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Legislative Assembly of Alberta

3:00 p.m. Tuesday, February 22, 2011

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

[The Clerk read the Royal Proclamation dated February 22, 2011,
summoning the Members of the Legislative Assembly of Alberta
to convene on this date]

The Clerk: Please be seated.
[The Sergeant-at-Arms left the Chamber]

The Sergeant-at-Arms: Order! Order! Mr. Speaker.

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

Prayers

The Speaker: Good afternoon. Welcome to the Alberta Legisla-
tive Assembly. Would you all please join with me in the opening
day prayer.

Author of all wisdom, knowledge, and understanding, we ask
Your blessings on all here present. We ask Your guidance in order
that truth and justice may prevail in all of our judgments for the
benefit of all Albertans. Amen.

I would now like to invite all to join in the singing of our na-
tional anthem. We’ll be led today by Mr. Paul Lorieau, who is in
the gallery in the top to my right. Would you please all join in in
the language of one’s choice.

Hon. Members and Guests:
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: Well, that was very well done. Please be seated.

Entrance of the Lieutenant Governor

[The Premier, the Clerk, and the Sergeant-at-Arms left the Cham-
ber to attend the Lieutenant Governor]|

[The Mace was draped]

The Speaker: Ladies and gentlemen and hon. members, at this
moment the Premier has departed for the Lieutenant Governor’s
suite to accompany the Lieutenant Governor back to the
Assembly.

Today I’m going to introduce you to the Royal Canadian Artillery
Band, which will provide us with a musical interlude, the details of
which are in your program. The RCA Band, Canada’s oldest regular
army band, was formed in Quebec City in 1879. It was subsequently
stationed in Montreal and Halifax. It has seen service in both world
wars and in Korea, and it has travelled extensively across Canada
and beyond our borders. This band was reconstituted in Edmonton
in 1997 and is today under the direction of Captain Eric Gagnon,
CD, who is in the Speaker’s gallery. Maestro.

[The Sergeant-at-Arms knocked on the main doors of the Cham-
ber three times. 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. Speaker, His Honour the Honourable the Lieutenant Gov-
ernor awaits.

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

[A fanfare of trumpets sounded]

[Preceded by the Sergeant-at-Arms, His Honour the Lieutenant
Governor of Alberta, Colonel (Retired) Donald S. Ethell, OC,
OMM, AOE, MSC, CD, LLD, and Mrs. Ethell, their party, the
Premier, and the Clerk entered the Chamber. His Honour took his
place upon the throne]

Speech from the Throne

His Honour: Pray be seated.

Building a Better Alberta

His Honour: Hon. members and distinguished guests, welcome to
the Fourth Session of the 27th Alberta Legislature. It is my honour
to deliver the Speech from the Throne, as it is my honour to serve
Albertans as Lieutenant Governor.

This position follows a career that has taken me all over the
world, including Europe, the Middle East, Central America, and
the Balkans, as a soldier and proud member of the Canadian
armed forces. [applause] After my military career ended, I served
as a volunteer with humanitarian groups helping refugees and
children in need in Africa.

In all these posts I saw many tragedies, including hunger, dis-
ease, conflict, violence, and war. I also observed the triumph of
the human spirit, where people of commitment and compassion
worked together to make their communities and their countries
stronger. These experiences filled me with gratitude to live in a
country and a province so blessed as Canada and Alberta are.
They reaffirmed the values of citizenship and service to others,
and they underscored the absolute necessity of democracy and the
rule of law.

This is the background I bring to the post of Lieutenant Gover-
nor. These are the values I will work to promote through my
service. And it is here in this Legislature where those values will
guide the people Albertans have entrusted with public office. It is
here where the people’s business is conducted. Let it be done with
diligence and wisdom, with honour and respect, and with God’s
guidance, for surely the times in which we live demand no less of
our elected leaders.

As Alberta takes its first steps from recession to recovery, fun-
damental changes are happening in the global economy. Our
province must change, too, if it is to flourish in the new economy,
just as it did in the old.

Albertans look to their government to lead the way, to survey
the landscape of both the short term and the long term and plan
accordingly, to build a better Alberta so that the province our
children and grandchildren inherit is as full of opportunity for
them as it has been for us. Ladies and gentlemen, your govern-
ment is committed to investing in Alberta’s future so our great
province can realize its full potential.
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Meeting the Challenges of a Changing Global Economy

As 2011 begins, the world is slowly emerging from the shadow
of the worst recession since the Great Depression. As that event
forever changed the world, so too is the recession that began in
2008 reshaping the economic landscape in which we live. Being
successful in the postrecession world will mean doing things very
differently from how we’ve done them in the past.

The sustainability fund, money saved during good times, is
helping to blunt the sharpest edges of the recession, but it won’t
last forever. We must use this opportunity to move forward and
prepare for the future.

The New Importance of Asia

Our province has relied heavily on a single customer, the United
States, which buys about 85 per cent of our province’s exports. If
Alberta is to grow to its greatest potential, we need to diversify
our product development through technology and take advantage
of other markets.

A major opportunity exists to expand trade and investment with
Asia. This region is home to some of the world’s largest and most
diverse markets. Bill 1 of this legislative session will be dedicated
to enhancing Alberta’s linkages with Asia, including priority mar-
kets such as India, China, Japan, and Korea. The Asia Advisory
Council Act, if passed, will create a council that will make rec-
ommendations to government on ways to expand business,
education, and cultural relationships between Alberta and Asia.

Western Canada has the products these markets need. The vast
agricultural, mineral, forestry, and energy resources of Alberta,
British Columbia, and Saskatchewan will underpin Canada’s
economy in the 21st century. It is in the national interest that
western Canada has improved port capacity, whether by pipeline
or rail, that will open the door to Asia’s rapidly growing markets.
Also necessary is improved direct air service to these markets so
that trade and investment can flourish.

