign Workers

Dr.B. Miller: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Armando Garcia, who
wasintroduced earlier, isatemporary foreign worker from Guadala-
jara, Mexico. Hecameto Albertato work on alarge farm expecting
to receive health benefits, overtime pay, and a reimbursement of
travel costs, but instead he faced a broken contract and arestrictive
work visa that limits him from finding other employment. Thisis
one case, but | fear it's the tip of the iceberg. As the number of
temporary foreign workersentering Albertaincreases, many workers
are facing similar problems due to this government’s failure to
ensurethat therights of theseworkers are adequately protected. My
questions are to the Premier. Given that an increase in the number
of foreign.. ..

The Speaker: The hon. the Premier.

Mr. Stelmach: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | do want to of course
welcome to this Assembly Armando Garcia from Guadalgjara, and
| also want to state to this Assembly that | had a very pleasant visit
when | was minister of international andintergovernmental relations
with the then President, Vicente Fox, who asked this province of
Alberta to continue the good working relationship we have with
Mexico to alow peoplefrom their country to come to our province,
work here, earn some money. | was astonished at the amount of
GDP, Mexican GDP, that comes from Mexicans that leave their
country and send money back to sustain their families back home.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Dr.B.Miller: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | will tablethe employment
contract of Mr. Garcia later, and it appears that al kinds of things
were broken. Health insurance was promised. Workplace safety
insurance was promised. Lots of money was deducted from his
paycheque to pay for plane fares. My question, then, is to the
Premier. This man has tremendous courage coming here to speak
out against his employer. What guarantees are in place to ensure
that other employeeswho arebound to employersthrough their work
visawill be able to speak out without any repercussions?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, in terms of the details, would our
minister responsible, at least today, for thisissue please give usthe
details.

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Danyluk: Thank you very much, Mr. Spesker. First of all, |
want to say that temporary workers receive the same protections as
any other workersin Alberta, and | also want to say that the Ministry
of Employment, Immigration and Industry will look into this case.
In Albertathisisnot common. | mean, we take violations of acode
very seriously and investigate every complaint that is brought
forward, and we need to look at thisinformation and the individual
circumstances before we can determine what, if any, potentid . . .

The Speaker : Hon. member, we' vejust had another littletest of our
ruleinterpretation. That 45-second response time does not include
an additional 45 seconds for supplementals.

The hon. member.

Dr. B. Miller: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | fear that this is the
Chinese head tax al over again. People from China came here to
help build the railroad, and then they were sent back. A hundred
years later the Prime Minister of Canada has to apologize to them.
So my question is to the Premier. | mean, are you going to have to
be in a position to apologize to these workers for all the poor
conditionsthey’ ve been working under as they are sent back after a
year? What kind of experienceisthisfor Alberta?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, when a member of the opposition
brings up the Chinese head tax, that was an embarrassment to this
country at avery critical stage of development. Thisisvery early in
history, but it happened to be the same time that my ancestors came
to this country. | fully understand the kind of discrimination that
there was at this time, so | don’t need any prompting from any
opposition member to relate to me some of the issues that early
immigrants had to face in this country.
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Climate Change

Mr. Mason: Mr. Speaker, the Minister of Environment held anews
conference in which he announced that Alberta was taking climate
changeseriously. Hebrought documents, hebrought questionnaires,
and he brought logos. That wasfiveyearsago. Today thisMinister
of Environment went through the same whole dog-and-pony show
again. Eventhelogo isthesame. To the Premier: how many times
do we have to go through this phony consultation exercise on
climate change before the government takes rea action to fix the
problem?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Spesker, given what the minister presented this
morning in termsof climate change, I’ d allow the minister to answer
the question.

Mr. Renner: Well, | just very quickly, Mr. Speaker, remind the
member that the world that we live in has changed significantly in
the past five years, and | look forward to elaborating on further
questions.

Mr. Mason: Mr. Speaker, they ignored it five years ago. How do
we know they won't ignore it today? Here it was five years ago.
The samething, samelogo today. The newsreleasefrom 2002 said,
“Results from the consultation process will be used to finaize
Alberta' s action plan.” Which action plan, and when will it really
be finalized?

Mr. Renner: Mr. Speaker, | have spent the last three months since
| was appointed Minister of Environment travelling around the
province talking to all of the employees of Environment. The key
message that | delivered everywhere | went was: in politics timing
is everything. Guesswhat? Thetiming is absolutely right, and we
are going to be able to do things that previous ministers could only
dream of doing. Industry is onside, the public is onside, and the
public demands that we take action.

Mr.Mason: Mr. Spesker, perhapsthe minister could tell uswhy the
government has failed to take action in the past five years? This
minister has been a member of that government. This Premier was
amember of that government. That caucus hasn't changed, but in
five years nothing has been done. What assurances do we have that
you' re going to do something this time?

Mr. Renner: Mr. Spesker, I'd like to remind the hon. member that
much has happened over the past five years, beginning with the
introduction of Canada’ sfirst climate changelegislation, theloop on
which just closed with the introduction of Bill 3. This consultation
takesus positively into the future instead of worrying about the past
constantly as the NDP are wont to do.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Manning.

Industrial Projectsin Alberta’s Heartland Area

Mr. Backs: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The Alberta industria
heartland bitumen upgraders present a tremendous opportunity for
Edmonton and our capital region. Jobs, investment, and growth will
al flow. It's like Fort McMurray five years ago and a bit better
planned, but are we fully prepared? Regional governance has
broken down. |severyone who should be involved, and are they to
the best degree? My constituents at Edmonton-Manning who will
work there are very concerned. My question is to the Minister of
Municipal Affairs and Housing. Will we soon see some effective

regional governance mechanism in place to ensure that everyonein
Edmonton’s million metro region is represented in dealing with
massive growth?

1:50
The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Danyluk: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. One of my
ministry’ smandatesisto deal with theregiona planning issuesand
the intermunicipal disputes. On March 5 | received recommenda-
tions from the Minister’s Council on Municipal Sustainability that
address these issues. We are currently reviewing this information,
and we expect to rel ease our response later this spring. | can assure
you that we are taking action to support stronger intermunicipal co-
operation in Alberta.

Mr. Backs: A supplementary to the same minister: with transporta-
tion of workers and materials akey concern for many arearesidents,
what steps has the minister taken to ensure that the various loca
governments, investors, and our provincial government are co-
operating in this area?

Mr. Danyluk: Mr. Speaker, thisisacritical issue. Theprovinceis
working with our partners in municipal governments through the
minister’s council to come up with innovative solutions to those
challenges.

Mr. Backs: A supplementary to the Minister of Infrastructure and
Transportation, Mr. Speaker: will the minister ensure that the work
proceeds quickly to widen highway 28A and take out bottlenecksto
ensure the safety of the residents, the schoolchildren, and the
thousands of workers that will be travelling that highway to and
fromwork? Will it be safe, and will it be ready?

Mr. Ouellette: Well, Mr. Speaker, the government is working with
al themunicipalitiesin theindustrial heartland areato determineall
the overall transportation needs in the area. As part of thiswe're
working on along-range plan for roads, bridges, and other critical
infrastructure throughout thearea. The planwill identify theurgent,
short-term, and long-term projects, and from there we can prioritize
the projects from within the department’ s construction program.

As aways, Mr. Speaker, safety is a very high priority of this
government. It’saprimary concern. When welook at road projects,
we will certainly take all the safety of the drivers, the school buses,
and you know what, Mr. Speaker . . .

The Speaker: Thehon. Member for Calgary-Hays, followed by the
hon. Member for Calgary-Currie.

Climate Change Public Consultation

Mr. Johnston: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Last week theenvironment
minister introduced the Climate Change and Emi ssions M anagement
Amendment Act, 2007, that put in place emissions intensity
reductions of 12 per cent for largeindustrial emitters of greenhouse
gases. Today the same minister announced that there will be a
consultation with Albertans on a new climate change plan for the
future. My first questionisto the Minister of Environment. Will the
minister explain the rationale for this consultation?

Mr. Renner: Well, Mr. Speaker, as | previously indicated, Bill 3
really is the culmination of delivering on the climate change policy
that was initiated in 2002. This government does take climate
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change very serioudly, so the announcement that | made this
morning isto alow usto engagein consultationsthat will lead usto
the next step. We' ve dealt with the industrial side, the industrial
emitters side. We need to very seriously engage in conversation
with Albertans on where we go from here.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Johnston: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My first supplemental to
the same minister: what topics are Albertans going to be consulted
on?

Mr. Renner: Well, Mr. Speaker, as | indicated this morning at the
news conference, there are some critical issuesthat | as minister am
interested in, not the least of which is: what is the role of govern-
ment? Should the government be the leader? Should the govern-
ment be the legislator? Should the government be directing, or
should the government be simply educating? Up until now we've
had largely a voluntary system in place. There are alot of things
that Albertans have been suggesting could and should happen. I'm
looking forward to engaging in that conversation over the next few
weeks.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Johnston: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My second supplemental,
aso to the Minister of Environment: how can peoplein my area get
involved in the consultation?

Mr. Renner: Well, Mr. Speaker, there will be 10 public meetings
throughout the province, and | encourageall Albertanswho areable
to participate in those public meetingsto do so. In addition to that,
the fact book and workbook that was introduced this morning is
available online, is available on request, and will be available at al
MLA offices. | encourage Albertans again to pick up those books
and fill out the workbook and submit it.

In addition, | will be meeting with aboriginal groups and other
stakehol dersto get their feedback, all of which will be incorporated
into arevised climate change plan that we will introduce thisfall.

The Speaker: Thehon. Member for Calgary-Currie, followed by the
hon. Member for Edmonton-Castle Downs.

Affordable Housing

Mr. Taylor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Since 2001 the population of
this province has gone up over 10 per cent, and housing costs have
as much as doubled. The need for affordable housing is a critical
issue for Albertans, and as the Minister for Municipal Affairs and
Housing well knows, to solvethe crisis takes innovation, expertise,
money, and the political will to keep the issue at the top of the
provincia agenda. The minister’'s al-party Affordable Housing
Task Force report is due to go to the minister next Monday. What
will the minister do with the report once he getsit, and when will he
release it to the people of Alberta?

Mr. Danyluk: Well, Mr. Speaker, as the hon. member has men-
tioned, yes, the housing task force will report, and hopefully it will
report on March 19. We will take that recommendation, and then |
will present it to our government for further direction.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Taylor: All right. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To the same

minister: rents are skyrocketing in this province. Will the minister
push for a temporary rent regulation capping rent hikes at 10 per
cent and change the law to allow only one rent increase per year?

Mr. Danyluk: Mr. Speaker, | have not seen thereport, and | cannot
prejudge or pre-empt what is in that report. That report will be
presented to me on March 19, and at that time | will look at it.

Mr. Taylor: Understood, Mr. Speaker, but | would havethought the
minister would have been getting the same sorts of calls from his
constituents that the rest of us are getting from ours.

Given the seriousness of the affordable housing crisis, which
dictates that while we're talking about it, we also need to get
building, will theminister providethisHousetoday sometargetsand
timelinesfor some big-time creati on of affordabl e housing sufficient
to make areal difference?

Mr. Danyluk: Mr. Speaker, again, we established a housing task
force to look at the challenges in housing in Alberta and the
opportunity for that task force to provide us with recommendations
that woul d hel p with some of the gui dance on wherethis government
needsto go.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Castle Downs,
followed by the hon. Member for Edmonton-Decore.

Municipal Growth Pressuresin the Capital Region

Mr. Lukaszuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Statistics Canadain its
recent report indicates that 50 per cent of the Canadian population
now resides in six municipalities, which includes the city of
Edmonton. Thissudden population growth and urbanization hasled
to ever-increasing financial strains on the city of Edmonton, which
now providessocial care, culturd facilities, infrastructure, and other
expensive servicesto the entire capital region. All of these services
are funded by Edmontonians through their property taxes. To the
minister of Municipal Affairsand Housing: isthe minister aware of
the revenue and expenditure inequity in the capital region, particu-
larly with reference to the Sturgeon and Strathcona counties, which
estimates that the city of Edmonton now provides some $80 million
worth of services to the surrounding region?

Mr. Danyluk: Mr. Speaker, in managing growth pressures, the
Minister’ sCouncil on Municipal Sustainability hasbrought forward
anumber of recommendations to address the short- and long-term
sustainable funding for all municipalities. On that committee there
isrepresentation fromthe AAMD and C, which represents Sturgeon.
Thereis also representation from the city of Edmonton. A number
of the recommendations for the province's consideration address
opportunitiesfor strengthening co-ordination andintermunicipal co-
operation.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Lukaszuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Reports are great, but
how will the minister actually address that inequity?

Mr. Danyluk: Well, Mr. Spesker, themunicipalitiesface significant
challenges in delivering services and infrastructure to support a
growing population and economy. The Minister’s Council on
Municipal Sustainability hasdevel oped adraft report which contains
12 recommendationsinthreekey areas: intermunicipa rel ationships,
roles and responsibilities, and municipal revenue sources.
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The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Lukaszuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My last supplemental to
the same minister: how will the minister assure Edmontonians that
theonset of devel opment in what’ sknown astheindustrial heartland
will adequately compensate the city of Edmonton for the anticipated
influx of services required?

Mr. Danyluk: Well, Mr. Spesker, first of al, | need to say that
Edmonton needsto beinvolved in the planning with the surrounding
communities. Thisneedsto bedone, first of al, through communi-
cation, collaboration, and co-operation.

2:00 Trade, Investment, and L abour M obility

Mr. Bonko: Despite his pledge to govern with openness and
transparency, the Premier’s comments Monday show that he is not
committed to this with respect to the trade, investment, and labour
mobility agreement as it was negotiated and written and signed
behind closed doors. This Chamber isonly now having its say, Mr.
Speaker. At best freetrade agreements can benefit all involved. We
have to be careful, however, that we do not restrict our ability to
govern. My questionsareto the Minister of International, Intergov-
ernmental and Aborigina Relations. What labour groups did the
government consult with when it was drafting TILMA to make sure
that Albertaworkerswould not be disadvantaged by thisagreement?

Mr. Boutilier: Mr. Speaker, this agreement is a North American
type of priority that is setting an example. Asthe Premier said the
other day, the Premier of Ontario, the Premier of Saskatchewan, and
other Premiers are interested. In fact, we are so open and so
transparent that you can seeit all on the website any time you wish.
I’ll give you the website call centre so you can view it for yourself
because we are so open and transparent.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Bonko: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Article 13 of TILMA states
that the training standards recognized in one province will be
recognized in the other. Since this agreement prohibits discrimina
tion based on provincial standards, will Albertaworkerswith higher
levels of training and certification be disadvantaged by this agree-
ment?

Mr. Boutilier: Mr. Speaker, no, they will not.

Mr. Bonko: Mr. Spesker, maybe referencing article 13 wasn't
specific enough for the minister because | didn’t hear him mention
it once. Let me help him. Article 13(1) states that “any worker
certified for an occupation by aregulatory authority of aParty shall
be recognized as qualified to practice that occupation by the other
Party.” Again, will this mean that Albertans with greater levels of
qualifications will be disadvantaged by this agreement?

Mr. Boutilier: Mr. Speaker, the answer isno. But let meyou give
you a perfect example. In other words, what the member is saying
is that he doesn’t want to see others be able to come from British
Columbiato Alberta. For instance, an example under the old way
it used to be done under the Liberals, that they support, is that a
teacher wouldn’t be able to come and teach in Alberta. Well, guess
what? We want teachers in Alberta because our economy is
growing. The Liberals may not, but we do, and that’swhy TILMA
is supported.

The Speaker: Thehon. Member for Cal gary-L ougheed, followed by
the hon. Member for Edmonton-Beverly-Clareview.

C5 Forestry Management Plan

Mr. Rodney: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. In recent weeks |’ ve heard
agreat deal of criticism from constituents and environmental groups
who are very concerned with timber harvesting in the C5 area of
southwestern Alberta, apart of the province enjoyed by many, many
Albertans. Many are genuinely unclear regarding the government’s
proposed forest management plan for the area. Could the Minister
of Sustainable Resource Development clarify exactly what thisplan
actualy entails?