Investing in Infrastructure

Infrastructure is a critical foundation for our province’s future.
It is an economic enabler and a driver of competitiveness, and it
helps support the quality of life Albertans enjoy. Albertans learned
the false economy of delaying infrastructure investments in pre-
vious downturns. When growth returned, we were unprepared,
struggling to catch up and paying inflated prices.

Now is the best time to invest in infrastructure. Thanks to the
billions of dollars Alberta saved in the sustainability fund, instead
of falling behind, we are catching up and planning ahead. We are
keeping people working and making our dollars go further, but
most importantly Alberta will have the facilities it needs now and
when growth returns.

The government will continue to look to the 20-year strategic
capital plan to build priority public infrastructure such as schools,
hospitals, roads, and long-term care facilities, with the goal of
having the most advanced infrastructure in North America. We
will build new hospitals and renovate existing health facilities in
communities such as Grande Prairie, Lethbridge, Red Deer,
Medicine Hat, Edson, High Prairie, Sherwood Park, and others.
We will also embark upon major redevelopment and expansion of
cancer care services in Calgary and Edmonton.

Your government will invest in major economic corridors such
as the twinning of highway 43 near Sturgeon Lake, the ongoing
twinning of highway 63, and major highway investments within
Fort McMurray, and we will move forward with construction of
the Edmonton and Calgary ring roads.

Almost 90 per cent of the Edmonton ring road will be com-
pleted when the northwest section of Anthony Henday Drive
opens this fall. Five new interchanges in the southwest will re-
move all the traffic lights to make the entire stretch of the freeway
free flow. Your government continues to move forward on the
final phase, the northeast section, with a P3 process that will begin
this year. In Calgary work continues on the southeast section of
Stoney Trail, which will open to traffic in the fall of 2013. Com-
pletion of the two interchanges on the northwest leg, which will
make this section free flow, will be done by fall 2012.

Boosting Our Competitiveness

Our province’s long-term prosperity depends on our industries
being globally competitive, productive, and diverse. Alberta must
make every effort to create an environment where entrepreneur-
ship, productivity, and investment thrive.

Last year this Legislature passed the Alberta Competitiveness
Act, creating a partnership between government and industry to
help position Alberta as one of the most competitive economic
jurisdictions in the world. The resulting government- and industry-
led Competitiveness Council has analyzed our province’s com-
petitive strengths and weaknesses. It will report to government in
the next few months with recommendations to enhance Alberta’s
ability to compete in the global marketplace. These recommenda-
tions for both government and industry will be implemented in the
short term, with measurable results anticipated in the next three to
five years.

Effective regulation of financial securities is essential to the
expansion and smooth functioning of capital markets and the
economy. Canada’s passport system for securities regulation has
been rated as one of the best regulatory systems in the world by
objective and independent international organizations, including
the World Bank. In the interest of maintaining a system that is
working well, Alberta together with Quebec, Manitoba, and
Saskatchewan is challenging the unprecedented attempt by the
federal government to take control of this area of provincial juris-
diction. Having made our case before both the Alberta Court of
Appeal and the Quebec Court of Appeal, Alberta will next take its
challenge to the Supreme Court of Canada later this spring.

We will also continue to urge the federal government to aban-
don its present course of action in favour of supporting the
existing provincially administered national system. The persistent
negative public comments about the passport system are unme-
rited and serve to undermine the confidence in capital markets that
the federal government says it is trying to protect.

Reducing red tape is another key to improving Alberta’s compe-
titiveness. While rules and regulations are required in the interest
of public health, safety, and environmental protection, it is impor-
tant that they not create unnecessary and costly burdens that limit
the ability of business to create jobs.

One area of particular concern has been the energy sector. With
the help of stakeholders government has extensively reviewed the
oil and gas regulatory system to create a more modern, flexible,
and efficient system. Implementation of the changes identified
will begin this year. Smart regulation achieves public objectives to
protect our environment and the high standards Albertans demand.
It also provides clarity and predictability so business can invest
and compete with confidence.

Making the Most of Our Resources

Being competitive also means making the most of the advantag-
es we have. These include our abundant resources: energy, wood
fibre, and food products grown on our rich, productive land.
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Renewed Confidence in Qil, Gas, and Qil Sands

Changes to the royalty system have led to renewed confidence in
oil and gas exploration, and for the first time in this province’s his-
tory land sales exceeded $2.3 billion in a calendar year. This shows
that Alberta continues to be competitive in attracting new invest-
ment. It also means new jobs for Albertans and new opportunities
for industry and sends a strong signal to the world that our province
is a safe, effective place to do business. That this message has been
heard is evidenced by renewed interest in Alberta, particularly in the
oil sands, by a variety of international companies.

Your government will continue to implement Responsible Ac-
tions, Alberta’s 20-year strategy for the oil sands. It will also
continue to address growth pressures brought on by oil sands de-
velopment and will lead the process to develop a comprehensive
regional infrastructure plan for the Cold Lake oil sands area.

Adding Value to Raw Resources

Your government is also taking action to ensure that Albertans
receive the most benefit possible from energy development as
resource owners. The bitumen royalty in kind program, for exam-
ple, will allow Alberta to seek out opportunities for adding value
to bitumen here in our province. This will help diversify our econ-
omy, create jobs for Albertans, and provide spinoff opportunities
for businesses along the supply chain.

Value-added upgrading also holds the potential to create more
energy revenues for the province. By integrating carbon capture and
storage technology, carbon dioxide from upgraders can be used to
revive depleting oil reservoirs. This process is called enhanced oil
recovery. It is estimated that an additional 1.4 billion barrels of oil
can be produced using this technology. To put it in more familiar
terms, Alberta could produce more conventional oil in the future
than it has already produced in the past. This could generate up to
$25 billion in additional provincial royalties and taxes.