Dr. Morton: Mr. Speaker, I'd like this Assembly to know that the
proposed C5 forestry management plan is one of the most progres-
sivedeveloped to datein the history of this province. Becausethere
are no other forestry management agreements in this area, our
ministry had a free hand to use the highest industry standards and
also do extensive public consultation in developing this plan. The
result is aforestry management plan that recognizes that the key is
that ahealthy forest isthe foundation for all other uses—for all other
uses—not just forestry but watershed, habitat, biodiversity, tourism,
and recreation. C5 doesthat, and | want to thank publicly today the
public consultation committee and my officials for devising such a
good plan.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Rodney: Thanks, Mr. Speaker. My first supplemental isto the
same minister. Could the minister please be clear on whether the
plan allows clear-cutting in the region or if it ignores watershed
issuesin C5, as some individual s and groups have suggested?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Dr. Morton: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Albertans should know that
less than 1 per cent of the area identified in this plan will be
harvested in any one given year, and when harvesting takes place,
reforestation will follow immediately. Theplan doesnot call for any
massive swaths of clear-cutting. Instead, there will be contour
cutting, that protects watersheds and trails and provides protection
for other critical areas, and no harvesting will occur in the upper
reaches of any watersheds.
Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Rodney: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My last question, again to
the same minister: if the proposed plan is as appropriate and
balanced as we are to believe, why isit that media accounts report
the minister as saying that he is delaying his approval ?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Dr. Morton: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The answer isvery simple.
Thisisagood plan, but it could be made better. That's what we're
going to do. Theadditional time, by deferring approval at thistime,
will allow me to receive the report of the Oldman River watershed
basin committee. | expect that later this summer. |I’ve also spoken
with my department officials and asked them to take a second look
at theplan, asked them if we couldn’ t slightly changethe orientation
and focus of this plan so that it dovetails with the land-use frame-
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work, the mandate that our Premier has given me to protect our
public forests and areas. |I’m asking them to come up with a plan
where forestry isn’t just the end of the plan but the means by which
we achieve other values, and that includes healthy forests, healthy
watersheds, habitat for recreation and biodiversity, tourism and
recreation, and a healthy and profitable and sustainable forestry
industry.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Beverly-Clareview,
followed by the hon. Member for St. Albert.

Health Workfor ce Strategy

Mr. Martin: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. This government continues
to stumble along from one crisis to another. In health care we have
severe shortages of nurses and other health workers. We have
burnout, we have emergency room crunches, we have bed shortages,
and we have other serious problems. The problem is going to get
worse before it gets better with this overheated economy. My
question is to the Minister of Health and Wellness. How long has
the 2006 workplace plan been on the minister’s desk, and why has
he not made that public?

Mr. Hancock: Well, Mr. Spesker, | haven't made the workforce
strategy public because it hasn’'t gone through the policy approval
process that we have, where we undertake a careful review before
our CPCs, caucus, and cabinet before we adopt a policy and before
weimplement the policy. | inherited alot of work that was done by
my predecessor and the good folksin the ministry. | am now in the
processof collaborating with theMinister of Employment, Immigra-
tion and Industry and the Minister of Advanced Education and
Technology and working on the budget and resourcing figures that
we can apply to it. But in the process of doing that, of course, there
iswork being done on workforce strategy. The world doesn’t stop
aswe develop anew plan, and . . .

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Mason: You're going to have trouble with that, Dave.
[interjectiong]

Mr. Martin: You're cutting off my time here.

Mr. Speaker, the problem is that we have a severe crisis now.
Thiswas supposed to have been done back in the spring of 2006. Is
the minister saying that thisreport is so damaging to the government
that he hasto go through another process? Thiswas supposed to be
donein the spring of 2006. Why don’t we have it now?

Mr. Hancock: Absolutely not, Mr. Spesker. Work is happening
now. Nurses are being educated in our institutions. Doctors are
being educated in our institutions. Personal careaidesand LPNsare
being educated in our ingtitutions. People are out recruiting
internationally for new workers to come. In many different ways
we're enhancing. We just signed a deal with the doctors and hope
for ratification shortly on that, which will help retain and improve.
Lots of things are happening.

Thestrategy that’ sbeing devel oped, theworkforcestrategy, which
is part of my mandate — and | work collaboratively with the other
two ministers | mentioned — is in process. There are lots of good
strategiesin it in addition to what's aready being done.

Mr. Martin: Mr. Speaker, Rome burns while Nero fiddles.
The minister is saying that all these things are happening. Is he

not recognizing that thereisacrisis? All hehasto doisgointothe
hospitals in both major cities, in Grande Prairie and others. Things
are happening right now, and we till don’t haveaplan. He saysthat
somethingsare going. Thiswas supposed to be donein 2006. I'm
asking theminister: why arewestill struggling along without aplan?

Mr. Hancock: There appearsto be asevere shortage of audiologists
as well, Mr. Speaker. The hon. member didn't hear my answer.
Work is progressing. The plan will be coming out shortly.

The Speaker: Thehon. Member for St. Albert, followed by the hon.
Member for Cypress-Medicine Hat.

Student Transportation

Mr. Flaherty: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Calgarians do not have
enough loca schools to meet their needs, and now their children
can’'t even make it to the schools they have. A shortage of bus
drivers has left hundreds of Calgary students out in the cold every
day, and the situation is reportedly getting worse. To the Minister
of Education: what direct actions has the minister taken to address
the issue and get Calgary studentsto their classrooms safely and on
time?

Mr. Liepert: Well, Mr. Speaker, first of all, no oneisbeing left out
inthecold, solet’sget that clear. Theissuewith school busdrivers,
whether it’srural or in Calgary or any other region of the province,
is no different than the other workforce issues that we're facing
today. It's aquestion of qualified people, enough people to drive
buses. The other issue that we have to deal with when it comesto
school bus driversisthat alot of these positions are part-time, and
asyou well know, it’s harder to get part-time folks than full-time.

2:10
The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Flaherty: Thank you, Mr. Spesker. Given that both the
Catholic and public school boardsin Cal gary haverequested that the
minister conduct areview of how the province administerstranspor-
tation grants, will the minister take up that chalenge and do
something about it?

Mr. Liepert: Well, currently we have acommittee that islooking at
all of the funding framework for education. It involves the school
boards, including the Catholic and public school boards. | look
forward to what recommendations they come forward with to put in
place afunding framework that is probably more acceptableto those
who receive the funds.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Flaherty: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Will the minister admit that
the current busing problem is made worse by the government’s
failureto build local schoolsin Calgary’ snew and growing commu-
nities?

Mr. Liepert: Well, Mr. Speaker, I've made no secret of the fact,
sinceinheriting thisportfolio, that one of my prioritiesisgoingto be
to get schools built where children live. We re working on doing
that because, quite honestly, children riding the bus for an hour is
not enhancing their education. So we're going to work hard to get
schools where children live, and it’ s going to include some alterna-
tive ways of financing those schools.
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The Speaker: The hon. Member for Cypress-Medicine Hat,
followed by the hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity.

Barley Marketing

Mr. Mitzel: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Y esterday was the last day
for Alberta farmers to mail in their votes for the federa barley
plebiscite. Through this plebiscite thefederal government indicated
that they were consulting western Canadian farmers on their views
of how they want to market their barley in thefuture. | learned from
my constituents that the Alberta government had placed advertise-
mentsin major rural newspapers, and then | heard these same ads on
theradio. Considering that thiswasaconsultation and not abinding
vote, my question isto the Minister of Agriculture and Food. Why
is the Alberta government spending Alberta taxpayer dollars on
advertising to support the market choice option when other prov-
inces either are silent or gave both sides of the issue?

Mr. Groeneveld: Alberta's marketing choice support is not new,
Mr. Speaker. This has been a long-standing position based on
previous votes by farmers. We trust our farmers. Alberta farmers
are entrepreneurs who want to compete in the world market. Inthe
past 70 per cent of them havetold us that they want choice. If even
just 1 per cent wanted choice, they should not be denied that right
solely based on the province that they happen to livein.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Cypress-Medicine Hat.

Mr. Mitzel: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To the same minister: as
some of my constituents have so claimed, did Alberta' s ads promote
the elimination of the Canadian Wheat Board?

Mr. Groeneveld: No, Mr. Speaker, they do not. In fact, every
single ad encourages people to vote a competitive wheat board.
Under marketing choice the Canadian Wheat Board will truly be
ableto show its capabilities. Wefeel itisvery important that barley
producers can and should be able to continue to support marketing
through the Wheat Board if they wish. This is where marketing
choice is different than the two other boxes. It's about having the
freedom to choose.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Mitzel: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Again to the same minister:
of the nearly $1 million spent on marketing choice over thelast four
years, canthe Minister of Agricultureand Food tell meinthisHouse
if al these dollars were spent on advertising?

Mr. Groeneveld: Mr. Speaker, asthe member said, thismoney was
spent over four years, and less than half of that money went into
advertising, newsdletters, and website development. Most of it was
invested in research and studies of open-market systems like there
arein other parts of theworld. We're doing our homework, and our
studies are publicly available on the website.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity, followed by
the hon. Member for Wetaskiwin-Camrose.

Private/Public Partner ships

Mr. Chase: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. While an Alberta Libera
government would use the $7 billion third-quarter surplus revenues
to both savefor thefuture and pay off desperateinfrastructure needs,
this Tory government chooses to go back into debt through P3

dternative financing arrangements for our schools, roads, and
hospitals. These same Toriescreated the current infrastructurecrisis
through their aversion to debt. The current Premier when minister
of infrastructure presided over that policy. My first questionistothe
Minister of Infrastructure and Transportation. Could he explain to
Albertans why we now need to go back into debt to build schools,
hospital's, and roads even though we have a surplus of $7 billion, $6
billionin. ..

Mr. Ouellette: Well, Mr. Speaker, for peoplethat don’t know, we're
not going back into debt. We' vefound away to do some aternative
financing, and I'll tell you that it is away to save taxpayers money,
get thejob done sooner, and allow jobsto all Albertans. That’ swhat
we' re doing: better government for Albertans.

Mr. Chase: Yeah, and the minister has 30 years to hide out in
retirement.

My second question is to the Minister of Infrastructure and
Transportation. Doeslast week’ s government commitment to cover
publicly the cost of overruns a Calgary’s much-delayed, much-
needed southeast replacement hospital indicate that it has seen the
Alberta Liberal light and will reject 30-year P3 debt financing for
other projects?

Mr. Ouellette: Mr. Speaker, I'm not so sure what the Alberta
Libera light means. I'm not sure there' s alight on over there.

Anyway, Mr. Speaker, wedo plan on and it’ sbeen announced that
we are funding the south Calgary hospital, and it will be built as
soon as possible.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. Obviously, the minister is dealing with a
25-watt bulb.

My last question is to the Minister of Education. Why is the
minister suggesting that we saddle Alberta taxpayers with a 30-year
debt to not only build P3 schools but maintain and operate them
privately when we have the money to build them publicly and
transparently now? Debt or no debt, Mr. Minister?

Mr. Liepert: Well, Mr. Spesker, first of all, aswe discussed earlier,
we need schools where kids live. Despite what this hon. member
says, we do not have $7 billion laying around to spend on schools.
There have been a number of P3 and aternative financing projects
around the world that have been successful, and there have been a
few that have been unsuccessful. Theresearch | did wasthat every
time a P3 was unsuccessful, it was commenced by a Liberal or a
socialist government.

TheSpeaker : Thehon. Member for Wetaskiwin-Camrose, followed
by the hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Dodds-Round Hill Coal Gasification Project

Mr. Johnson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My question is to the
Minister of Environment. Residents of my constituency have great
concern about the environmental impacts of alarge coal mine and
coal gasification project being proposed by Sherritt south of Tofield
and Ryley and to the northeast of Camrose. To the minister: how
can residents be assured that the province will hear and addresstheir
environmental concerns before a decision on this project is made?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.
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Mr. Renner: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | can assure the hon.
member as well as the residents that he refers to that the review
application process that Alberta Environment has includes ample
opportunity for the public to voice their concerns. Even beforethis
project can be considered for approval, the company must conduct
an environmental impact assessment and submit that to Alberta
Environment. Thisimpact will outline al of the potentia environ-
mental impacts from the project, and then AlbertaEnvironment will
consider the EIA, environmental impact assessment, as well as any
statements of concerns from the public before making adecision on
this project.

Mr. Johnson: To the same minister: what processes can Alberta
Environment commit to to ensure that thereisaclear understanding
of the water quality and quantity impacts of the proposed project?

2:20

Mr. Renner: Mr. Speaker, al activities involving water require
either a licence or approva from Alberta Environment. We only
issue water licences and approvals when we are confident that the
quantity and quality of water will not be impacted by the develop-
ment. We also consider the impacts of the development on other
licensed water users. So all potential water impactswill be outlined
in the project’s environmental impact assessment and will be
reviewed by Alberta Environment employees.

Mr. Johnson: My last question isto the Minister of Energy. What
roledoesAlberta’ sEnergy and UtilitiesBoard play inreviewing and
approving this project?

Mr. Knight: Well, Mr. Speaker, certainly this government in place
in Albertatoday has a plan, and we're on track to build a stronger
Alberta. The gasification of coal may just be one step ahead in our
plan. The EUB will play a role with respect to permitting. This
particular project isin the very early stages at this present time, and
an application hasyet to befiled. Whenitisfiled, the EUB will take
into consideration all of the assessments and the EIA that has been
mentioned aready by my colleague, and certainly a determination
will be made at that point.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Temporary Foreign Workers
(continued)

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Temporary
foreign workersherein Albertaare victims of very weak labour laws
that are not enforced by this government. This government has no
interest in enforcing the laws for temporary foreign workers.

An Hon. Member: That's not true.

Mr. MacDonald: Of courseit’s true.

Earlier in question period today the minister of municipal affairs
indicated that temporary foreign workers have the same rights as
other workers in the province. My first question is to the hon.
minister. Why, then, is Armando Garcia working on a corporate
farmin eastern Alberta and getting no overtime pay after he putsin
his 40 hours aweek? This man has worked 189 hours overtimein
three months and has not received one extra penny for his efforts.
Why isthat happening?

Mr. Danyluk: Mr. Speaker, asl said previoudly, thisisanindividual
case, and | will forward that information to the minister in charge,
and we will look into it.

Mr. MacDonald: Again, Mr. Speaker, to the same minister: why is
this gentleman from Guadalgjara, Mr. Armando Garcia, not being
covered by WCB when he' sworking on that big corporate farm?

Mr. Danyluk: Mr. Speaker, it is no different than any other farm
worker in Alberta. We will take it under advisement.

Mr. MacDonald: Mr. Speaker, this time to the minister of agricul-
ture. This government has a hotline called the Alberta foreign
worker hotline. It's atoll-free number within Alberta, which really
couldread 1-877-LETS-EXPLOIT. Thisweb pageisnot providing
information to farm workers who are on temporary work visas or
any other worker on atemporary work visaon what rightsthey have
inthisprovinceif they’ re not satisfied with the job conditions. Will
this website start showing workers' rights and where they can go to
have those rights enforced?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Groeneveld: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Of course, the foreign
worker program and temporary foreign workers are federal issues
that we work under with the other, so I'm sure that the answer to the
question would come through them. However, we are very con-
cerned, and we are very appreciative that we do have the temporary
foreign worker program for agriculture. It's something that is
greatly needed by agriculture, as it is in most of the rest of the
country. We're more than happy to work through the federal
program and also with the Employment, Immigration and Industry
minister on it.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Fort.

Deerfoot Trail Maintenance

Mr. Cao: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The province has helped out the
city of Calgary a great deal by taking over the maintenance of the
Deerfoot Trail. Given the tremendous growth in Calgary, the
Deerfoot Trail carries millions of vehicles a year. My question
today is to the hon. Minister of Infrastructure and Transportation.
What maintenance has been done on the Deerfoot Trail lately?

Mr. Ouellette: Mr. Speaker, again, I'd like to reiterate that this
government takes safety — and maintenance is part of that — very
seriously. The Alberta government has invested over $200 million
toimprove Deerfoot Trail sincethe government took it over in 2000.
This year the government will invest a further $17 million for
various Deerfoot Trail projects. As for routine maintenance, our
mai ntenance contractor does a very good job of removing snow,
filling cracks, when you consider how much traffic is actually on
that road at all times.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Cao: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. Reflecting questionsfrom
my constituents about the lighting outage for about a month on the
Deerfoot Trail section now known asthe Calf Robe Bridge overpass,
my only supplemental question to the same minister: when will the
lighting be fixed for Calgarians so that we can drive safely at night
to that section of the Deerfoot Trail?

Mr. Oudllette: Again, Mr. Speaker, safety isahigh priority for this
government. The Alberta government has a separate maintenance
contract with Enmax for overhead lighting on the Deerfoot Trail. In
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January Enmax started a maintenance blitz and has been out on the
road working when weather and traffic have permitted them to be
there. So far, Enmax has replaced or repaired approximately 300
lights, and the contractor is committed to continuing the blitz for as
long asit takes. We're aso working on better co-ordination, to put
all of our contracts together in one to make sure that everyone can
be there when needed.

The Speaker: Before we move to the next part of the Routine, just
so hon. memberswill be brought up to date, on day 2 of the session
we had 84 questions and answers, on day 3 we had 88, yesterday we
had 78, and today we had 100. That’s not arecord, by the way.

head: Introduction of Bills

(reversion)
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Cagary-Nose Hill.
Bill 19
Appeal Procedures Statutes Amendment Act, 2007

Dr. Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | request leave to introduce
Bill 19, the Appeal Procedures Statutes Amendment Act, 2007.

Thelegidationisintended to modify the current appeal process of
the Court of Appeal in hearing appealsfrom boardsor tribunals, and
the bill includes minor amendments to eight provincia statutes
overall. The amendments are designed to reduce delays and make
better use of the court’s time.

[Motion carried; Bill 19 read afirst time]
The Speaker: The hon. Government House Leader.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | would movethat Bill 19
be moved onto the Order Paper under Government Billsand Orders.

[Motion carried]
The Speaker: The hon. President of the Treasury Board.

Bill 20
Appropriation (Supplementary Supply) Act, 2007

Mr. Snelgrove: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | request leave to
introduce Bill 20, the Appropriation (Supplementary Supply) Act,
2007. This being a money bill, His Honour the Honourable the
Lieutenant Governor, having been informed of the contents of this
bill, recommends the same to the Assembly.

[Motion carried; Bill 20 read afirst time]

head:
The Speaker : Thehon. Member for Edmonton-Beverly-Clareview.

Tabling Returnsand Reports

Mr. Martin: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 1'd like to table on behalf of
the leader of the NDP opposition two documents. The first is the
result of a corporate registries search that shows the voting share-
holders of the Holy Cross Manor.

The second is a list of candidates for the PCAA executive
committee elections from the PC Party’ s website.

The Speaker: The hon. Leader of the Official Opposition.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | risetoday, aspromised earlier,

to table mediareports from the Drumheller Mail indicating that the
number onestory in’ 06 wasthe Red Deer River water diversion and
quoting this: “During his election campaign, Ed Stelmach was
quoted as saying the plan was ‘ridiculous’.”

Thank you.
2:30

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Mr.MacDonald: Yes. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. | have
two tablingstoday. Thefirst oneis aletter that | wrote to the now
hon. Premier. This letter is dated October 19, 2006. | am asking
how the government would plan to get us out of the economic mess
caused by electricity deregulation, and | haven't received aresponse
to thisletter yet.

My second tabling isin regard to my questionsearlier in question
period, and it is a document from Public Accounts, year end of
March 31, 2005, indicating that for Cliff Paulgsard, who is a
principal owner of the corporate farm C.G. Paulgaard Farms Ltd.,
there was agrant in that year of $63,400. That was the year 2005.

Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Glenora.

Dr.B. Miller: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I'd liketo tablefive copies
of the employment contract of Armando Garcia, and there's a bill
that the hospital wanted him to pay — go to abank and buy a money
order and pay it —and also the pay stubs.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

head:
head:
[Mr. Marz in the chair]

Ordersof the Day
Committee of Supply

The Chair: I’d like to call the Committee of Supply to order. |
would call the President of the Treasury Board to move the esti-
mates.

head: Interim Supply Estimates 2007-08
Offices of the L egidlative Assembly and Gover nment

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Chairman, | would like to move the interim
supply estimates, and | would like to add to their introduction that
these amounts have been derived from the estimates made by their
departments and their spending requirements for this period. The
amounts reflect the pattern of government spending being higher in
the early months than in some of the later months of theyear. This
pattern occurs because some paymentsaredue April 1 and July 1 for
the first and second quarters, and many annual payments fall due
April 1.

These payments result from the quarterly and annual spending
commitments in al areas of government, responsibilities such as
health, education, children’s services, and support for seniors. In
addition, some payments are related to the seasonal nature of certain
types of activities such as construction and agriculture. Spendingin
many of these areas of government responsibility is subject to a
broad range of cost pressures.

Theseinterim supply estimates providefunding authorization only
until the main government estimates are approved. Approval of
interim supply estimates pending the release and approval of the
budget is not unusual for government. This authorization is needed
so that hospitals, schools, universities, and so on can continue to
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function as usual. Consequently, these interim supply estimates
cannot reveal the government’s spending plans until all the budget
documents are tabled. Those budget documents will include
comprehensive budget information in the form of the government’s
fiscal and business plans, the ministry business plans, and the
government estimates. These estimates will be fully debated when
the budget documents are tabled.
Thank you.

The Chair: Hon. members, before | recognize the first speaker,
having received no clarification on which order goes first, we will
follow the same format as outlined by the Deputy Chair of Commit-
tees yesterday.

I'll recognize the hon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford first.

Mr. R. Miller: Well, thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. It'smy
pleasureto risein responseto therequest for interim supply fromthe
President of the Treasury Board. My first thought upon hearing the
president’s comments was that I’ ve heard that speech before, and
indeed | have. 1’'m going to suspect it’'s probably a script that the
government uses every year when they find themselvesin asituation
where we don’t have a budget come the end of the current fiscal
year. Soyou'll have to excuse meif my comments sound familiar
as well because even though | don’t have a script in front of me as
the President of the Treasury Board did, I’ m going to guessthat I'm
going to reiterate similar comments that I've made in the past
whenever the government has come looking for interim supply.

It's probably the most frustrating exercise for a member of the
opposition: to discuss interim supply. If | can draw a paralel, it
would be like my 15-year-old daughter coming to me and saying:
“Dad, | need a thousand dollars. Oh, and I'll tell you next week
what I’'m going to do with it.” [interjection] The President of the
Treasury Board just told me that his daughter does that. I've had
that experience, and I'm going to guess several members have.
Certainly many taxpayersin Alberta have had that experience. I'm
going to suggest that for most of us, probably the vast, vast majority
of us when that happens, the answer is either (a) “No way” or (b)
“Not until you tell me exactly what you're going to do withit.” So
we' ve got a situation here where the government is now asking for
nearly $10 billion, and they're saying: “Don’t worry about it. Trust
us. We'll tell you in amonth and afew dayswhat we' re going to do
with it.”

I know it'safait accompli. | know it hasto happen. | understand
that there are certain requirements at the beginning of the year that
make it mandatory to have a little more money than might be
expected if you were to ration it out over theyear. | understand all
of those things. As| say, we've been here before. But | hope that
the President of the Treasury Board and government members in
general understand how frustrating an exerciseit isfor those of uson
this side of the House when we're expected to approve nearly $10
billion without anything more than a single line item in the docu-
ment that they’ve presented and absolutely no explanation as to
where that money might be used or what it might not be used for.
So | just hope that everybody in this House will recognize the
difficult position that this puts members of the opposition in when
we are asked to have this debate today and tomorrow.

Now, the President of the Treasury Board did reference the fact
that there are certain obligations that are seasona and certain
obligations that are front-end loaded, asit were. But | just note that
three years ago we were in a similar situation, and Bill 24, which
was at that time the interim supply act, asked for $5.5 billion, and
three years later we are asking for nearly double the amount.
Although, as| say, | recognize some of these peculiaritiesthat exist

in terms of front-end loading and seasonal expenditures, | don’t
believe that we' ve had a hundred per cent inflation in the last three
years. So that would be a question. 1I'm wondering: if three years
ago $5.5 hillion was sufficient for the government to get through
until the time that a budget was passed, why isit that here in 2007
we're looking at nearly double the amount being requested by the
government?

I’d aso like to opine, | suppose, about the need for a long-term
savings plan. | know that the President of the Treasury Board and
the Finance minister have both talked about having asurplusplan or
some sort of asurplusallocation plan in the budget that we' re going
to see on the 19th of April. That, asyou will know, Mr. Chairman,
isn’'t good enough for the Official Opposition.

We have argued and presented a bill in this House, which,
unfortunately, not even one single Conservative member voted in
favour of, that would have established a nonrenewable resource
savings plan which woul d have seen 30 per cent of all revenuesfrom
nonrenewabl e resources put into savings. That, unfortunately, was
not successful even in passing second reading in this House, which
isrealy too bad because it would have been great to at |least have
had the debate. However, we have no idea from thiswhether or not
that might actually be part of it, and in fact we don’'t even know if
there's a surplus plan involved with this because, as the minister
outlined, they’ re not ableto give us anything more than asingleline
item on each of these points.

2:40

The new government has talked an awful |ot about openness and
transparency. Thisisnot anideathat springsfrom the new Premier.
In fact, thisis an idea that the Official Opposition has been calling
for for along time: more openness and transparency in government.
Mr. Chairman, | would submit to you that it’s just one more in a
long stream of great ideas that have been generated by the Official
Opposition caucus that this government has chosen to adopt. And
you know what? More power to them. If that isour rolefor thetime
being as we servein opposition, to supply great policy initiativesto
the government and have them adopt them, that’s not necessarily a
bad thing.

The sustainability fund, which the government is mandated to
keep 2 and ahaf billionin and currently sits at somewherein excess
of $6 hillion, was actually the initiative of a former Leader of the
Official Opposition, Dr. Ken Nicol from Lethbridge. Of course,
once the government adopted it, it changed names from a stability
fund to a sustainability fund. Nevertheless, it was an idea of the
Official Opposition that the government saw merit in and chose to
adopt. So, as| say, if opennessand transparency issort of one of the
new buzzwords or one of the five planks of the new government,
we're certainly going to hold their feet to the fire because it was
something that we' ve been talking about for along, long time.

Mr. Chairman, as| say, |I've expressed a great deal of frustration
with the fact that we don’t have dollarstied to actual programshere.
One of the things that concerns me—and | know my colleague from
Lethbridge-East will speak to this later on, when she has the
opportunity to come up — is whether or not there will be fundingin
this $10 billion that we're debating today for the long-term care
committee's recommendations. As we know, the government has
put some money towards those recommendations: far, far short of
the $250 million that that panel caled for. In the meantime the
situation hasbecome absol utely desperatein termsof long-term care
and their needs, particularly as it revolves around the labour
shortagesand the difficultiesthat carefacilities are having attracting
workers but many, many other issues, many of which have been
spoken about and, as | say, a number of which | know the Member
for Lethbridge-East will reference later today.
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Mr. Chairman, there was an awful lot of concern expressed in my
constituency recently about the need for an overpass to be built at
23rd Avenue and Calgary Trail. I'm hopeful that there may actually
be some money in this $10 hillion that would go to the city of
Edmonton to help them get that done. We'll find out, | suppose, in
five weeks or so whether or not that’s the case.

This is a huge issue for not just the constituents of Edmonton-
Rutherford but, frankly, for anybody who comesinto Edmonton on
the Queen Elizabeth highway or anybody who's hoping to leave
Edmonton or, for that matter, anybody who' s even doing businessor
commuting, visiting family members, whatever the case may bein
south Edmonton. The problems created right now, particularly at
23rd Avenue with the South Edmonton Common development and
now the Century Place development that’s taking place, are huge.
I would hope that there may be some relief here for the city of
Edmonton so that they could proceed with that very worthwhile and
very much needed devel opment.

Another issue that is of particular concern to the residents of
Edmonton-Rutherford, Mr. Chairman, would bethe extension of the
LRT project to the Century Place devel opment: again, the sooner the
better. | know that right now there is funding to move that project
forward, and | know that it is actually going to happen. But as an
example, we had a situation here just recently where the parents,
teachers, and students at both Harry Ainlay high school and Louis
St. Laurent high school were hoping to have at the minimum an
underpass or an overpass over 111th Street, if not an actual station
put in at that location, to prevent serious accidents and injuries
taking place, and that is not going to happen due to budgetary
concerns.

Again, | would hope that there may be some money in here that
would address that situation and perhaps allow for an extra station
or asafe crossing for students and users of those schools at 111th
Street, but I’'m not sure. Whether or not | get an answer from the
minister on that, | don’t know, but again certainly that is something
that the constituents of south Edmonton are hopeful of and would
dearly love to see.

Now, there are a number of departments, Mr. Chairman, that |
would like to point out in particular. | supposethat we'll start with
the Legidative Assembly and an interim supply of $19.8 million
being asked for to carry on the operations of this Assembly. I'm
going to guess that some of that might actually be to make sure that
myself and my colleagues in the room today get paid after April 1,
so that would be agood thing. | know that, like most Albertans, the
members of this Assembly depend on their paycheques, so I'm not
so sure that | would disagree with the idea that we support the
Legidative Assembly. Whether or not $20 millionisrequired to get
us through to mid-June or so, when the full budget will be passed, |
don’t know. Onceagain, other than to say expenses and equipment,
there’ s no explanation as to what exactly that money might be used
for.

I’m going to point out in particular the departmentsthat | am the
shadow minister for, and I’ll allow my colleagues to then do the
same for theirs: $33 million for the Department of Finance, Mr.
Chairman, again for expense and equipment/inventory purchases,
with no explanation as to what that might be, and another $15
million for nonbudgetary disbursements, an awful lot of money
again being asked for without any real explanation asto why or how
it might be used.

Probably even more important, | would think, are the requestsfor
funding for Service Albertaand the Treasury Board. ServiceAlberta
is looking for $98 million for expense and equipment/inventory
purchases, and Treasury Board $6.4 million. Thereason | say more
important, Mr. Chairman, isbecause asthe President of the Treasury

Board would acknowledge, these are new departments. Given that
they're new departments, | think it would be fair to say that there's
still some shakedown taking place in terms of what exactly each
department isresponsi blefor, the shuffling that hastaken place back
and forth in terms of who’s responsible for what. We're asked to
give in excess of a hundred million dollars to these two new
departments, without any explanation at all asto how that money is
being used.

We don’t even know, quite frankly, Mr. Chairman, how many
full-time employees might be employed by each of those depart-
ments. We don’t know exactly what programs and services they're
funding out of thishundred million dollarsthat they' reasking for in
interim supply. As | say, because it's a brand new department,
there's no history that we can look at. We can’t look at that
department and say: well, last year they spent —you know, I'll just
pick anumber —$500 million, so it would befair to give them $100
millionininterim supply. We can’t do that becauseit’ sabrand new
department.

So in particular | would look to the President of the Treasury
Board for alittle more explanation in terms of why Service Alberta
needs $98 million and exactly how that money might be spent over
the next couple of months while we're waiting for a budget to be
passed and, likewise, exactly how $6.4 million is going to be used
to fund the operations of the Treasury Board over the next coupl e of
months. Again, Mr. Chairman, because we do not have any
historical datato go by. We don’'t know how many employees are
there, and we don’'t know what their plans might be in terms of
running programs. | think that requiresalittle more detail than just
the single line item that we're given here.

With those comments, I’ m going to take my seat and allow others
to ask some questions. | would hope that the President of the
Treasury Board might be able to answer some of those for me today,
and if not, | would hope that we can hear some sort of a response
prior to being asked to vote on interim supply amounts tomorrow
afternoon.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The Chair: The hon. Minister of Service Alberta and President of
the Treasury Board.

2:50

Mr. Snelgrove: Thank you. | don't think that it will come as a
surprise to the hon. member that | think this process of interim
supply needs to end, and | have to give alot of credit to the House
leaders and to our new Premier, who said: let’s start setting a date
for a budget to be brought in. So from that point of view, | abso-
lutely agree. | think we use alot of timein here— | agree — but |
think the hon. member would understand why it has to be done in
this way to preserve the integrity of the budget. Y ou know, history
sometimes gives us rules we live by that are necessary. The idea
that thisisbigger than normal: while| give the House leaders credit
for our new change, | also have to point out that we could still be
herein July if we want to debate that budget long enough. That's
right. July, Dave. [interjections] | could have just been saying some
other name. | didn’t mean him.

Yes, the process needs to change. Bringing in a budget on
February 22, having the full debate before this time will be abso-
lutely light years ahead for al: for you, for us, for our departments.
It means maybe moving up our work in thefall aswedevelopit, and
that'sfine. That’swhat we're paid to do. But passthat. To try and
speculate what might bein the budget or what might not bewouldn’t
redly be fair. As you can probably appreciate, there are very
separate i ssues here with the Minister of Finance and the President
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of the Treasury Board. The budget projection is solely the purview
of the Minister of Finance, and we would not want to prejudge or
even to speculate what might be in there from the department.

So | take the hon. member’ s comments, and we will have abroad
discussion when the budget is brought down. | think his points
around the process are right on.

The Chair: The hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity.

Mr. Chase: Thank you very much, Mr. Chair. | aso thank the
Treasury Board minister for hisindication that thingswill improve.
| look forward to those improvements. We saw an improvement
today in the House. Through a more transparent, accountable
procedurewewereabl eto get through ahundred questions, sowe're
moving in the right direction. | appreciate the President of the
Treasury Board indicating that things will get better.

We have to deal with what we currently have, though, and that's
what I'll discuss. We all remember that we had barely a week in
terms of afal Legislature. It basicaly went into the tail end of
August and, | believe, alittlebit into September. Had we had afall
sitting, possi bly therewoul d have been greater preparation potential
of transfer. We would al have been in the House, and this work
could have been done.