The Future of Forestry

In recent years Alberta’s forest industry has felt the impact of a
devastated U.S. housing market and economy. As in other sectors,
the journey back to prosperity begins with diversifying both prod-
ucts and markets. Government will work with the forest industry
to develop a road map to do both these things, including using
wood fibre in the emerging bio-economy, especially in renewable
energy and fuels. This road map will help companies make effi-
cient use of fibre and build a bridge to a more sustainable future
for this renewable resource.

Government will also continue to respond aggressively to the
triple forest threats of wildfire, insects, and disease. We saw some
success in the war on the mountain pine beetle last year thanks to
an aggressive provincial control program, with some help from
Mother Nature.

Agriculture and Rural Communities

Alberta’s agriculture and agrifood industries are key economic
drivers of our province, especially in rural communities. Over the
next two decades hundreds of millions of people in the emerging
markets of China and India will rise out of poverty and demand a
quality of life that comes closer to what we enjoy here in Canada.
The opportunity for Alberta and its western neighbouring provinc-
es to provide food will usher in a period of opportunity and rising
prices for Alberta farms.

Access to reliable broadband Internet service is vital to main-
taining Alberta’s competitive advantage. Government is working

to complete the final mile to bring broadband access to every
Alberta home.

Educating the Workforce of Tomorrow

Of all Alberta’s natural resources, none is more valuable than
our people. It is our ethical citizenship, engaged thinking, and
entrepreneurial spirit that have made Alberta prosperous today and
which are the foundation of tomorrow’s promise. These are the
qualities our education system must instill in our children as they
grow into young adults, enabling them and our province to reach
their full potential.

Alberta’s education system leads the world today, but we must
not become complacent. Our system must evolve if we are to con-
tinue to be leaders tomorrow. This means continuing to build
capacity for local decision-making and fostering broader commu-
nity engagement.

Your government will continue to implement a vision for an
inclusive education system that supports students with special
needs. We will equip the education system to offer students more
flexible, engaging, and personalized learning, and we will contin-
ue to build the teaching profession: recruiting, preparing, and
supporting the best and the brightest in becoming and remaining
teachers.

Becoming a Hub of Creative Thinking

Through Campus Alberta and Alberta Innovates we will contin-
ue to show the world how our province is becoming a hub of
creative thinking, where innovation turns ideas into reality and
where research moves from the lab to the marketplace. We will
continue to beckon the world’s best researchers, innovators, entre-
preneurs, and investors to join us in areas of strength such as
energy and the environment, biotechnology and bio-industries,
and health research, and we will continue to foster ever-stronger
global partnerships to build new markets for traditional and
emerging sectors as well as innovations not yet imagined.

Investing in Our Workforce

To build a strong future, Alberta needs a skilled workforce. While
unemployment remains an issue for thousands of Albertans, we know
that in the future it will become increasingly difficult to find skilled
people. Demographic change means that we will soon see more work-
ers retiring than entering the workforce. Given the growing demand
for workers and the limited available supply we expect that Alberta
will be short 77,000 workers over the coming decade.

To help prepare for this situation, government will update the
2006 Building and Educating Tomorrow’s Workforce strategy to
adjust to current labour market needs. An important component of
this strategy will continue to be ensuring jobs for Albertans before
looking beyond our borders. Mature workers who choose to stay in
the workforce must be supported, and groups that are underrepre-
sented in the workforce such as aboriginal Albertans, people with
disabilities, immigrants, and young people must be given every
opportunity to contribute their skills and help our province grow.

Alberta workplaces are even more productive when they are
safe. Work on government’s 10-point plan on occupational health
and safety will continue, with additional efforts in transparency,
education, and enforcement. Alberta’s workplace injury rate has
been declining steadily for nearly 20 years, but there is still room
to improve. We want all Albertans to come home safely from
work every day.
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Balancing Development and Conservation

Albertans know that economic development and environmental
protection are not a trade-off. We can and must have both. And
just as we plan for economic development, we must also plan for a
healthy environment.

No longer can we look at single elements of the landscape in
isolation. We must recognize the cumulative impact of all devel-
opment within a region, and we are working to ensure these
activities are being co-ordinated to have the least impact on our
land, air, and water and all the species that use them.

Similarly, we recognize and value the long-standing rights of
landowners, who have been forces for both economic develop-
ment and ecosystem conservation in our province. Partnership
with landowners is critical to our success.

Good planning will provide for responsible growth in our prov-
ince, especially where there are competing interests on a finite
land base. That’s why your government has created the land-use
framework. It is not intended to stop growth but to provide for co-
ordinated planning and protect the environment.

Planning for a Healthy Environment

Alberta also continues to develop regional plans based on our prov-
ince’s watersheds to manage growing economic, environmental,
residential, and recreational demands on our province’s land base.

This year, after further consultation, we expect to complete the
first regional plan for the lower Athabasca area in northeast Alberta,
which includes the oil sands. Among its objectives the plan will
identify conservation areas, required in part to support a new policy
to manage recovery and stabilization of woodland caribou.

Government is taking steps to ensure that legislation to support
the development of regional plans fully respects landowner rights.

World-class Monitoring of the Qil Sands

Alberta’s oil sands continue to be a topic of global conversation.
Your government is working to share information about our clean
energy efforts with our neighbours across Canada and around the
world. We are changing perceptions of how we are managing one
of the world’s largest proven oil reserves, and we remain commit-
ted to demonstrating that Alberta is a leader in responsible energy
production and environmental stewardship.

Alberta has created a panel of respected experts to make rec-
ommendations for developing a world-class monitoring,
evaluation, and reporting system for all environmental media,
including air, land, water, and biodiversity. The panel will report
back to government by June 2011 with recommendations for a
system Albertans can proudly hold up to international scrutiny.

Your government has built the foundation for this system with a
transition over the past several years to cumulative effects man-
agement, which moves beyond examining developments on a
project-by-project basis to look at the combined impacts of both
existing and planned development on an entire region.

The oil sands area will serve as a pilot for the new monitoring
system. We know our monitoring efforts must be robust, transpa-
rent, and adaptable. Most of all, they must be credible. Building a
reliable system for the future requires third-party review, valida-
tion, and involvement. It’s what Albertans expect and what we
intend to deliver.

Watching Our Water Use

Water is a precious resource that belongs to all Albertans. As

our economy and population grow, Albertans will need a long-
term plan to ensure wise use and conservation of water.

A groundwater mapping and inventory program is currently
under way in partnership with the Alberta Geological Survey. We
are also working with land-use planners, watershed councils, and
stewardship groups to share knowledge, enhance resource protec-
tion, and improve groundwater management.

Climate Change and Clean Energy Technology

Alberta is seizing the opportunity to be a global leader in clean
energy technology. Your government pioneered North America’s
first regulatory system to reduce industrial greenhouse gas emis-
sions, and it was designed to encourage innovation in our
province. The system has achieved more than 17 million tonnes of
reductions from business-as-usual to date and has collected $186
million into the climate change and emissions management fund.
We will continue to invest millions of dollars from this fund into
unique, transformative projects to produce cleaner energy from
fossil fuels, improve energy efficiency, explore renewable energy
strategies, and develop advanced carbon capture and storage tech-
nology in our province.

Alberta is also working with industry to develop four commer-
cial-scale carbon capture and storage projects. Together they will
capture and store 5 million tonnes of carbon dioxide in under-
ground formations by 2015. Alberta’s geology is well suited to
this purpose. We have many formations that have held hydrocar-
bons safely for thousands of years.

Your government’s vision for a clean energy future will create
entirely new business markets in which Alberta-made, climate-
friendly technology solutions are marketed around the world.
Alberta will continue to work diligently on reducing greenhouse
gas emissions in ways that produce tangible benefits for our prov-
ince and its people now and in the years ahead.

Building Canada’s Best-performing
Publicly Funded Health System

Your government will continue building on the Premier’s vision
of creating Canada’s best-performing publicly funded health sys-
tem right here in Alberta. That vision means Albertans will have
better access, shorter wait times, and safe, quality care when they
need it, and it means we will adhere to the principles of the
Canada Health Act.

Becoming the Best

Moving forward with the actions in Becoming the Best: Alber-
ta’s 5-Year Health Action Plan will help us achieve that vision.
The plan contains the most ambitious and comprehensive set of
commitments to improve access to health care in Canada. It is
supported with clear performance measures and five-year perfor-
mance targets. It puts people first by addressing the health needs
of patients, families, and communities.

Under the health action plan another 1,000 continuing care
spaces will be added this year to provide Alberta seniors with
more choice and greater independence. We will add at least 5,300
continuing care spaces by 2015. This is the largest expansion of
continuing care spaces ever planned in our province, and fittingly
it begins as the first of the baby boomers turn 65.

We will launch a co-ordinated provincial cancer strategy to
reduce the incidence of cancer, increase access to cancer treatment
across Alberta, and improve the quality of life for those living
with the disease. The strategy will address immediate and future
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needs for prevention, detection, and treatment of cancer as well as
workforce requirements.

As part of the health action plan we will also announce a com-
prehensive addiction and mental health strategy for the province.
It will provide Albertans with timely access to addiction and men-
tal health services and programs and better integrate mental health
and addiction services into the overall health system.

The health action plan is backstopped by the first-of-its-kind
five-year funding commitment for Alberta Health Services. That
commitment, which includes a 6 per cent increase in health fund-
ing for 2011-12, provides stable, predictable funding to ensure the
action plan’s commitments become reality. We have also ear-
marked $2.6 billion over three years to expand, upgrade, build,
and equip additional health care facilities.

Implementing the New Alberta Health Act

The new Alberta Health Act and the health charter currently
being developed provide for all Albertans to have access to the
services of primary care teams. As part of our commitment to
strengthen primary health care, Albertans will have access to a
primary care team and a basic suite of health care services on a
timely basis. Over time this initiative is expected to greatly short-
en wait times and improve quality throughout all levels of the
health care system.

Albertans will also continue to have a say in their health system.
Our government will gather input on a health charter and the regu-
lation to establish a health advocate, with a view to proclaiming
the new act and appointing a health advocate later this year.

Safe, Vibrant Communities

Even during the economic downturn Alberta has remained a
place of safe, vibrant communities, where Albertans in most need
are protected and cared for. Government will continue to ensure
that programs and services are in place to support vulnerable and
at-risk children, youth, families, and seniors.

Caring for Albertans Most in Need

This session legislation will be introduced to strengthen protection
for victims of family violence and to hold accountable those who
violate protection orders. These amendments will make Alberta’s
penalties for such violations among the strongest in Canada.

We will work with municipalities and service organizations on a
co-ordinated approach to meet the needs of Alberta’s growing
urban aboriginal population.

While keeping costs down through a competitive tendering
process, we will continue to partner with nonprofit organizations,
the private sector, and municipalities to further support the devel-
opment of 11,000 affordable housing units by 2012. Another 500
homeless Albertans will receive supports, services, and permanent
housing to help them on the road to independence.

Although most Albertans and other Canadians are prudently
saving for retirement, there is a significant minority who may not
have enough savings to maintain their standard of living after
retirement. The Alberta government will continue to be a leader in
efforts to improve prospects for future retirees. Building on a con-
cept first championed by our government, Alberta will work
closely with federal, provincial, and territorial governments this
year to develop standards and legislation to allow for new types of
registered pension plans for self-employed people and other work-
ers who do not have workplace pension plans.

Making Communities Stronger and Safer

Your government knows that sustainable and accountable mu-
nicipalities, where all Albertans can enjoy a high quality of life,
are important to Alberta’s success. That’s why Alberta is commit-
ted to building the municipalities of the 21st century.