Asit was, with the retirement of our former Premier aleadership
race was called. That leadership race took up a certain amount of
time, and we're basicaly trying to catch up for that lost time.
Normally the House would have sat around the 21st of February, or
usually just after Family Day. Wefind ourselvescontinually playing
catch-up. We won't hear what the actual budget figures are until
April 19, and obviously we can’'t have the legisative process and
Albertans come to a grinding halt because there is no money to
cover their programs.

In terms of improvements that | would like to see made, |
frequently get theideathat there are amost two blue books: one for
the opposition membersthat isavery thin version and then another
book of a different colour that the government has that actualy
provides the details behind the millions and billions of dollars that
are being called for in interim supply. Again, | want to echo what
the Member for Edmonton-Rutherford pointed out. We have one-
lineitems, and we have no idea what constitutes billions of dollars
of justification for a one-line item, and to debate or discuss or
approve with any understanding or basis of knowledgeis absolutely
impossible.

Possibly at some point in the future —trust us—will be something
through the joint policy committees, et cetera, that we' re moving
toward which will be easier, but we're till, unfortunately, stuck in
that old circumstance where information is power, and without
information you're, to a great degree, powerless.

To go through the budget, we have support to the Legidative
Assembly, expense and equipment/inventory purchases of
$19,800,000. If I understand this correctly, thisisto get us toward
the middle of April, and then | gather that some of that money will
be spent later on, and we'll get alittle bit more qualification for it.
Again, I'mnot sure, and I d look forward to the minister explaining
to me where $19 million goes between now and April 19 in support
to the Legisative Assembly. For example, is that part of our
constituency budget? All these questions | would appreciate having
answered.

Office of the Auditor General: $6,200,000 for expense and
equipment/inventory purchases. Again, | very much valuetheoffice
of the Auditor General, and | aso feel very privileged to be on the
Public Accounts Committee, to which the Auditor General reports
on aweekly basiswhenthe Legislatureissitting. Now, thankstothe

wonderful arrangements of our House leaders, we will be able to
meet outside of the Legislature. Again thanksto our House leaders
wewill have abudget for research, and wewill not just be restricted
to having the ministers and their aides come before us, but we can
look beyond, to avariety of health regions and school boards. We
have almost unlimited possibilities as to who we can call before us
toaccount. Sol think that hel ping out the Auditor General isagreat
expense.

In Public Accounts this morning the Auditor General asked usto
consider prior to next week if we would benefit from a double
reporting. In other words, instead of the great large reporting
process that we receive at the end of the year, he's indicating his
willingness to provide us with two reports. | think that this is
absolutely wonderful in terms of the accountability and that the
Auditor General obviously needs that extra financia support,
particularly if he' sgoing to put out two annual reportsinstead of the
current voluminous, large one, that isvery inclusive and conclusive.

Now, we have the office of the Ombudsman receiving $800,000.
Again, the Ombudsman is a very busy person in this province.
There are a number of complaints that are brought to the Ombuds-
man because of concerns over how they were treated, whether they
received their AISH payments, whether the AISH payments were
sufficient, whether aperson onlong-term disability wassuddenly cut
off and forced to go prematurely onto the Canada pension plan,
whether a person has been mistreated; for example, if they were
promised that their 15 or 14 and a half years of service for the
federal government in the military would be guaranteed as part of
their pensionable service and for their participation within the
provincial government’ sauspices. That Ombudsmanisavery, very
busy individual, and this money, this $800,000, is probably well
spent.

The office of the Chief Electoral Officer isasking for an increase
or atemporary holdover of $2,100,000. Now, among the expense
and equipment/inventory that the Chief Electoral Officer ispurchas-
ing, | would liketo think that possibly it's cameras so that we could
have photo identification for al voters who come up on voting day.
Although they may be of a homeless nature, they can say: “Well,
I’m at the Calgary Drop-In Centre,” or “I'm at the Mustard Seed.
Thisiswho | am.” Possibly they don’t have the money to afford a
vehicle, and therefore they're not likely to have adriver’s licence.
Potentially the office of the Chief Electoral Officer could use some
of this $2 million to ensure that every single Albertan has the
opportunity, should they wish, to have secure photo identification,
that will allow them to then participate fully without a doubt as to
their identity during the election process.

3:00

Thisissomething for the health minister —I’ mvery pleased to see
his attendance today — to consider because the health card could be
asecure card interms of identification with apicture, and that would
eliminate the production of numerous copies of health cards, which
have been in circulation far beyond our population yet are used asa
piece of identity. So this could very well be a direction that the
Chief Electoral Officer might consider. We know in Cagary, for
example, the problems we had with ward 10. One of our members
opposite knows very much the difficulties. | won’'t name that
individual out of respect.

The office of the Ethics Commissioner. Now, again, the Ethics
Commissioner is a very busy man. | know that both the NDP
opposition and the Liberal opposition keep him hopping in asking
him to inquire as to the appointments of individuals onto numerous
patronage-style committees, so the Ethics Commissioner is indeed
abusy man. Whether it's the royalties task force, whether it's a
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heal th board appointment, thereareal ot of individua swhoseethical
background and research and potential conflicts of interest need to
beconsidered. If $200,000 issufficient for the Ethics Commissioner
to carry out afull review of conflict of interest, then | don’t have a
whole lot of difficulty with that amount.

The office of the Information and Privacy Commissioner. Now,
here's an area that | worry about. If the Information and Privacy
Commissioner is being granted $1,600,000, then why do we
opposition Liberals, opposition NDP, our independent, and our
member of the Alliance have to pay prohibitive amounts in FOIP
requests to get information that is readily available to government
members?

Whenwe' retalking open and transparent, let’ slook at FOI P costs,
that are similar to those of the federal government. FOIP has
becomeaburial instrument. It doesn’t protect therightsof individu-
as. Itlookslike potentially the government spent $1,600,000 for a
big shovel to bury information rather than making it available, so |
question that particular expenditure, but again | would like to hear
more detail.

So to this point the total expenditures that | have just related to
you on six departments is up to $30,700,000. Now we come to
Advanced Education and Technology with the former minister here
present. | know how hard he worked as the former minister of
advanced education, and | very much appreciate the work that he
did.

I might also indicate that without purchasing a Conservative
membership, | supported and indicated to others my support for him
as the potential new Conservative Premier. It didn’t work out that
way, but | am pleased to see that he arrived safe and sound back in
a front-bench position because | do see him as a man of integrity.
As | have mentioned before, | credit him along with our House
leader and the hon. NDP House leader for coming up with a
progressive change in Standing Orders and regulations.

However, within the advanced education $728 million | would
love to know how that breaks down. For example, what portion
would Bow Valley College get? What portion would Mount Royal
College get? How about the Alberta College of Art and Design, the
Southern Alberta Institute of Technology, and, of course, the area
that | represent proudly, and that isthe University of Calgary?

Now, Harvey Weingarten, the president of the University of
Calgary, felt the need to borrow 1 and a haf billion dollars to
expand the University of Calgary’ s campus and programs so that we
could be aworld-class institution. The expansion is proceeding at
a rather slow pace, | must admit. I'm up at the university on a
regular basis, and I’ veyet to seefootings, for example, for thedigital
library, which isgoing to benefit all Alberta. But if the president of
the University of Calgary had received some of this money that he
has been requesting for sometime, he possibly wouldn’t have had to
put the University of Calgary at thefinancial risk of borrowing 1 and
ahalf billion dollars.

I’m sure that there are members — and | don’t want to get into
Lethbridge. I'll leavethat to my confident and competent colleague
from Lethbridge-East. I’'m sure sh€’ll have questions. But | cannot
think of too many better investments of money than postsecondary,
whether it's for trade training, whether it's for academic pursuits,
whether it's just the general improvement and understanding, arts
and humanities, culture. Thismoney could potentially be extremely
well spent, but | have no ideafrom thislineitem, that indicates that
$728,800,000 has been expended on equipment and inventory
purchases and an additional $27,900,000 has been spent on
nonbudgetary disbursements. | consider myself an educated man,
but | have no idea what nonbudgetary disbursement items might
include.

Under Agriculture and Food, expense and equipment: $205
million. Well, that’ s probably in line as an expense. Alberta sthird
most important industry in terms of the money that it returns to the
province or that it brings in would be agriculture. In fact, | guess,
agriculture and forestry are similar in importance. We know that
their sort of economic produce pales in comparison to oil and gas,
but their practices are considerably less impactful on our environ-
ment.

Now, hopefully in Agriculture and Food there is no more
expenditure. There is no more money that is going to suggest that
the Canadian Wheat Board should get out of the business. | know
previously somewhere from the government expenditures that
amost a million and a half dollars went to discourage our current
system, a system that seems to be extremely well supported in
Saskatchewan and Manitoba. If a free-vote opportunity was
provided without having to have anidentifying number at the end of
your ballot, | think more Albertans would feel that the statusquo is
the way to go. And those few entrepreneurial types who want to
make money at the other operators’ expense: we would seethem for
what they were. The time they spent in jail: well, that’s an indica-
tion. Thisgovernment seemsto want to do away with co-operatives,
and that’s what the Wheat Board in fact is.

310

Children’sServices: $311 million, expenseand equipment. | can’t
think of abetter areato expend money on than Children’s Services.
We have anew minister, and | appreciate the fact that sheisquickly
getting onto that job. | guessthat maybeif | look at the $11 million
of the $311 million, that’ s approximately how much, | believe, was
given to child care service providers to increase accreditation,
subsidize spaces. Again, because the minister is here, she can
probably provide a little bit more detail on the money that was
expended on Children’s Services.

However, this province is the only province that doesn’t provide
funding for child care past age six. In other words, this government
assumes that once a child isin the school system, if they’re capable
of being in the school system, automaticaly al of their care
concerns are over. Well, as a schoolteacher of 34 years | want to
point out that schools are more than babysitting services. Whilewe
do care for children within the facility, we also educate them. We
a so help themto devel op concerns of citizenship. Wework on their
cultural and artistic abilities. We do more than care for them.

What is not happening in this province and what is necessary is
that child care provisions, both private and public, are increased. |
had a very interesting conversation with alady by the name of Bev
Smith. Bev Smith isan extremely strong advocate for stay-at-home
parents.

I look forward to a second opportunity if such provides.

The Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Calder.

Mr. Eggen: Thanks, Mr. Chairman, and | appreciate an opportunity
to speak on the interim supply estimates. | would like to focus my
comments in regard to education specificaly, and | do have a
number of questions if the hon. minister would be so kind as to
enlighten myself and whoever else might be interested.

These interim supply estimates in regard to education seem to
represent somewhere between 20 and 25 per cent of the total
operating budget for the ministry. | wanted to make particular note
that the estimates have been all ocated for what is said to be expenses
and equipment/inventory purchases, and it seems to be quite a
significant increase over last year's numbers.

Of course, these mostly represent one-off sorts of purchases for
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the ministry for things like furnishings, display cabinets, and
equipment such as lab equipment and whatnot. But, you know, my
concern for this long-term expenditure and the whole issue of
obsol escence and wear and tear on equipment isthat I’ mwondering
if these are expenses rolled into the core operating budget of the
ministry.

Again, | would ask if we could expect sustained and guaranteed
fundingin thelong term for such expenses because what we' ve seen
happen in the last 10 to 15 years in public education is that, espe-
cialy with school-based funding, schools have had to make
decisions about letting those things go for alonger period of time
since they have to focus on making sure that there's a teacher in
front of the class and some books; you know, very immediate basics
to look after. Those other items such as furniture and whatnot, that
have a longer obsolescence period, have been neglected, so what
we're seeing now is lots and lots of schools with some long-term
equipment requiring some financial assistance for replacement.
Thus, | believe and | think schools would believe that that belongs
in part of theregular budget. Put it back, basically, something that's
been in short supply over thislast long period of time, since at least
1993.

It is, in fact, a strategic priority of the Education ministry to
address schools' infrastructure needs, so | would like to ask a
number of questionsin that regard aswell. For one, how in fact can
this government continue its commitment to address infrastructure
when, for example, our own public school system herein Edmonton
states a need for 13 new schools and the ministry is committed to
eight? | see a basic discrepancy there that certainly cuts short
Edmonton public’s capacity to replace older schools and to build
into new areas. Again, sort of away by which shortages are being
planned here, and it just creates more stress on other parts of the
budget.

Y ou know, given that the 2004-2005 budget identified approxi-
mately 530 schools nearing the end of their life cycle in this
province, requiring an additional expenditure for renewal or for
replacements, how much of this money will be needed to ensure that
even minimum standards are maintained in schools throughout the
province? | think we have still areal discrepancy between what the
redity is for long-term infrastructure investment and what our
budgetary alocationsare here, and | would liketo seethat addressed
in this coming budget, as would thousands of students and teachers
and parents across the province.

| am starting to hear more substantively that the answer the
minister is looking towards in this government is using public/-
private partnershipsto meet thisshortfall, and | guess, obviously, we
have a number of serious concernsin regard to using the P3 model
for schools and for public infrastructure construction in generd. |
think the issue was in fact brought up here today — and it's a very
valid one—that we are simply deferring the cost and taking it off an
annual budget when we use P3s, but we are really applying that cost
over amuch longer period of time, whatever the contract isfor, and
for at least a 10 to 30 per cent increase from what the public
construction of any given structure would be, not to mention other
subsidiary bills that come from a private/public partnership. You
know, thisis abasic financial problem, but | believe that, particu-
larly when applied to public schools, it has specific education issues
and problems as well that need to be addressed or considered very
clearly when we're talking about using P3s to build schools.

For example, back in 1999 Cagary’'s the Hamptons elementary
school was built using the P3 model. Six months after it was built,
theschool devel oped cracksinitstilesand drywall, roof leaks, faulty
heating and mechanical systems, and $120,000 was needed to bring
the school up to an acceptable standard. So | ask whether or not that

is, infact, valuefor our money, number one, and number two, isthat
a reasonable expectation for the safety and comfort and health of
students and teachers working in aschool like that built through the
P3 model?

Since this risk management model is such a big issue within P3
projects, | ask: who is going to manage the risk to safety of our
children and of workers in these P3 schools and take responsibility
before we end up with a substandard school being built, as we saw
with the Hamptons elementary school project P3 experiment? You
know, once you commit to the bricks and mortar of however you
happen to build something, a school in particular, and you find it
coming up deficient, it causes atremendous amount of instability in
regard to the educational needs of students and a loss of public
monies from school boards. | would venture to say that the risks
outweigh the benefits by along shot in regard to using the P3 model
to build public schoolsin the province of Alberta.

3:20

Also in regard to the Education budget, then, | just wanted to
address briefly the staff, specifically librarian, shortfall in the
provinceof Alberta. Theministry hasabusinessplan that statesthat
it supports the healthy devel opment of Alberta children and youth.
Those are their priorities 6 through 9 in the business plan, yet once
again | seethat, in fact, the number of full-time equivalents, FTEs,
for librarians has dropped from 81.7 FTEs to 12.1 FTEs in the last
decade while high school counsellor FTEs have dropped from 99.1
FTEsto 43.8. | would beg to ask this question: how can we ensure,
asit’s sometimes put in this House and as | certainly would aspire
to, the best education system in the world when critical components
to our children’ seducation and intellectual devel opment are not just
lagging but, in fact, dropping precipitously? | would ask what the
minister would like to do to rectify this decade-long free fal in
regard to staffing levels in the key areas of librarians and counsel-
lors. | think that thisis particularly noteworthy.

Y ouknow, inrelationto thisaswell, although the government and
theministry specifically commissioned the Learning Commission to
gather up a very interesting and worthwhile report, the key recom-
mendation of the Learning Commission wasto reducethe classsize
average across the province. In so many school divisionswe're not
seeing a drop in class sizes and student-teacher ratios, but in fact
we're seeing increases, especialy in the higher grades. There'sa
certain point where students’ education quality drops significantly
with the size of the class. | know from personal experience that
certainly anything that exceeds 30 students per class has a genuine
and immediate impact in lowering the capacity for the students to
achieve, and thisisavery common number that isused asastandard
throughout high schools around the province.

Y ou know, | think we haveto take ahard look at these things. If
we do in fact want to not just build but maintain a high-quality
public education system over thelong term, it really doeslive or die
in the quality that we provide to the classroom on the ground level.
While we do have lots to be proud of in terms of our public educa-
tion system, there are severa places where we must change and
focus the way that we do things. The number one statistic, Mr.
Chairman, that comes to my mind is in regard to high school
completion rates.

We have an embarrassingly low high school completionrateinthe
province of Alberta. Thisdoesn’t bodewell just for now but for our
long-term future as well because, you know, that redly limits the
capacity for our students to become gainfully employed and
independent, not just now but throughout their lives. These
completion rates must increase. They must be brought up to at least
the Canadian average level immediately to determine that we will
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stay competitive and looking after the full needs of our public here
in the province over the near and long-term future.

Finaly, before finish off, | just wanted to speak about the First
Nation and Métis education programs here in the province of
Alberta. Again, this is a focus area that | believe requires and
deserves adequate support. You know, | would like to ask the
question, if the minister can tell me, of how they are looking at
comparing the high school completion rates against the rest of the
population. Are we keeping accurate figures as to tracking where
those numbers are, specificaly, for First Nation and Métis students
throughout the province of Alberta? | would like to ask aswell: to
what extent has the government implemented and acted upon the
recommendationsin the native education policy review by the M étis
Nation of Alberta Association, given that that report was in fact
requested by the Education ministry of Alberta in the first place?
Finally, what doesthe minister intend to do in taking stepsto ensure
that aboriginal students are being better served in this province?

Those aremy comments, Mr. Chairperson, in regard to theinterim
supply estimates specific to Education. | look forward to working
with the minister to ensurethat, in fact, we continueto build astrong
public education system here in the province.

Thanks.

The Chair: The hon. Minister of Education.

Mr. Liepert: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I'd like to make a couple
of comments. Unfortunately, | can’t be in the House tomorrow, so
I’d like to respond to some of the comments of the hon. Member for
Edmonton-Calder.

One of the difficulties with interim supply is that you are talking
about budget expendituresthat are going be coming in abudget that
you can't talk about, so it does present some difficulties. However,
as was mentioned by my colleague the President of the Treasury
Board, the government hasaresponsibility to keep thetrainsrunning
on time, and we could be somewhere into the month of late May or
June before the budget is actualy approved, so these funds are
obviously required on an interim basis.

| guess there were some general comments at the outset relative
towhat kinds of expendituresare being asked for. Keepinmind that
97 per cent of the dollars in the Department of Education’s budget
flow through two school boards, so in redity there's nothing here
that isn't along the lines of normal funding of school boards and
other school facilities throughout the province.

The member talked afair bit about infrastructure and about P3s.
| guessit really comesdown to aphilosophical difference of opinion
as to whether government should build, own, and operate every
building in the province or whether this should be a joint effort
between the private sector, the communities, and government.

It samazing that every time members of the opposition talk about
failed P3s, they bring up the situation of the Hamptons school in
Calgary. If the hon. member would care to check with the Calgary
public school board, the Hamptons school was not a P3 school that
was constructed in conjunction with the Calgary public school
board. | would suggest that if the hon. member wantsto talk about
P3s and wants to talk about Calgary and wants to talk about the
Calgary public school board, why don’t we talk about the Radisson
school, which isaP3 model that has been incredibly successful ?

All | can say relative to infrastructure funding going forward on
alternative financing models is that the costs will be weighed at the
outset, and we will be getting the best value for dollars for the
taxpayer. In addition to that, therewill be no schools constructed in
thisprovincethrough any kind of alternativefinancing arrangements

that don’t meet the infrastructure standards that exist today for
government-funded schools.

Just a couple of other quick comments. There are a couple of
questions that the hon. member asked that | will take away and get
more detailed answers for, but | think it's really important to touch
on the comments made relative to the Learning Commission. The
member was critical of the fact that we haven't met the class size
initiative as recommended by the Learning Commission, and that
simply is not the case. In fact, we have implemented the Learning
Commission’ srecommendationson classsizesinathree-year period
when it was recommended in five years. Now, there are some
tweaks that need to take place. There are certain circumstances
where dueto the kinds of classesthat particular schools are offering
— there are some school boards that offer a higher percentage of
classesin career and technology studies, as an example, that end up
having smaller classes and thereby tend to impact the academic
classes. But on average with very few exceptions we have met the
class-size initiative as outlined by the Learning Commission.

3:30

The member aso mentioned completion rates, and as he will
know, that is one of the objectives that the Premier has outlined in
my particular mandate letter. | agree: it’snot acceptable. Whilethe
curve chart ismoving in theright direction, it's not moving at afast
enough pace.

There were a couple of other questions that | would like to get
some more detailed answers for, and | will supply them to the
member.

The Chair: The hon. Member for Lethbridge-East.

M sPastoor: Thank you, Mr. Chair. I’'m aways amazed, as some of
my other colleagues have pointed out in amazement, with abudget-
ing process that manages to have a fairy godmother that can come
along and snap her fingers and give you approximately $10 billion
to be bailed out because you didn't do the budgeting process
correctly in the first place. That is amazing. | realy wish | had
someone to help me with my books when I’ m trying to balance my
bank accounts.

One of thethingsthat I’ d like to make note of is the $800,000 for
the office of the Ombudsman. It's one of the least amounts that is
being asked for. Now, because they need such asmall amount, does
that mean that they are better than any other department at doing
their budgeting? To methisisoneof the most important officesthat
we have. | know that through my office | have many, many
constituents that by the time they come to me are at the end of their
tether. They're redly at the end of the road. They have tried
everything possible to be able to have some problem or issue that
they have with the government solved. My office has a very good
rapport with the Ombudsman’s office, and there have been many,
many cases that have been settled satisfactorily. | believe that this
is avery important office for the frustrated citizens of Alberta. So
if they can do such agood job in their budgeting, | can’t imagine
why the rest of them can’t.

Under the expenses part of Education | guess my question would
be: how much of those expenses actually go for salaries? I'mreally
concerned about extradollars that we' re going to need to complete
our west Lethbridge high school. Certainly, phases 1 and 2 are
going to be okay, but by the time that building is built, it basically
will be obsolete by the number of children that we need to put in it,
and | think it’s very important that that be noted.

The other question, just sort of a basic question for all of the
different departments, is: where are the interim dollars being spent?
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Arethese catch-up dollars, or arethese dollarsthat are actually being
used to perhaps meet new programs? Or even better, are they
actually being used to meet recommendationsthat would have come
down from the Auditor Genera’ sreport, in my case certainly within
Seniors and Community Supports?

Seniors and Community Supports: $567 million is not to be
sneezed at. It's sort of a cache of cash that I'm hoping would be
partly to increase staffing and, certainly, under the PDD toretain the
staff that we aready have. Staffing in the socia services in this
province is one of the main issues that exists in terms of not being
able to deliver realy good care and to be actually allowing other
peopleto be able to comeinto the system that need it. I'mreferring
to persons with developmental disabilities, those going into long-
term care, those requiring home care, the private delivery of careto
those who live in lodges, enhanced lodges, supportive living,
assisted living, and designated assisted living, all of which appear to
have different designations and different sorts of definitionson how
they apply with each different region.

There seems to a so have been perhaps a misunderstanding about
what it really meansto bein care. Now, my definition is: anybody
who is receiving any kind of care that is delivered. | don't realy
care who ddlivers it, as long as it's being paid out of the public
purse. Oftenit’smoremedical care. It would be peoplewho require
home care: bandage changes, checking on people who have left
hospital early. That is medical care that's being delivered. As|
said, | don’t really carewho deliversit, but | would liketo think that
some of these dollars are going to go to increase the staffing in al of
thesevariousdelivery systemsthat areworkingin our socia systems
in thisprovince, not just in health care but, as1’ ve mentioned, home
care and certainly in child care.

The other thing that | would like to see is that some of these
dollars would be used in terms of the staffing and that they actually
are creating more full-time jobs so that people are not bouncing
between two jobs. Actually, some people areworking 16 hours and
seven daysaweek. That'svery, very unacceptablein terms of their
safety and certainly the stress that they're under within their own
lives. How can we expect them to look after otherswhen they can’t
look after themselves? It had been mentioned that $250 million will
be required to meet the recommendations of the Auditor General.
I know that we're just talking about interim right now, but I'm
hoping that some of these dollars would at least be a part of that
$250 million. I think I’ve mentioned that | would look at raisesfor
our present workers.

There were a couple of recommendations for regiona health
authorities, and one of them was talking about capital and operating
funding decisions. One of the recommendations was that the
funding decisions for regional health authorities be co-ordinated. |
think that’s a very good idea. We appear to have some kind of
competition between our different regional health authorities, which
I don’t think is healthy. 1 think it creates division in the province.
Tofollow up on the co-ordination of the funding, I'd aso like to of
course see standards that were provincially defined and, again, that
they would al so be co-ordinated through the regionsin the province.

The other recommendation fromthe Auditor General under health
is that the Department of Health and Wellness would retain the
documentation and support for its global funding methodology
decisions. I’'m hoping that some of these dollars might go towards
that. | think it's very, very important that the people of Alberta
understand how some of these decisions are being made. Decisions
are being made with the same dollars, and some are going towards
acute care and long-term care, but some of it isgoing towards health
and wellness.

| would really like to see exactly how they make the decisions on

health and wellness as opposed to looking after the seniors that are
in long-term care or those that are in assisted living, anyone in
continuing care, which isn’t just seniors, of course. It could well be
the 42-year-old with muscular dystrophy. It could be young men
with brain injuries. It can be anybody that’sin care. It isn't just
seniors.

So with those comments, | will sit down and wait to hear from the
minister of, | guess, either seniors or health, who may want to
address what I’ ve just brought up.

3:40
The Chair: The hon. Member for Calgary-Bow.

[Reverend Abbott in the chair]

Ms Del ong: Thank you, Mr. Chair. I've been really interested in
the changes that we've been making to make this House a more
meaningful House of discourse and debate. SoI'd likealittle bit of
clarification, if | possibly could, possibly from our House leader, on
exactly what it is that we' re doing right here.

Now, my understanding is that what we're discussing here is
interim supply and that these are numbersthat are being approved to
be spent until the budget isapproved. That'smy understanding. So
in other words, when we look at these numbers, we should be
looking at these numbers to see: is this more than should be spent,
essentially, to the end of the year? Is it more than what should be
spent? All of the budget, the actual numbers, how all these dollars
are going to be spent actually gets approved through the budget
process.

Y ou know, the points have been very well made about how we
ought to be bringing the budget in on time. | don’t think there's
anybody in this House who would disagree with that, and I'm really
glad that we have now put ourselvesin a position where we have to
come out with the budget in time. Essentidly, | believe that we
should be looking at these numbers to seeif any of them are out of
line. In other words, should we not be spending less? | mean, are
any of these numbers more than should be spent before the end of
theyear? They aredll going to have to be vetted through the budget
process that is coming.

| look at al these numbers, and, hey, thereisn’t anything in here
which is out of line, you know, so the only questionsthat | actually
have are about the nonbudgetary disbursements. | believethat those
things should be outlined by the ministers, so I'd like to find out
from the Advanced Education and Technology minister about the
nonbudgetary disbursement of $27,900,000, and on page 7 the
nonbudgetary disbursement to Tourism, Parks, Recreation and
Culture of $2,500,000.

Now, for therest of the numbers, it seemsto me that the question
that we're trying to answer hereis: are any of them out of line? If
thereis one of them that’s out of line. . .

An Hon. Member: How do you know?

MsDel ong: Okay. What should be spent in ayear? If you look at
what the current budget was for last year, you should be able to get
a pretty good idea of what should be spent in each of these depart-
ments.

The Acting Chair: Hon. member, please direct your comments
through the chair.

Ms Del.ong: Thank you.
So in terms of clarification from the House leader, I'd very much
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appreciateit if you could clarify whether or not all of these expendi-
tures will still have to be vetted through the budgeting process.
Thank you.

The Acting Chair: Thank you very much.
The hon. Minister of Health and Wellness.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. It'sapleasureto riseand
participate in the discussion and respond to the hon. Member for
Calgary-Bow. Of course, she's absolutely right: what we redlly are
talking about is interim supply. We've had over the course of the
yearsthat I've beeninthisHousealot of discussion, alot of rhetoric
about whether or not budgets should bein on atimely basis and not
require interim supply, but the other side of the equation is that our
budget is probably the most important thing that we do. We ask
Albertans for resources, and then we allocate those resources in a
manner which is, hopefully, the most effective and efficient use of
those resources to provide common good, and that bears scrutiny.

Of course, we have a scrutiny process that follows the budget, a
Committee of Supply process that follows the budget that allows us
to go into detail in each of the areas and do that scrutiny before
voting supply. In fact, we've had some good discussions this year,
which hopefully will come to some fruition now that we' ve tabled
theHouseleaders' agreement, to be ableto even expand that process
and makeit avery comprehensiveability, upto 75 hoursasprovided
for in the agreement, not this year but in contemplation of future
years' process, to actually havethisLegislature hold the government
to account for themoney that it’ sasking from Albertansand how it’'s
going to actually spend that money. That process takes time,
shouldn’t be rushed, should be done thoroughly.

Now, we did put in the House leaders' agreement that the budget
would come down on afixed date, basically the second week of the
House. Traditionally our Legislature has met starting in February.
| think it may have started in January some years. But to bring the
budget in asearly aspossiblein the session so that you can deal with
budget prior to the beginning of the fiscal year is a prudent thing to
do. WiththeHouseleaders' agreement thisyear, in termsof putting
that together, one of the objectivesthat | had as House |eader wasto
deal with that. Actually, that's one of the recommendations of the
Parliamentary Association, that budgets should be in prior to the
beginning of the fiscal year so that they can have a good analysis
prior to the end of the fiscal year. That’'s something we al aim for,
but that’s not always doable, so the process of interim supply has
been available for along timeto provide for supply so that bills can
be paid, so that the staff of government working for the people of
Alberta can be paid, so that the operation of government goes on.

[Mr. Marz in the chair]

We know that there is going to be some supply. The questionis:
arewe using the supply intheright place? So the processof interim
supply really, in my humble opinion, should be a very straightfor-
ward and almost cursory process. Y ou know, we could go through
the numbers and ask whether the L egidative Assembly needs $19.8
million beforethe end of June or whether Health and Wellnessneeds
$3.7 billion before the end of June, but there's no real worthwhile
analysis that goes into those numbers until the budget is actualy
tabled and you can actualy go through the program spending and
say: are we doing the things that we ought to be doing? Are we
achieving the outcomesthat we ought to be achieving? Isthe money
being placed in the right place? So asthe Member for Lethbridge-
East was suggesting, it's not sort of a fairy godmother or your

wildest dreams come true, that somebody will write you a cheque
before you' ve justified the value for it, not at all.

Weall know — at least | assume we all know — that the hospitals
remain open, that the school sremain open, that the people who work
for the Department of Environment will continue to work for the
Department of Environment, that those in Sustainable Resource
Development will continue to be in Sustainable Resource Develop-
ment. Most of them will be there, and that process will continue.
This ship of state, this governance process continues, and it's
necessary to continue to make the payments and to continue to pay
the people. That's what interim supply is.

As the Member for Lethbridge-East is talking about her dreams,
in my wildest dreamsthiswould be afairly perfunctory process. We
accord it two daysin Committee of Supply becauseit’s $10 hillion,
but realy it would be great to have an understanding among all
parties—and we may haveit; | don’'t remember whether we actually
got it in the agreement or not; I'll have to go back and check — that
if in fact the budget istabled in the second week of February and the
process of examining the budget for 75 hours takes us past March
31, we should just adjourn Committee of Supply for one day and
passtheinterim appropriation bill in one day so that we can continue
to pay the bills and then get on with the intense scrutiny of the
budget that should happen in Committee of Supply. So in my
wildest dreams everybody would sit down right now and we'd vote
this and get on with continuing to debate the Speech from the
Throne, get on with some of the 20 bills that are now on the table
with the House, some of the other government business that can
happen. That would be the prudent way to deal with this.

| hope that’ s answered your questions comprehensively.

3:50
The Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Decore.

Mr. Bonko: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and thank you to the
minister for somewhat of an explanation there. Taxpayers —and |
consider myself ataxpayer as well as a parliamentarian as|’m here
— are supposed to be able to ask those particular questions. We're
talking about just being able to get us to the next projected budget.
WEe ve got Education, just looking at an example here: $1.2 billion.
That’s huge money. We realize the day-to-day operations of the
government have to continue to function. We can’t run out of
money, So We're just going to go on the interim. But the questions
in particular instances are one line for expense and equip-
ment/inventory purchases.

Well, again, thisis what you were talking about: dreams or fairy
tales—if therewerealittle more specificsthere. | know that’sgoing
to come when the budget comes out, but in the meantime trust uson
blind faith that we're putting the money in the appropriate areas,
saying that it’ sgoing to be spent properly, and we' Il have our ability
and our chance to debate that when the time comes in the next 30
days. That's fair and fine, but go to your home life and ask that.
Someone comes to you — a neighbour, your spouse, or even your
kids—and says: “Y ou know what? | need $3,000. Trust me, I'll tell
you what it's about in about a month.” Are you going to be so
willing to hand over $3,000? We're talking $10 billion here.

An Hon. Member: Takeit out of their allowance.