We remain committed to our partnership with municipalities on
the municipal sustainability initiative, a program that has sup-
ported more than 2,100 municipal infrastructure projects, and we
remain committed to continuing the excellent work begun under
the Alberta safe communities initiative. Alberta’s gang reduction
strategy will be implemented to address one of the leading causes
of violent crime in the province.

Your government will also introduce legislation that will allow
police agencies to have greater access to information when con-
ducting missing persons investigations.

The Alberta government remains committed to building a state-
of-the-art public safety and law enforcement training centre in
Fort Macleod. It will support Alberta’s new law enforcement
framework and ensure consistent standards of training and skills
among law enforcement personnel from across the province. Con-
struction of the training centre is expected to commence by
summer 2012.

Showcasing Our Province

Ours is a province with an amazing story to tell. Through
Alberta Arts Days, September 30 to October 2, 2011, we will
continue to showcase and celebrate the rich diversity of arts, cul-
ture, and heritage throughout our province.

Your government will continue its efforts to showcase Alberta
as the place for television, motion picture, and digital media pro-
ductions, offering a unique mix of talent, scenery, and the
facilities to make movie magic.

Conclusion

Alberta has come through the recession better than just about
anywhere else. While other jurisdictions were piling on debt, rais-
ing taxes, or cutting programs, Alberta stayed true to its plan. Our
operating budget is balanced, cherished public programs and ser-
vices have been not only protected but strengthened, and we are
continuing to build our infrastructure to enable future growth. But
Albertans are not content to simply ride out the storm. We know
that past success does not guarantee future prosperity, and like
those who first built our province, we must continually strive to be
more effective and innovative in everything we do.

We must boost the competitiveness of our economy and work to
develop new markets in Asia and elsewhere.

We must diversify our products and industries while bolstering
our foundations in energy, forestry, agriculture, and tourism.

We must keep investing in infrastructure and in the education of
our people to find tomorrow’s innovations and foster future eco-
nomic growth.

We must be a leader in responsible energy production and envi-
ronmental protection.

We must build a health care system that provides the care
Albertans need when and where they need it.

And we must continue to build safe, vibrant communities,
where those who are most in need are supported and where all
Albertans can participate in the economic, social, and cultural life
of our province.

Finally, we must do these things while protecting the fiscal
advantages Albertans have worked so hard to build.
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This is your government’s plan for the way forward out of re-
cession and into recovery and beyond. It’s a plan that fulfills all
the promise of our wonderful province and recognizes the amaz-
ing potential that is yet to be realized. It’s a plan to build a better
Alberta for all Albertans.

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

God bless Alberta.

God bless Canada.

God save the Queen. [Standing ovation]

The Speaker: Ladies and gentlemen and hon. members, I would
now invite Mr. Paul Lorieau to lead us in the singing of God Save
The Queen. Please remain standing after.

Hon. Members and 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 left the Chamber as a fanfare of trumpets
sounded]

The Speaker: Please be seated.

[The Mace was uncovered]

The Speaker: Ladies and gentlemen and hon. members, the Pre-
mier is currently escorting the Lieutenant Governor back to his
suite. I’ll use this opportunity just to provide you with a bit of
information.

Earlier this afternoon a new carillon was inaugurated as the first
step in one of the many preparations and events as we move to-
ward September 3, 2012, and the 100th birthday of this Alberta
Legislature Building. September 1, 1905, saw Alberta created as a
province. Construction of the Alberta Legislature, this building,
began in 1907 and was completed five years later, with an official
opening date of September 3, 1912. Fifty-five years later a carillon
was installed to commemorate Canada’s centennial in 1967. The
dedication ceremony was held on December 1, 1966, and the car-
illon played daily for 29 years before the original carillon went out
of service.

After some 15 years of silence we today inaugurated a new
carillon. Music will once again emanate from this building. The
carillon will be heard daily at noon and 6 o’clock p.m., and it will
strike the Westminster chime on the hour, followed by 15 minutes
of musical selections. It will continue until we are inundated with
numerous complaints from residents in the area about the unwar-
ranted intrusion into the quiet of their lives. So, Mr. Mayor, should
there be complaints, please direct them this way.

I’d like to publicly thank the previous minister of Alberta Infra-
structure and the current minister of Alberta Infrastructure for
their enthusiastic support for this project. Thank you both, gentle-
men. [applause]

Celebration and commemoration of activities in our history is
extremely important. For those who sit to my left — it will be more
difficult for those who sit to my right — if you turn your attention
to the centrepiece on that particular wall, there is a beautiful win-
dow, done and donated by the city of Edmonton to celebrate the
100th anniversary of the province of Alberta. The city council of
Edmonton generously started to work with us several years ago. It

depicts Princess Alberta, the history of Alberta, it depicts the
North Saskatchewan River, and it’s seen best in the early morning
as the dawn sun arrives. It’s a magnificent gift and part of the
history of the province of Alberta.

Now, the Premier will return very, very shortly. Please take this
opportunity to say hello to your neighbour.

[The Premier returned to the Chamber]

Tablings

The Speaker: 1 have the honour now to table a copy of the
Speech from the Throne given graciously by His Honour the Hon-
ourable the Lieutenant Governor.

Introduction of Bills

The Speaker: Mr. Premier.

Bill 1
Asia Advisory Council Act

Mr. Stelmach: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I request leave to intro-
duce Bill 1, the Asia Advisory Council Act.

Bill 1 really builds upon Alberta’s efforts to gain better market
access to markets, especially Asia. Alberta cannot sustain superior
economic prosperity by relying on the fragile growth in the United
States. We must diversify our markets. We must further our rela-
tions with key markets such as China, Japan, Korea, and India.