Mr. Bonko: Take it out of their next allowance. That’sright, yes.
But in this case that’ salarge allowance. We'retalking $10 hillion.
Like | said, most people can't fathom that amount. We're talking
about getting us through the next month. The overall budget |
believeisabout $30 billion, so we' re aready asking for one-third of
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it here at this point in time to get us through the next bit. Are we
borrowing in advance of it, or isthe money aready spent and we're
going to pay it back later? | don’'t know. But these are some of the
questions that people could ask us.

I’m hoping that some of the monies that are to be allocated or
directed would address some of the specifics that were mentioned.
| mean, home care. | haveanumber of seniorsin my particular area,
and home careis, in fact, atop priority aswell as housing. But for
home care, just to be able to find space, to be able to find qualified
peopleto be there, not just month-to-month but almost to guarantee
it for ayear because the quality does slip when you have a different
person trying to learn the ropes.

We're talking about people in care, and | don’t care how you
describe “in care” When you're in there and someone else is
looking after you, you'rein care. Let’s not mince words about it.
We aready know and can exactly describe what home care and in
caremean. These are our most vulnerable people. Whether they be
seniors or assisted living or completely dependent upon the aidesto
be able to bring them their meals and their pills, to be able to do
everything for them: that’sin care.

That areainitself isslumping becausetheindustry, the occupation
doesn’t pay enough. It'svery appreciated work. | know from when
my grandparentswerein there, that people weretaking care of them,
but there are not enough people that do take that and don’t take the
pay over it. They haveto becompensated paywise because goodwill
doesn’t put food on the table and pay the rent. It's the pay. Some
people do it because they enjoy working with seniors. They enjoy
beingin there, and they’ re very compassionate people. My hat isoff
to those types of peoplethat do it day in and day out. In some cases
it is a depressing place to be working.

Seniors homes are another one. There are not alot of younger
peoplegoing in. It'ssometimes described asanowherejob because
that’ sasgood asit gets: serving and waiting and watching. We need
to be able to pay people properly for that and at least, you know,
bring the homes up to standard because when you walk into some of
them, they look bloody awful. They redly, really do. They look
terrible. 1t's depressing in there: the lighting, the basements, even
just the care. Even last year we were talking about people only
being bathed once aweek. That's disgraceful.

Let’s go on to schooling, which seems to be a big topic. We're
not even going to talk about the strikewhichisgoing on; | think it's
day 18 or day 19. We tak about P3sto meet the inventory that's
growing out there. | know that school boards would jump at the
chance in some cases to take a P3 over no school at al. | know
they'd be forced to take a P3 because their constituents would go
absolutely ballistic if they had an opportunity to put aschool in an
areawherekids are normally being bussed an hour and a half to two
hours. Instead of being bussed, they could in fact walk to school.
After 20 years of bussing you're left with absolutely nothing. We
talk about the environment: it's pollution in the environment. But
if we take the amount of money that we pay for bussing, put it into
the school, we can maybe justify it. Could we justify it through a
P3? | don't think so. But, again, as an elected board, how do you
havethat opportunity to discussthat? It’sareal tough balancing act,
especially when you're elected on that particular piece and are
coming up to elections right away.

Schoolsand municipalities. It all soundsgreat. They all want the
samething. They want theinfrastructure, but they don’t want to pay
for years and years, 30 years, in fact, to pay it off. They'd liketo be
able to manage it. | mean, we talk about us being the richest
province, the hub, the engine, the ail that drives the economy not
only in Alberta but in al of Canada, and we're talking about P3s,
borrowing so that we can pay off other things later. You've got to
kind of wonder about that. | think that if anyone had a clear

conscience on that, they’d want to pay it off as we go aong. It
would be nice if we could do that and then continue to go along
knowing that we don’t owe a hill at the end of the day for that
particular piece.

Like | said, schooling is going to continue to be a tough one.
WEe've got negotiations coming up. Thereare going to be more and
more pressures on school boards to be able to meet the class size
initiative and some of that. We talked about the Learning Commis-
sion. We've got a huge piece that we' re going to be faced with.

Environment is another one. | mean, we' ve got $40,600,000.
Environment, in fact, looks like aimost one of the smaller pieces.
We've got huge, huge requests on environment. | don’t know how
Wwe' re going to be able to meet al the demand, the public backlash
that we've got when we don't, as it looks here, put nearly enough
money into it. The environment is, you know, probably one of the
more precious things that we' re going to be talking about — the land
and the water and the air — over the next four to five yearstill we get
our act together, finally, on it.

These are just a couple of specifics that | wanted to talk about.
We've got, like | said, $10 billion, and I’'m hoping that in fact the
budget does reflect what the ministers as well asthe MLAs as well
as the Premier have heard over the course of the last year from the
time that the last budget was tabled. In my day-to-day discussions
and my travels out in the rural areas and the towns and the munici-
palities we certainly hear alot —and I’ m sure you hear alot — but
quite often | don’t hear a number of the government members
speaking up on some of the specifics that they hear. They may do
it inside their own caucus, but right here at the table | don’t hear it
nearly enough. That’swhat | think constituentswant to hear: people
standing up regardless of what side of the House you' re on, to know
that you're talking for Albertans. When Albertans see arequest for
money in aone-line item, they become suspicious.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The Chair: The hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity.

Mr. Chase. Thank you very much, Mr. Chair. | very much
appreciate the Committee of Supply and the opportunities to ask
questions for which, hopefully, answers can be provided, questions
such as: how much debt — P3, private, for-profit debt — is the
Minister of Education willing to load onto the backs of Alberta
taxpayers, or how deep does the minister of infrastructure believe
Albertans' pockets are, who will be forced to pay for the 30-year P3
mortgage debt that he’ s proposing? These are extremely important
questions, and taxpayers are going to be asking them. Possibly we
should be having the opportunities at the next election for this
question to be asked of the taxpayers directly: do you or do you not
favour going back into debt?

When it comes to education, my esteemed colleague from
Edmonton-Decorehasaprofessiona background asaformer trustee.
Heknowsthat of which he speaks. Having myself been ateacher for
34 years, 21 in the Calgary-Varsity constituency that | represent, |
believe my concerns are validated based on my past experience.

I notice that $1,200,000,000 has been set aside for education. |
don’t know for what period that money isalocated. | do know that
in Calgary, with regard to the bussing that’ s been brought up lately,
children of the Calgary separate and Calgary public boards spend
100,000 kilometres per day on school buses. Thisis not healthy for
the children. It's not healthy for the environment. Yet with the
model that we currently have in terms of the floor utilization space,
this government forces school boards to close community schoals,
which does not permit the neighbourhoodsto rejuvenateand, in fact,
through school closures forces more kids onto the buses.
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So not only are inner-city schools being closed, such as my
experienceat my first school, Jerry Potts, but the children from Jerry
Potts and the Calgary Varsity Acres school now have to be trans-
ported across Shaganappi Trail, a very dangerous road, to go to
Marion Carson. Instead of eliminating the busing problem, we're
compoundingit. I’'m hoping that at some point thisgovernment will
realize that instead of spending money on gasoline and buses,
building schools isimportant.

With regard to Environment, $40,600,000. | welcome an
increased expenditure on the Ministry of Environment because right
now it's expected to do a yeoman's job, which it’s incapable of
doing because its budget is barely a haf a per cent of genera
revenue. Hopefully some of this $40 million that’s being spent in
the next little while will go to mapping aquifers. Unless you know
what you'’ ve got, how can you protect it?

With regard to Tourism, Parks, Recreation and Culture barely 4
per cent of Alberta’ sland is set aside for parks and protected areas,
and that “protected areas’ needs to come with quotation marks.
Look at theintrusion into the Rumsey natural area. Look at what's
happening in Medicine Hat on the army base in terms of the failure
to reclam the land after so much drilling. There are so many
concerns.

Municipa Affairs and Housing. My esteemed colleague from
Calgary-Curriethisafternoon asked in question period whether there
was any interim process or help for renters, quite anumber of them
being fixed-income seniors, whose rents are doubling, tripling,
whether it'sa41 per cent increase at the Holy Cross Manor, whether
it'sa400 per cent increasein the case of peopleliving in apartments
in Calgary that recently got that announcement. If $234 million is
going toward assi sting those people with some form of rent subsidy,
especialy, as| say, thefixed-income seniorsor those on AISH, who
are not supposed to be spending more than 30 per cent of their
income on shelter — the redlity is, of course, that they’re spending
considerably more — if any of this money is going to develop
programs that are going to help them to pay their rent and not find
themsel ves out on the street and adding to our ever-growing number
of homelessindividuals, then | would suggest that that money could
probably be very well spent.

With regard to parks and protected areas, any investment in parks
and protected areas that deal swith the crumbling infrastructure that
parksarecurrently experiencing, any expenditure on parksthat takes
it past the 4 per cent level — for example, the idea of using that
money to establish the Andy Russell I'tai Sah Kop wilderness park
of approximately 1,400 square kilometres — would be a wonderful
expenditure that | and many recreational enthusiasts would very
much support.

Again, we've got this one line item we do not know anything
about under Sustainable Resource Devel opment, $172,600,000. For
what? Hopefully, aswith the parks and protected areas, that’ sgoing
to be the hiring of more resource people to monitor what is happen-
ing in sustainable resources. Maybe they'll finally have somebody
sitting in a truck by Cataract Creek park monitoring the logging
trucks that are not supposed to be travelling down the road at the
same time as campers are trying to access that same road. That
would be a terrific expenditure; likewise, having conservation
officers who didn’'t have to patrol an area of close to 200 square
kilometres by themselves at all hours of the day and night so that
they could actualy get into the campgrounds and educate the
campers on the natural beauty of the area. That would be money
well spent.

Realizing that there anumber of individual swho wish to work on

their Alberta throne speeches and have an opportunity to present, |
would call for the question at this point.

The Chair: Are there any others that wish to participate in the
debate? The hon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford.

Mr. R. Miller: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. | would like
to just add alittle bit to my comments from earlier this afternoon in
terms of the debate on interim supply and, in particular, two points
that | would like to make. | was just having a redly friendly
conversation with the Minister of Infrastructure and Transportation
about my dream of promoting a high-speed rail link between
Edmonton and Calgary.

Members of the House might remember that |ast year therewas a
motion from an opposition member which would have seen the
Assembly urging the government to investigate and develop afull
electric, high-speed rail link between Edmonton, Red Deer, and
Calgary. Unfortunately, that motion was voted down by this
Assembly, but in reviewing the Hansard from the debate that
evening, Mr. Chairman, there was tremendous support from al
members of the House to the idea of at least securing a greenfield
right-of-way for future development of that train. | know, based on
the conversation that we had earlier thisafternoon with the President
of the Treasury Board — and others have commented as well — that
we' re not going to see details of the dollars that are being asked for
today until a budget is announced on the 19th of April.

I would implore the members opposite, the government and
particularly cabinet, to look very seriously at alocating money for
the securing of a greenfield right-of-way for that high-speed train
between Edmonton, Red Deer, and Calgary asan initial step toward
the eventual development of that train.

Theother thing that | did want totouch on, Mr. Chairman, wasthe
unfunded teachers' pension liability. | wasreviewing Hansard and
the debate that took place yesterday on supplementary supply
estimates, and | noted that the government has put $40 million
toward paying the government’ sportion of theunfunded liability for
the management employees’ pension plan. Of course, | am support-
ive of any effort to pay down those unfunded liabilitieson all of the
plans for which there are unfunded liabilities because | do believe
that it will ultimately result in a better deal for the taxpayers if we
have money to pay down those unfunded liabilities.

Today we should be doing that rather than paying them out over
anumber of years, but of course, Mr. Chairman —I’m sure you can
guess wherethisisgoing —theteachers unfunded pension liability,
in particular, issitting at nearly $7 billion aswe speak today and, as
has been referenced in this House many times, will cost Alberta
taxpayers somewherein the order of $45 billion over thelifespan of
the agreement to pay it down. It is, quite frankly, just not accept-
able, given the current economic reality, that we would expose
Alberta taxpayers to those sorts of payments over 50-some years.

It'sso bad, in fact, Mr. Chairman, that ayoung person born today
who becomesaschoolteacher in 22 yearswill pay for that agreement
for their entire working career as a teacher. That's how bad an
agreement that is. | understand that when it was crafted in 1992,
given the economic reality at that time, it was considered to beafair
agreement for government, teachers, and taxpayers, but everybody
in this House will recognize that things have changed a lot since
1992.

4:10

We're certainly in a much different economic reality today than
wewereinin 1992. Asaresult | think it’stime that we looked very
seriously from afiscal responsibility point of view at paying down
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aportion of that unfunded liability for theteachers pensionplan. So
my plea, aswell, would beto the cabinet membersand, particularly,
the Finance minister ashe' sdrafting hisbudget and to the Education
minister to make surethat thereis some redressfor that pension plan
in the upcoming budget and whether or not a portion of the money
that’s being requested today for the Education department is going
to cover that or not. Wedon't know. It'slooking like $1.2 billion
isin the interim supply. Whether or not any of that is going to go
towardstheunfunded teachers’ pension liability, wedon’t know, but
itismy hopethat, as| said, from afiscal responsibility point of view
therewill be some effort made to address that situation, asthere was
yesterday for the management employees’ pension plan.

Mr. Chairman, with those comments I'd be happy to hear a
response from either the Minister of Infrastructure and Transporta:
tion in regard to securing the right-of-way for a high-speed train
between Edmonton, Red Deer, and Calgary or from the Education
or Finance ministers in terms of perhaps having some relief for the
unfunded portion of the teachers’ pension liability.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The Chair: Are there others?

Mr. Martin: Mr. Chairman, the interim supply bill will have the
same debate probably later dealing with the budget. But | want to
say —we can't tell alot about the budget from the interim supply —
that if this is not a bold budget, as | said earlier on in question
period, things are in many areas going to get worse before they are
going to get better.

As people are aware — and I'm thankful to the government —
there’' san all-party task force on housing. Obviously | can’t predict
where that's going to go because we'll be working on it again
tomorrow. But the stories that we heard out there — and it doesn’t
matter. What surprised me is that | knew of the problems, you
know, dealing with rising rents and the homeless in Edmonton and
Calgary, and you heard about it in Fort McMurray and you heard
about it in Grande Prairie. What | found isthat it’s pretty well true
throughout the whole province that there are virtually no vacancy
rates anywhere in this particular province.

Now, it's one thing to sort of brag about growth — I cal it
economy on steroids — but if you' re going to push the devel opment
asfast aswehavein termsof the budgeting with theinterim supplies
here, if you' re going to keep pushing this development asfast aswe
are, then you can’t do it on the cheap. There hasto be the backup,
Mr. Chairman, for the needed social and physical infrastructure, and
we can't keep up. | mean, when we do something here, as the
minister of health did with the doctors yesterday, then the problem
isgoing to be more severe even when you put that amount of money
in at that particular time.

It doesn’t matter what we' re talking about: infrastructure, roads,
health care, housing, education, you nameit. One of the storiesthat
we heard very dramatically from thistask force, Mr. Chairman, and
the public hearings was the people that are on fixed incomes, the
desperation that they’ refacing. Y ou know, their rentsare going up,
and certainly when you're on AISH or Alberta Works or the rest of
it, it's not going up.

We have a whole new group of homeless out there: people that
actually have jobs and families. Not that we shouldn’t have been
concerned about the permanent homel ess out there before—we have
to do something about them — but we have a whole new group out
there. We estimate there are 10,000 people in this provincethat are
homel ess, and we' re saying that we' re not going to put the brakes to
any future development. Well, the Alberta advantage is becoming
amajor disadvantage for most Albertans. Unless you're in the oil

industry or have some high payingjob, it's becoming very difficult.

The interim supply, Mr. Chairman, will get us through to the
budget, which | think is on the 19th of April, if I’'m correct about
that. But | will bereally looking at this budget to seeiif it matches
the difficulties that Albertans are facing right now. The interim
supply bill obviously gives us some direction but not really areal
idea about the serious problems that are facing Albertans. | suggest
to you that if we don’t begin in this budget year, starting with this
interim supply, to deal with the very, very serious issues that are
occurring, then we will have failed many Albertans.

I know what we were told with the housing task force, Mr.
Chairman. We were told that there are great expectations of us to
present a bold report. We'll see where that goes. Obviously we
don’t know at this point. | would aso say that there are bold
expectations on this government to do something in avery serious
manner to deal with these problems. They’ll say: okay, the interim
supply will get us through till after the 19th, and we'll debate that
particular bill. But if that budget doesn’t recognize the very serious
situation that we' refacing in thisprovince, I’ d suggest that there are
going to be alot of angry people out there, and we better recognize
that that’ s the case. So | thought that while we had a few minutes,
| could begin to set the stage for the needed debate that has to be
held in this Assembly. We'll get through the interim supply, and
we' |l look for the real budget and the real debate after that.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The Chair: Are there others?
Seeing none, | would call on the Government House Leader to
move that the committee now rise and report progress.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | move that the Commit-
tee of Supply rise and report progress and beg leave to sit again.