We must tap into the future potential of these markets, where
hundreds of millions of people seek a better quality of life, people
that want our energy, our food, our wood fibre, products to raise
their standard of living. With new investment and with new export
markets we will create a wealth unlimited — unlimited — in oppor-
tunities for this province.

This is at the core of Bill 1. If passed, Bill 1 will establish a
council of 10 members who will represent a cross-section of or-
ganizations, cross-sections of interest as well such as business,
cultural, and academic communities. The council will provide
advice. It will also provide a perspective as Alberta deepens our
economic ties with the region. These expanded relationships are
critical to sustaining success and prosperity for Albertans now and
well into the future.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

[Motion carried; Bill 1 read a first time]

Motions
The Speaker: The hon. the Premier.

Mr. Stelmach: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I now move that the

speech of His Honour the Honourable the Lieutenant Governor to

this Assembly be taken into consideration on February 23, 2011.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It is my privilege to
move that the House do now adjourn until Wednesday, February
23,2011, at 1:30 p.m.

[Motion carried; the Assembly adjourned at 4:07 p.m. to Wednes-
day at 1:30 p.m.]
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Legislative Assembly of Alberta

1:30 p.m. Wednesday, February 23, 2011

[The Speaker in the chair]

Prayers

The Speaker: Good afternoon. Welcome back.

Let us pray. From our forests and parklands to our prairies and
mountains comes the call of our land. From our farmsteads, towns,
and cities comes the call of our people that as legislators of this
province we act with responsibility and sensitivity. Grant us the
wisdom to meet such challenges. Amen.

Please be seated.

Statement by the Speaker

Rotation of Questions and Members' Statements

The Speaker: Hon. members, before we begin the Routine of the
day, just a few brief comments with respect to three housekeeping
matters. First of all, I’d like to bring to everyone’s attention a few
slight modifications in the rotation of questions and members’
statements. The agreement reached amongst House leaders on the
rotation of questions in October of 2010 continues, with the only
change being that the Official Opposition is entitled to the 19th
question on day 4, which means that they have that position,
should we reach it, on days 2 and 4 of our rotation.

Secondly, the Member for Calgary-Currie, who was identified
as an independent last session, is now the sole member of the
Alberta caucus, but his entitlement to questions and members’
statements remains the same. As this is day 1 in our rotation, he
will be entitled to the sixth question today.

With respect to members’ statements, House leaders agreed to
assign the second member’s statement each day to opposition
members but did not specify the rotation. Attached to the
Speaker’s procedural letter to members of the Fourth Session of
the 27th Legislature, dated February 18, 2011, was a projected
sitting days calendar, which contains in highlighted yellow the
caucus that is entitled to the second member’s statement each day.
Anyone wishing a copy of this calendar can contact my office or
the bills and Journals clerk. No one has contacted the Speaker’s
office to suggest an alternative rotation, so the one provided will
be followed.

Introduction of Guests
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Lacombe-Ponoka.

Mr. Prins: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s a real honour and a privi-
lege for me to introduce a number of students and parents and
teachers from the Iron Ridge junior campus in Blackfalds. Today
we have a total of 63 visitors: 59 students and their teachers Mrs.
Ashley Kovitch, Mr. Bill Carter, Miss Sara Duncombe, who is a
student teacher, and a parent helper, Mrs. Mary Dawn Eggleton.
They are seated in the members’ gallery, and I’d ask that they rise
and receive the warm welcome of the Assembly.

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

Mr. Bhardwaj: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It’s an hon-
our for me to rise today and introduce to you and through you a
group of students from my constituency of Edmonton-Ellerslie
from Meyonohk elementary school. The students are participating
here in the School at the Legislature, and I had the opportunity to

meet them yesterday afternoon in the rotunda. I wish them a very
informative week. At this time I would like to ask the students;
their teacher, Ms Allison Sylvester; Alishia Michalenko, who is a
student teacher; and all of the volunteers to please rise and receive
the traditional warm welcome of the Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Leduc-Beaumont-Devon.

Mr. Rogers: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have two sets of introduc-
tions today. It is my pleasure to introduce to you and through you
to all members of the Assembly 43 of Alberta’s brightest and best
students from 1’école J.E. Lapointe school in the beautiful com-
munity of Beaumont in my constituency of Leduc-Beaumont-
Devon. These 43 bright young leaders of tomorrow are accompa-
nied by their teachers Mrs. Brigitte Marshall and Mrs. Danielle
McCallion. They are seated in the public gallery, and I would ask
that they rise and receive the traditional warm welcome of this
Assembly.

Mr. Speaker, I’'m also pleased to introduce to you and through
you to all members of the Assembly several special guests joining
us today from the Association of Professional Engineers, Geolo-
gists and Geophysicists of Alberta. They are seated in the
members’ gallery. With us today we have Dr. Fred Otto, P.Eng., a
former dean of the Faculty of Engineering at the University of
Alberta and past president of APEGGA; Dr. Gordon Williams,
P.Geol., past president of APEGGA; Mr. David Rumbold, P.Eng.,
who served as the chair of APEGGA’s Act, Regulations and By-
laws Committee for a number of years; and Ms Pat Lobregt,
APEGGA'’s manager of executive and external liaison. I would
also like to introduce a senior member of the Employment and
Immigration department staff, Mr. Adrian Pritchard, who is also
joining our guests. He is the director of professions and occupa-
tions. I would ask that our guests, seated in the members’ gallery,
please rise and receive the traditional warm welcome of this
Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Grande Prairie-Wapiti.

Mr. Drysdale: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Today it is my honour
and pleasure to introduce to you and through you to all members
of this Legislature my very supportive wife, Sherry Drysdale, and
a very close friend, Terri Head. It gives me great confidence in the
future of our province when I see young people such as Terri
showing leadership in our community. Some of her involvements
are as campaign director for United Way, a board member for the
Grande Prairie ski hill, involvement in the Grande Prairie Stom-
pede Association, and she has been a member of the winning team
of the ladies provincial hockey championship for the last two
years in a row. I’d like to think she learned all these skills by be-
ing involved in 4-H while she grew up. I would ask that they
please rise and receive the traditional warm welcome of this
Assembly.

Mr. Hehr: Mr. Speaker, it’s my pleasure to introduce to you and
through you to all members a delegation of concerned parents
from the town of Morinville. I will ask my guests to please rise as
I say their names: Mrs. Donna Hunter, Mrs. Marjorie Kirsop, Mrs.
Jesica Logan, and Mr. David Redman. My guests have come here
today in support of a secular public education option in Morin-
ville. Please offer them the traditional warm welcome of this
Assembly.

Members’ Statements

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Lougheed.
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Heritage Classic Hockey Game

Mr. Rodney: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Like millions of kids clear
across the country I have my dad to thank for my love of hockey.
When I was a toddler, he built a rink in our backyard for everyone
in the neighbourhood, and through my youth he coached our
teams. We went from pond hockey to international tournaments to
charity events on NHL ice. My wife, Jen, and I are now proud to
pass on these traditions to our beautiful boys, Dawson and Evan.

Similar stories are told across the province. I’d like to just share
a few examples. Malcolm Sills, Colin Patterson, and Perry
Berezan orchestrated the Flames alumni charity three-on-three
event for an entire decade. Pat Grogan and his crew organized the
third annual outdoor tournament last month, with proceeds going
to the Millarville community school. It was 37 below on the first
night, and the first time the puck hit the post, it shattered, so the
pieces now have a permanent place on the trophy.

This past weekend the Calgary Flames’ president, Ken King,
and his entire organization hosted the extremely successful Heri-
tage Classic. Ken appreciates that the league chose Alberta as the
host of the only two outdoor NHL games ever played in Canada.
He’s been quick to honour Edmonton for their efforts eight years
ago and is eager to thank Calgary’s hockey fans and the McMahon
Stadium Society as well as the Calgary Stampeders.

The game was played outdoors but telecast in 3-D TV, and the
entire hockey world focused on Calgary and Alberta. The imme-
diate economic boost was huge, and the tourism benefit will be
enjoyed long into the future. Over 41,000 fans braved the cold as
the Flames shut out the Canadiens 4 to nothing. Over the course of
a week hockey was celebrated at all levels, from current pros to
alumni to junior to the general public. Most of all, Mr. Speaker,
Albertans had fun, and I thank all who continue to build invalu-
able community spirit through the great game of hockey.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

1:40 Workers’ Compensation Exemptions

Mr. Chase: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The foundation of the mod-
ern workers’ compensation system is the Meredith principle,
which basically holds that all workers are entitled to compensation
in the case of workplace injuries. In exchange, workers lose the
right to seek redress through the courts. What many Albertans
may not realize, however, is just how many workers are excluded
from the protections of the workmen’s compensation system in
Alberta.

According to Employment and Immigration’s annual report on
occupational diseases and injuries the provincial Workers’ Com-
pensation Board extends coverage to 80 per cent of Alberta’s
workforce, a figure that is consistent going back a number of
years. That means that 20 per cent, or one-fifth, of the province’s
workforce, approximately 40,000 Albertans, are not covered by
WCB.

The workmen’s compensation regulation provides a list of ex-
emptions as schedule A. The list of exempted industries goes on
for five and a half pages. Two hundred occupations and industries
fall outside of our workers’ compensation system. Everything
from operating a golf course, running a laboratory, offering tutor-
ing services makes the list. Insurance adjusters, optometrists,
secretaries, bankers, charity employees: all and more are excluded.
Of course, paid farm workers in this province continue to be ex-
cluded not only from Alberta’s workmen’s compensation laws but
occupational health and safety laws as well. Alberta is alone in

this country when it comes to excluding paid farm workers from
these laws.

Mr. Speaker, while there are certainly valid reasons for exemp-
tions for certain occupations, the principles that workmen’s
compensation is founded on and should be founded on are inclu-
siveness and comprehensiveness for as many employed Albertans
as is reasonably possible. This, unfortunately, is not the case today
in Alberta. Neither should the 80 per cent of employees supposed-
ly covered assume that they will be fairly compensated in the
event of an injury. Severely reduced or denied WCB claims ac-
count for a significantly large portion of constituency casework.
Alberta’s hard-working men, women, and their families deserve
better.

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

Roots & Connections Online Resource

Ms Woo-Paw: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. Earlier this month I
had the privilege of speaking at the launch of the Roots & Con-
nections online resource at NorQuest College in Edmonton. Roots
& Connections is a new and innovative guide for teachers and
volunteers teaching English in rural Alberta communities. Based
on the existing English-language curriculum, this resource also
includes materials to help teachers reach out to new immigrants as
they try to settle into their new homes. The teacher becomes a
cultural link between the learner and the new community.

The Roots & Connections resource has been piloted in four
rural communities across Alberta with great success. One of the
pilot community teachers said that the resource is easy to use and
is a great way to introduce rural communities to new Albertans.
Learners were able to ask for community services directly, talk to
community members, and described gaining a sense of confidence
over time.

Roots & Connections also has the potential to contribute to the
development of stronger communities by increasing everyone’s
awareness about the cultural, social, and linguistic adjustments
that newcomers need to make. Strong and diverse communities
are an important part of the fabric of our province. I’'m very glad
to see that a resource such as this one is being built as it will
strengthen our communities. The government of Alberta is a
proud supporter of this innovative project to support new immi-
grants as they build roots in our beautiful province. Roots &
Connections materials are available online at www.norquest.ca.

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-North Hill.

Inner-city Community Renewal

Mr. Fawcett: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’d like to take this oppor-
tunity to recognize the city of Edmonton for their decision to form
the recently announced Community Sustainability Task Force.
The task force, which includes the hon. Minister of Education,
will recommend solutions pursuant to the long-term sustainability
and vitality of Edmonton’s mature inner-city communities.