[Motion carried]
[The Deputy Speaker in the chair]

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Member for Drayton Valley-
Camar.

Rev. Abbott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The Committee of Supply
has had under consideration certain resol utionsrel ating to the 2007-
2008 interim supply estimates, reports progress, and requests leave
to sit again.

The Deputy Speaker: Does the Assembly concur with the report?
Hon. Members: Agreed.

The Deputy Speaker: Opposed? So ordered.

head:

Consideration of HisHonour
the Lieutenant Governor’s Speech

Mr. Ducharme moved that an humble address be presented to His
Honour the Honourable the Lieutenant Governor as follows.

To His Honour the Honourable Norman L. Kwong, CM, AOE,
Lieutenant Governor of the province of Alberta:

We, Her Mgjesty’ smost dutiful and loyal subjects, theLegislative
Assembly, now assembled, beg leave to thank Y our Honour for the
gracious speech Y our Honour has been pleased to address to us at
the opening of the present session.

[Adjourned debate March 13: Ms Blakeman]
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The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Member for Drayton Valley-
Camar.

4:20

Rev. Abbott: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. I'm honoured and
privileged to rise today to respond to the Speech from the Throne.
It was, asaways, wonderful to have our Lieutenant Governor inthis
Assembly last Wednesday to read the throne speech. | dways
admire the dignity and humour that he brings to every event.

Before | address the throne speech, | would liketo first congratu-
late our new Premier and sincerely thank him for all the hard work
heis doing on behalf of al Albertans. | know that the residents of
Drayton Valley-Calmar are very pleased with our new Premier, and
we are blessed to have a man of his character and vision, a decent,
honest, humble, and wise man, leading our province in these
prosperous but challenging times.

Alberta’ s new Premier’s character and vision are reflected in the
Speech from the Throne. It comes as no surprise that a man of
vision has offered a visionary throne speech. Mr. Speaker, thereis
too much at stake at present and in the future for us to rest on our
laurelsnow, enjoying our prosperity. That iswhy visionisessential.
Only by seeing where we can go will we be able to enact the plan
that will take us there.

We are fortunate to enjoy so much prosperity in Albertathat it is
easy to beblinded by it. Sometimesweforget just how fortunate we
are, but we need only ask one of the immigrants who arrive in our
province every day why they have come to Alberta. “Becauseit's
prosperous,” they will say. “I want the opportunity to make my
dreams cometrue, and | want my children to make their even bigger
dreams come true too.”

The vision, then, is clear: for Alberta to continue to prosper,
offering ahigher standard of living and greater opportunitiesfor al
of us. We must maximize our prosperity by offering a clean
environment, a safe place to live in a vibrant community, good
health carethat istherewhen we need it, and world-class school s for
our children. These arejust afew of the ways our government can
turn our current prosperity into further opportunity and even further
prosperity.

| am pleased to say that the five priorities set out by our new
Premier and this government are exactly the plan that Albertaneeds
to make this happen. Many school teachers have imparted to their
students the wisdom that if you fail to plan, you plan to fail. Mr.
Speaker, thisgovernment isnot going to fail. With this Speech from
the Throne our Premier haslaid out exactly what wewant to achieve
and how we are going to achieveit.

This Speech from the Throne is about good government at the
most fundamental level. Good government is what Albertans
demand because it is exactly what Albertans need. The many
services that Albertans enjoy will operate efficiently and produc-
tively only if the government that overseesthem operates efficiently
and productively.

Mr. Speaker, | cannot tell you how pleased | was to hear the
Speech from the Throne emphasize transparency, openness, and
accountability not just as a priority but as the number one priority.
Albertans work very hard to make an honest living, and now their
government is renewing its commitment to do the same. By doing
all that we can to ensure that taxpayers' money iswell spent and that
the government operates with the highest levels of integrity, wein
turn ensure that the best possible decisions are made. Maximizing
our prosperity requires, first and foremost, a government that
citizens respect and trust.

I’'m also pleased that in the midst of our current prosperity the
government istaking ahard-nosed, pragmatic look at the difficulties

which that prosperity can cause. Rapid economic growth has done
wonders for our province, Mr. Speaker, but we must take decisive
action to manage the pressures of thisgrowth. Infact, | think that's
our number onepriority. | know that transparency and opennessand
honesty iswhat we arefocusing on, but probably the largest portion
would be managing the growth.

Well before the Speech from the Throne this new government
established the Alberta Affordable Housing Task Force to study
waysthat homel essness and unaffordabl e housing can be eradi cated.
It's only a matter of days before this task force makes its eagerly
awaited report. We will address thisissue in the same way that we
are addressing every issue: with initiative, with resolve, with
innovative ideas, and especialy with adrive to do what is right for
al Albertans. Mr. Speaker, Drayton Valley alone has alist of over
80 families looking for affordable housing solutions. | believe that
this new Premier and this government will help to accomplish this
goal.

The Speech from the Throne has also committed this new
government to improving how our province' slabour needs are met.
Whether you're an entrepreneur in need of good employees, a
factory owner in need of skilled people, or asoftware maker looking
for the talent to produce the next big thing, our government will do
everything it can to make sure you have the people you need to grow
your business.

Now, obviously this is welcome news to the constituency of
Drayton Valley-Calmar, where you'll see help wanted signs
everywhere, Mr. Speaker. But having the workers we need is only
one part of our strategy to manage growth pressures. We must
ensure that those workers can get to their jobs on efficient, safe,
well-maintained roads, that their children can learn in clean,
welcoming, and modern schools and universities, and that every
Albertan has access to the best health care possible in world-class
hospitals. Doing this while our province undergoes such growth is
atask not to be taken lightly. This government is clearly up to the
task of addressing our infrastructure needs while getting the most
value possible from each and every tax dollar.

Theresidents of Drayton Valley-Camar look forward to someday
receiving the good news that a new highway 22 bridge over the
North Saskatchewan River will be built. | hope that the minister of
infrastructure is listening; I'm sure heis. Likewise, the families of
Thorsby and area anticipate the funding for their new elementary
school. These aong with the need for top-up funding for H.W.
Pickup and Holy Trinity Academy in Drayton Valley are just afew
of the growth pressures that we hope to meet during this mandate.

Mr. Speaker, there is one issue that has received a remarkable
amount of public attention recently. That issueis, of course, climate
change. Well, I'm proud to have been part of a government, this
government, that led theway in addressing thisissue. Back in 2004,
before any other government in Canada had acted, this government
passed | egi gl ation with agreenhouse gasemissionsaction plan. That
action plan is an excellent start, one that we will continue to
implement and whichwewill build on thisfall with anew plan. The
Speech from the Throne commits the government to continuing our
record of leadership onthisissue. | look forward to aproductiveand
lively discussion between citizens, business, and government on how
we can do more to reduce the intensity of our greenhouse gas
emissions.

In a similar way, since 2003 we've had North America's most
comprehensive water management plan; that is, the Water for Life
strategy. Now, like our climate change action plan, it has served
Albertans well, preserving our natural spaces while enabling
unprecedented economic growth. AstheLieutenant Governor noted
in his speech last Wednesday, this government will consult Alber-
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tans on how we can improve this strategy and prepare recommenda-
tions for the end of the year. By being proactive, by anticipating
demands, and by ensuring that our plans measure up to Albertans
expectations, our natural spaces and our economy will continue to
prosper.

Much of the know-how that makes our Water for Life strategy and
our climate change action plan possible comesfrom our postsecond-
ary education system. By ensuring that our universities, colleges,
and technical institutes all have the resources they need to ddliver
world-classinstruction, we can build on our record of environmental
leadership. The development of theoil sandsthat isabig part of our
current prosperity would not have been possible had the government
of Albertanot had the foresight to invest in Alberta' s scientists and
engineers. Today further investment will help us develop more
efficient processes that result in more energy at cheaper prices and
with fewer environmental effects, truly awin-win for everyone.

We can a'so build on our record of leadership in many other kinds
of innovation. From medical research that has positively affected
millions of lives world-wide to the development of state of the art
nanotechnology that has the potential to help millions more, our
innovationsarehel pingto build thevalue-added, diversified, export-
driven economy that the future demands. Through the Campus
Albertaapproach we ensurethat every Albertan has the opportunity
to pursuetheir education no matter where they are or what they wish
to study. Making education availableto everyoneisjust another one
of the ways that the government of Albertaisimproving Albertans
qudlity of life.

Underlying our postsecondary system is our K to 12 education
system, which is preparing our children to be tomorrow’s citizens.
Countlesstests and surveyshave shown what Albertans have known
for along time: a person would haveto travel far and wideto find a
school system asgood asours. Our students boast some of the best
scores in the world in reading, science, and problem solving. Asa
former school trustee, Mr. Speaker, | support the government’s
approach of working with every stakeholder — teachers, parents,
students, and administrators —to make our schools even better.

4:30

While our schools are essential parts of our communities, thereis
much more that can be done to build our province. Albertans are
famous for their hard work, and we like to work hard even when
we're not at work. What am | talking about? Well, volunteers.
Volunteers contribute thousands of hours and thousands of dollars
every year to help their fellow citizens. In my time as senior pastor
of the Faith Evangelical Covenant Church in Breton, Alberta, |
witnessed hundreds of simple acts of kindness that made all the
difference in someone'slife.

Thus, | was ecstatic that the Speech from the Throne promisesthe
creation of a community spirit program for charitable giving. This
program will support increases for private charitable donations
through tax credits and offer matching grants to eligible donations
to Alberta charities. Thisisan excellent way to turn the prosperity
of individua Albertans into more opportunities for everyone. By
offering these incentives for charitable donations, not only can we
encourage more donationsin thefirst place, but we can multiply the
beneficia effects these donations will have.

A prosperous society, Mr. Speaker, must be a peaceful society.
To have opportunity means nothing when the fruits of that opportu-
nity might disappear unjustly. By setting asa priority the provision
of safe and secure communities, the government of Alberta has
reaffirmed that every person be able to live a life of dignity and
respect, free from fear and crime. My constituency, like many
othersin rura Alberta, needs more RCMP. We need more special

constablesto patrol our communities and to catch the bad guys. We
must implement the recommendations of the crystal meth task force
to curb the negative effects of this awful drug.

Mr. Spesker, thefinal priority that the Premier has set out for this
government is to build a stronger Alberta. This requires us to ask
ourselveswhat wedon’t do so well and what we need to improveon,
a process that this government has already started with this Speech
from the Throne. It also requires us to take a hard look at what we
do well and ask ourselves how we can do that better.

We have so much energy in Albertathat we need acomprehensive
energy strategy to ensurethat all of those resources are developed in
asustainable, environmentally responsibleway. Renewable energy
will be included in this strategy, and this Speech from the Throne
makesit clear that this government is committed to environmentally
sound development. The fruits of developing al this energy are
coming into our handstoday. Few statesin history have enjoyed as
much wealth as Alberta presently has. By effectively managing the
resources that we are blessed to have today, we will ensure that all
of Alberta’ s future needs are met.

Mr. Speaker, when | reflect on this Speech from the Throne, | ask
myself this question: if some of thefirst pioneers who settled in my
constituency, Drayton Valley-Calmar, wereto resppear today, what
would they say? | think they would say: “You have done well in
providing your children with an education that is among the best in
the world. You have done well in nurturing a bountiful economy
that gives everyone the opportunity to make something of them-
selves” We've done well. There's no doubt about that. Now we
must devel op that prosperity and opportunity into renewed prosper-
ity and opportunity.

This Speech from the Throne marksthe turning over of anew | eaf
to new ideas, new plans, and anew style of government. 1I’m proud
to serve the people of Drayton Valley-Camar in this government
under our new Premier, and, Mr. Speaker, | encourage al fellow
parliamentarians to serve with me.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Deputy Speaker: Hon. members, Standing Order 29(2)(a) is
available for questions and comments.
Seeing none, the hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity.

Mr. Chase: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It is a privilege to stand to
represent my Calgary-Varsity constituents through my response to
the Speech from the Throne.

Asaresult of my past experienceasapublic school teacher for 34
years with the Calgary board of education, | view the Speech from
the Throne as a government homework project or assignment.
Regardless of whether | was teaching agrade 1 or agrade 12 class,
I would work collaboratively with my studentsto set both short-term
and long-term objectives. Together we would arrive at realistic
timelines for the completion of various portions of the assignment.
Wewould discuss how the assignment would be evaluated based on
mutually conceived and agreed-upon criteria. Wewould brainstorm
the types of resources needed to successfully complete the assign-
ment. Through mutual support and feedback we achieved the
objectives we had set out.

Wednesday, March 7th’ s Speech from the Throne contained none
of the essential elements of a successful assignment. It was vague
and evasive, without clearly defined objectives, timelines, or
evaluative processes. If you don’t know where you' re headed, how
will you know when you’ ve arrived?

In evaluating and analyzing the Speech from the Throne, I'm
going to useasimilar format to that employed by the hon. Leader of
Her Majesty’ sLoyal Oppositionintheresearchingand writing of his
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latest highly acclaimed book, Democracy Derailed. In Democracy
Derailed the MLA for Edmonton-Riverview first highlights the
Conservative government’ s failure, followed by aproposed Alberta
Libera government solution. In the opening paragraphs of the
throne speech weareinformed that “ our current prosperity isaresult
of foresight by Albertans whose values we honour, values such as
fiscal vigilance, community spirit, and self-reliance.” Obviously
there is ademonstrably great divide between what the government
claims to honour and what it actually practises.

Although the government’s front-row seating plan has changed,
there is no evidence either suggested in this throne speech or in
recent government practice that fiscal vigilance will become its
priority in the near future. Rather, there is mounting evidence that
would indicate the opposite. These are the same people who for
years running were unable to predict to the nearest $3 billion the
surplus.  Nor were they able to manage their nonrenewable,
resource-fuelled, gambling-subsidized surpluses. Year after year
quarterly budgets meant nothing as these members dipped into and
spent 92 per cent of successive multibillion dollar surpluses rather
than saving for the future.

The government’ s dependency on and addi ction to nonrenewable
resourcerevenue hasincreased despiteitsdiversification lip service.
Rather than being fiscally prudent, building up the heritage savings
trust fund and creating an infrastructure fund, as our Liberal caucus
nonrenewable resource fiscal plan has suggested, the government
has instead trumpeted P3 — private, for-profit, at public expense —
plans as the solution to the infrastructure deficit in the province.

The new Alberta government doublespeak suggests that thereis
good debt and bad debt. Asaprovincia Liberal who believesin a
pay-as-you-go approach while saving for the future, | fail to seethe
Tory logic of going back into debt. With a$7 billion third-quarter
surplus and $6 billion and change in each of the sustainability and
capital fundsfor a combined total approaching $20 billion, prudent
fiscal management must be exercised to provide sustainability for
future generations.

Community spirit and self-reliance in and of themselves are
admirable qualities. | would suggest, however, that Albertans have
been stretched to their limits, volunteering more hours and more
money than ever before. This is evidenced by studies showing
families having ever less time to spend together and being more
stressed than ever. Nonprofit agencies and in-home family care-
givers, whether for children, seniors, theill, or the disabled, need to
know that their government will be there to help them when they
need help.

Circumstances beyond an individual’s control, such as a lack of
affordable housing, the shortage of good child care, difficulties
finding care for aged parents or disabled dependants, inadequate
public transportation, and so on, that threaten ultimate safety and
hedlth, lead to fear, stress, and aloss of productivity, to say nothing
of quality of life. Asan AlbertaLiberal | recognize that supporting
Albertans through difficult times leads to long-term gains in many,
many ways. It isalso far less expensive in the long term, particu-
larly in terms of physical and mental health costs.

The misuse of language is preva ent throughout the Speech from
the Throne. They “made wise choices, including the bold and often
difficult decisions made during the past decade.” Thisisan attempt
by the Premier’ s public affairs propagandabureau to rewrite history.
There was nothing bold or difficult in the decision that our past
Premi er made and whi ch was supported without question by our new
Premier and most of his current cabinet and backbenchers.

The speed at which this Conservative government paid off its
accumulated $23 billion debt on the backs of Alberta taxpayers
couldn't be described as either bold or difficult. Rather, it was

personaly driven and traumatic. The government copied the
deplorable actions of New Zealand's Finance Minister Sir Roger
Douglas of: don't blink, cut quick, cut deep, and damn the conse-
quences. Thedisastrous repercussionsof that solitary focus, such as
theloss of half of Calgary’s hospitals and the failure to maintain or
replace much-needed schoals, roads, and water treatment plants to
name just afew, continueto befelt on adaily basisthrough Alberta
with no apparent end or government plan in sight, certainly not in
this throne speech.

4:40

The throne speech, without actually providing a plan or a road
map, at least acknowledges that we must plan ahead to ensure that
the prosperity this province is enjoying today is secured for our
children and grandchildren. As a proud grandfather of two grand-
sons, Kiran and Rohan Warrier, | have great concerns about the
Alberta legacy that they will inherit unless a dramatic political
change takes place. An Alberta Libera government won't sell out
futuregenerationsin favour of ad hocimmediate economic gratifica
tion.

An Alberta Liberal government will save and invest our current
nonrenewable resource revenue to eliminate future dependence.
Using today’ sfigures, our increased investment in the heritage trust
fund, which has remained stagnant over the past 15 years of Tory
mismanagement, would rise to at least $120 hillion by 2020,
producing the interest-generated equivalent of the total revenue
received from the royalties of gas and oil production.

The drone from the throne offered questionable assurances to
Albertanswhen it was stated that your new government will be open
and accountable, fiscally responsible, and inclusive. Accountability
has to start at the top. An Alberta Liberal government will give
Albertansarea voicein deciding the future of a healthy democracy
in Alberta.

As to the promise that the government will be inclusive, the
private, behind-closed-doors attitude continues. The Affordable
Housing Task Force met frequently behind closed doors. This
travelling task force was in large part prompted by the previously
released Liberal affordable housing plan, drafted after considerable
input from open-to-the-public forums held across the province by
our deputy leader and shadow minister for municipal affairs, the
MLA for Cagary-Currie. In our plan immediate legislated relief
would be provided for tenants being gouged by unscrupulous
landlords taking advantage of the Alberta government’s refusal to
intervenein ahighly inflated economy. The Premier’ srefusal to put
on the brakes has seen a steadily increasing number of vulnerable
Albertans get run over.

Themuch-touted flagship Bill 1, whereby the Albertagovernment
finally acknowledges the need for a lobbyist registry, something
which has been in place for a considerable length of time in other
provinces and within thefedera government, isasuperficia facade.
If the government initiates contact with alobbyist, as was the case
with Kelley Charlebois, the $400,000 Nothing Written man, or the
infamous Rod Love, no details of the business undertaken need to be
recorded. As long as each of the contracts these men of no notes
receivesisunder $100,000, no bid isrequired. Inother words, if the
government comes courting, there’ s no reporting.

For those who do sign up to lobby the government, no details of
their behind-closed-doors meetings will be publicly available, only
their names and which minister they met with. Thisisafar cry from
the transparency that opposition Liberals have been calling for. A
transparency and accountability measure that a Libera government
will enact iswhistle-blower protection legisation so that peoplewho
report government misdeeds will not risk losing their jobs, as was
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the case with the Alberta Securities Commission and the inadequate
government investigation of same.

Another democratic integrity initiative favoured by a provincia
Liberal government but absent fromthe Premier’ sthrone speech will
be the establishment of a citizens’ assembly to review the currently
flawed first past the post election system, which rewarded the
Conservatives with 63 seats although they had received the support
of less than 25 per cent of eligible Alberta voters. Of those few
engaged Albertans, less than 50 per cent, who took the time to cast
their votes, the majority voted against the government. Engaging
Albertans in the democratic processis one of the key planksin the
Alberta Liberal platform. For that reason, during the spring season
I will beintroducing amotion to reduce the eligible voting age from
18 to 16 yearsold.

Under the heading Managing Growth Pressures, the government
claimsthat it will craft amade-in-Alberta solution to labour needs.
This statement fliesin the face of today’ s Albertaworkplace reality,
which prevents thousands of unionized Alberta tradesmen from
receiving jobs/wages that recognize their qualifications. This
government, which cut the number of seats of postsecondary
institutions, both academic and technical, has yet to devise a plan
which will pay for the infrastructure or the instructors/professors
necessary to train Albertans. Among the many Albertans who have
been sidelined by the boom are therapidly growing numbersof First
Nations youth, who yearn to be a part of the solution.

Instead of fostering the talent that exists within this province and
across Canada, this government has sought to circumvent Canadian
citizenship rights by encouraging the exploitation of temporary
foreign and frequently indentured workers. Refusing to implement
first contract legislation whilelegitimizing division 8 contracting of
highly questionable quasi-unions hiding behind the cover of the
Christian Labour Association of Canada demonstrates the govern-
ment’ s attempt to manipulate rather than facilitate the job market.
How the Premier’ sPublic Affairs Bureau, the 1984 equival ent of the
ministry of truth, who authored this throne speech, has the audacity
to claimthat “the government of Albertawill continueto build onits
solid record in environmental management with some of the most
progressive legislation and action-based strategiesin the country” is
absolutely incredible.

Thisgovernment and its rubber-stamping accomplice, the Energy
and Utilities Board, which is 60 per cent funded by industry and 40
per cent by the government, have an atrocious record, whether one
looks at land, water, or air. The EUB approves 98 per cent of the
exploration/drilling applications it receives regardless of the
sensitivity of the rapidly vanishing wilderness or encroaching urban
sprawl encompassing existing well sites. On the southeastern slopes
inthe Whal eback along the Livingstone range, the special areasthat
the Nature Conservancy of Canada refer to as the last five miles,
ranchers, environmentalists, recreational enthusiasts, and townspeo-
ple are fighting an uphill battle to preserve the water and land
against a government-endorsed, nonrenewabl e resource extraction
onslaught.

Environmental protection in this province is a travesty. The
Ministry of Environment receivesless than 1 per cent of revenuein
aprovincewhose government val uesimmediate economic gratifica
tion over long-term sustainable growth. “Water for life” and “blue
gold” have nice rhetorical ringswhen uttered, but if you don’t back
up thewordswith science, funded conservation, and protection, they
become omissions, empty vessels of a government running on
empty. It wasn't until my Calgary-Mountain View colleague, our
Libera shadow minister for environment, forced their hand that this
government finally agreed to do minimal baselinewater testing prior
to drilling. The steadily growing tailing ponds surrounding the oil

sands north of Fort McMurray, the government-permitted drilling
without reclamation damage to the Suffield range, the recently
approved intrusionsinto the supposedly protected wilderness areas,
including the Rumsey, and park areasfor resource extraction, aswell
as clear-cutting and watersheds are an ongoing testament to the fact
that in Alberta the one-trick pony of resource extraction trumps
environmental concerns.

An Alberta Liberal government, without bringing our currently
resource-based economy to a grinding halt, will set aside no go
zones to conserve and protect habitat, wildlife, and water. 1t will
work with industry to dramatically reduce both its ecological
consumptive footprint and emissions output. Only in the most
extreme circumstances, in which fighting the spread of mountain
pine beetles does not qualify, would clear-cutting be permitted. A
Libera government will work with industry and regions to develop
aland-use strategy drawing from thereport that we rel eased last year
to prompt discussion.

| personally would like to see the same expectation placed on
industry that is required on agolf course; i.e., you must replace the
divot. Reclamation should be required to proceed at the same rate
asextraction. Emissionswouldn’t just bereduced inintensity, such
as the proposal to reduce intensity by 12 per cent or face the paltry
penance of $15 atonne for polluting. An Alberta Liberal govern-
ment will begin immediately to work with industry to build the
infrastructureto sequester emissions. Rather than rebates, wewould
offer retrofit subsidies to encourage better use of our nonrenewable
resources.

From affordable housing to economic diversification balanced
with environmental conservation and protection, Alberta Liberals
have avision and aplan. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Boutilier: Well, my first responseis: bal derdash.

An Hon. Member: Well, that’s clever.
4:50

Mr. Boutilier: Well, it is very good, and let me expand on that so
that it's comprehended by the hon. member across the way as well.

Number one, in the province of Alberta, when it comes to Water
for Life, we have more than rhetoric; we have action. Specificaly,
this province was the only government that came forth with our
South Saskatchewan River basin study, that said that we will no
longer allow withdrawal sfrom the South Saskatchewan River basin.
That seemsto be forgotten by the Liberals and the New Democrats,
and thereason isthat they don’t like promoting the good things that
the government is doing. | accept that they're in opposition, but
sometimes they may do themselves better by recognizing the good
work because it reflects the values that Albertans have.

Consequently, we can listen to palitical rhetoric, but at the end of
theday when wetalk about Albertaleading, wetalk about sequestra-
tion. Wetak about aCO, pipeline, where we're going to be ableto
take the emission that isgoing into the air, and we' re going to put it
into the ground. We're going to pipe it into a pipeline that can be
used for enhanced oil recovery. Ultimately, unlike perhapswhat the
opposition wants to do, we are not going to use water; we are going
to use CO,. So my question to the hon. member is ssimply this: are
you suggesting that you would prefer that we continue to use water
and not use emissions that are going into the air? Presently, asyou
know, we are using water, and we are moving to CO, for enhanced
oil recovery. Don't you agree that using CO, that’s going into the
air isafar better use of energy than water? Yesor no?

Mr. Chase: | agree that using CO, sequestered rather than water is
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an obviously good ides, that this government has yet to implement,

and | amlooking forward to an Alberta Liberal government moving

beyond the 12 per cent emissions intensity and capping emissions

totally, working with industry to achieve real reduction inputs.
Thank you.

The Deputy Speaker: Thehon. Minister of International, Intergov-
ernmental and Aboriginal Relations.

Mr. Boutilier: Yes. Mr. Speaker, actualy, one of the very impor-
tant initiatives of this government — in fact, two years ago at the
United Nationsin BuenosAiresthe Albertagovernment talked about
renewables, they talked about alternative energies, and they talked
about science and technology, that not only can Alberta be the
energy capital of Canada, but we can become the environmental
capital of North America because of the good work of Alberta
industry and Alberta scientists working in partnership with our
government. | have to ask the hon. member: don’'t you agree with
that type of plan that this government is exercising?

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity.

Mr. Chase: Thank you very much. | have spoken to a number of
professors at the University of Calgary who are connected with the
ISEEE organization. They are working to achieve a cleaner
environment, and | appreciate the work that they are doing. The
problemisthat we have to get past the talk. We know that we have
research to sequester CO, emissions. North Dakota is sending its
CO, to fieldsin Saskatchewan. We know through the research that
scientists have done in Alberta that we have a tremendous amount
of space left by the extraction of gas and oil to sequester these
emissions.

What we need i s action, which should have started sometime ago,
considering the science is now old, to get these pipelinesbuilt. We
need to work with industry to see what responsibility both govern-
ment and industry and, of course, the taxpayers who fund govern-
ment initiatives have with regard to sequestering the emissions. We
can talk about it today, but unless we start building those pipelines,
whether it’s to inject in place of water in order to get at the oil and
the gas, which makes tremendous sense because we win twice —we
get to receive more oil and gas, and welose the CO,. It'sawin-win
circumstance. The science exists, but we need to get on with the
building of that infrastructure. That's what a Liberal government
would do. With research, with industry we' d get it done. We'd get
it going. We' d get it going as soon as we' re elected to do so.

The Deputy Speaker: The time has elapsed under Standing Order
29(2)(a).
I’ d recognize the hon. Member for Wetaskiwin-Camrose.

Mr. Johnson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It'smy pleasureto riseand
respond to the Speech from the Throne delivered by HisHonour the
Lieutenant Governor. | want to thank him for delivering what |
think is the right road map for Alberta' s future.

| rise today, firstly, on behalf of the constituents of Wetaskiwin-
Camrose, who will benefit from numerous aspects of the speech. |
aso rise as the chair of the Alberta Research Council and the vice-
chair of the Alberta Science and Research Authority. We are very
fortunate to live in exciting times. Amongst the provinces Alberta
isin aleadership position when we consider our economic and fiscal
position. Albertans have arange of opportunities when it comesto
education, research and technology development, employment,
business, and recreation. My constituents share in these opportuni-

ties. Wetaskiwin-Camrose is very fortunate to be the home of the
Augustanacampusof theUniversity of Alberta, arenowned research
university. The cities of Wetaskiwin and Camrose are business
service centres for the highway 2 corridor and east-central Alberta.
Between the arenas, ballparks, and trails, my constituents are active
throughout the constituency and on the go.

My constituents and all Albertans recognize how fortunate they
are, but | think they are very interested in preserving the opportuni-
ties they enjoy today for future generations. Maintaining this
prosperity is not without challenges. It goes without saying that
Alberta has a significant resource bounty, whether it's oil and gas,
agriculture, or forests. That said, our conventional oil and gas
reserves are in decline, and devel oping new sources, such asthe oil
sands and nonconventional gas, comes with significant challenges.
Traditional agriculture, as previous generations understood it, is
transforming rapidly, and our forest industry wasfaced with punitive
tariffs and now must contend with the scourge of pine beetles.

Beyond those challenges Alberta is facing competition from
rapidly growing economies, such as China and India. Our water
supply must contend with the potential doubling of our population
over the next 35 to 40 years along with the continued industrial
growth. World energy demands may see the doubling or tripling of
oil sands production.

Mr. Speaker, these may appear to be daunting challenges. The
easy answer would be to have government halt development or
control growth. However, | do not think that we should despair or
recoil in the face of these challenges. Our government very clearly
has decided against taking the easy way out and has outlined itsplan
to address Alberta’s growth challenges in the Speech from the
Throne by outlining five priorities for action: one, govern with
integrity and transparency; two, manage growth pressures; three,
improve Alberta squality of life; four, build astronger Alberta; and
five, provide safe and secure communities.

Today | want to talk about issues surrounding three of those
priorities: managing growth pressures, building a stronger Alberta,
andimproving Alberta’ squality of life. Thesethreeissuesdeal most
closely with the priorities outlined in the Speech from the Throne
dealing with research and development as well as technology
commercidization. Research and development are critica to
advancing our knowledge about the world around us to advance
beyond our current technol ogies and methods and techni ques.

But it's more than developing new technologies. We have to
foster commercialization of technology in order to generate further
economic growth and create jobsto sustain our prosperity. Aschair
of the Alberta Research Council | feel that Alberta's research
institutions are well placed to respond to the vision laid out in the
Speech from the Throne by addressing the challenges of growth in
along-term and sustained manner. Specifically, ARC issupporting
Alberta’ s growth and development by increasing and protecting the
value Alberta derives from its resources, by helping large, medium,
and small companies grow their business, and by building Alberta’ s
global reputation asaplace of excellencein research and innovation
by leverage.

Now, to move these goals forward, ARC works closely with
Alberta sresearch ingtitutes, including the AlbertaEnergy Research
Ingtitute, the Alberta Agricultural Research Institute, the Alberta
Forestry Research Institute, the Alberta Life Sciences Institute, and
the Alberta ICT Institute, the Information and Communications
Technology Institute. These institutes support the throne speech
intention to focus on priority areas of research in energy and
information and communication technology.

5:00
In addition, ARC participates in EnergylNet to provide Alberta-
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based technology development in the energy sector. It also works
with iCORE, Albertaingenuity fund, the Alberta Heritage Founda-
tionfor Medical Research, Alberta spostsecondary institutions, and
the National Institute for Nanotechnology to develop Alberta’s
innovative capacity. Research is labour intensive, and ARC is
working to recruit and retain key scientists to bolster Alberta's
ability in meeting these strategic challenges. | believe we are well
supported by our postsecondary institutionsin thisregard. Aswell,
part of attracting people into research and development isinvesting
in state of the art applied research infrastructure. ARC is making
this investment to ensure that Alberta's research agenda can be
advanced.

With the right minds, ARC is able to leverage the investment it
receives from the government of Albertaand deliver resultsin three
areas of strategic importance to the province: number one, the
bioeconomy; number two, greenhouse gas management and
reduction; and number three, water utilization.

In terms of the bioeconomy, ARC is supporting the vision
Albertans haveto diversify their economy and build strong commu-
nities through the development of new value-added products. The
main example is the development of the integrated manure utiliza:
tion system, or IMUS, and most of you know that the pilot plant is
out near Vegreville. IMUS currently converts animal by-products
into biogas, whichisconvertedinto electricity or heat. Thesolid by-
products are turned into natural biobased fertilizer, and water is
reclaimed for irrigation. There are many untapped applications of
IMUS, and | believe it can be used quite effectively by not only
feedlots or large agricultura producers but by food processors and
municipalities to handle waste products.

To support thethrust of abioindustry in Alberta, it is noteworthy
in the Speech from the Throne that an institute of agriculture,
forestry, and environment will beestablished. | think thereare many
common areas for ARC and this institute to work together to find
ways to support our agriculture and forestry industriesfor long-term
economic sustainability.

A very popular topic right now is managing greenhouse gas
emissions. Albertans understand the need to balance the economy
and the environment. Our government recently tabled Bill 3, the
Climate Change and EmissionsManagement Amendment Act, 2007.
This amendment puts Alberta at the front of the pack, putting in
place Canada s first |egislative greenhouse gas emissions intensity
reduction targets for large industrial emitters. Reaching this target
will requireinnovative solutionsfor