Mr. Speaker, the unique challenges faced by older inner-city
communities are not that different in Edmonton than they are in
Calgary. Many of these communities are located in my constitu-
ency of Calgary-North Hill. These communities have seen
significant transformations as they have matured, including chang-
ing demographics and an aging built environment. The services
and supports they require are in many cases different from those
of newer communities as well as those of communities in smaller
cities.
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Managing these pressures and, likewise, embracing the oppor-
tunity to create a sustainable future for these communities must
have the support of all levels of government but, most impor-
tantly, must engage community members in the process of
reinvigorating their own communities. Too often the different
levels of government and their various departments operate in
silos without the necessary collaboration amongst themselves and
with communities. Mr. Speaker, this tends to stifle innovative
ideas developed by communities and discourage engagement. In
the end these communities don’t care what level of government is
delivering services. They just want to be supported in transform-
ing their community into the best that it can be for them and their
families.

For mature, inner-city communities within my constituency
these challenges are unique, and the solutions are not always ob-
vious. The standard policy approach does not always work.
Sometimes we have to reassess current practices and think crea-
tively. Recognizing this fact is the first step to charting a course
for the future of our inner-city communities. It is my hope, and I
would encourage that the city council in Calgary keep a close eye
on the task force findings and perhaps consider forming a similar
task force to work in conjunction with Edmonton’s initiative.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Strathcona.

World’s Longest Hockey Game

Mr. Quest: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s my pleasure to rise to-
day and recognize and congratulate the participants in the world’s
longest hockey game, which finished on Monday. The game, or-
ganized by Dr. Brent Saik, took place continuously over a period
of 10 days in Strathcona county. Dr. Saik lost both his father,
Terry, and his wife, Susan, to cancer and has hosted this event in
order to support the Alberta Cancer Foundation.

I’m sure many members are familiar with the game, which first
took place back in 2003, and it’s been held four times now. For
240 hours straight 40 players battled the elements in this outdoor
game. This year, the longest game yet, the final score totalled
2,067 for Team White and 2,005 for Team Blue. The fundraising
goal was set at $1 million, and the proceeds from the game are
going to a new linear accelerator, which is used in radiation treat-
ment at the Cross Cancer Institute here in Edmonton.

Mr. Speaker, I commend the players, referees, and over 1,000
volunteers for their determination and selflessness. Many of them
fought injuries, frostbite, and fatigue over the course of this game.
The exemplary efforts by these individuals remind us of the out-
standing citizens that reside throughout our province. Thanks
again to the participants in the world’s longest hockey game, and I
hope it continues to be held in future years.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

Property Rights

Mr. Hinman: Thomas Hobbes is an early political theorist who
shifted away from medieval thinking by asserting that to be le-
gitimate, the government had to recognize individuals’ rights and
obtain the consent of the population. He feared disorder, though,
to such a degree that he wanted the government to be all-powerful
as long as they kept the people safe.

John Locke disagreed with Hobbes on one important point. He
believed that we form government not only to keep us safe but to
protect our property. In fact, he went so far as to say: “Govern-

ment has no other end, but the preservation of property.” For John
Locke, then, when a government is confiscating property, citizens
have a right of revolution.

Frédéric Bastiat eloquently stated: “Life, liberty, and property
do not exist because men have made laws. On the contrary, it was
the fact that life, liberty, and property existed beforehand that
caused men to make laws in the first place.”

This check on the Crown’s right to confiscate land started with
the Magna Carta in 1215. It was established across society in Brit-
ain’s glorious revolution of 1688. John Locke’s political writings
established that our inalienable rights, including the right to prop-
erty, are considered by many as the philosophical foundation of
constitutional democracy and were very influential in the French
and American revolutions. In all these cases there was a political
fight against the ruling class for thinking it didn’t have to respect
the property rights of individuals.

The government cannot extinguish property rights for the sake
of pursuing some executive notion for good order. This truth was
established 800 years ago in England, but this government still
hasn’t learned the lesson, which it clearly demonstrated in bills 19,
24, 36, and 50. Only a simmering revolution across the prairies
this winter finally caught this government’s attention, but like for
James II in 1688 it’s too late for this tired old dynasty to keep its
hold on power. Albertans need not worry, though. A government
that understands and will protect their rights is ready to take over.

Oral Question Period

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

Health Care Services

Dr. Swann: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. The Premier is
clearly out of touch with the priorities of Albertans. They’re con-
cerned about health care, yet the throne speech offered only fine
sentiments and yesterday’s news. Health care is continuing to
crumble around this government’s incompetence, yet their flag-
ship bill is to establish an advisory council to expand Asian
markets. To the Premier: how can the Premier say he’s represent-
ing the interests of Albertans when the legislative priorities are so
far removed from what Albertans need?

1:50

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, I want to take this opportunity to
once again offer my sincerest appreciation to the hon. member as
Leader of the Official Opposition. I know that he’ll be stepping
down at the end of this session as leader. I know that he brought a
lot of passion to the Assembly on a daily basis, and I want to
thank him for that.

Dr. Swann: This is question period. Let’s try that again, Mr.
Speaker. Let’s try that again.

Can the Premier say he’s representing the interests of Albertans
when the legislative priorities are so far removed from the current
crisis in health care that most Albertans care about?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, our priorities are correct. With re-
spect to this premise, which I definitely disagree with, that the
opposition keeps talking about, that there’s a crisis in health care,
there isn’t. Clearly, 62 per cent of Albertans are very satisfied with
the health care they’re receiving. This is supported both by the
Environics poll and also by the Health Quality Council. On the
other part, in terms of the Asia council, ladies and gentlemen, we
have to find a way of paying for future expenses and social ser-
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vices and health care, and that’s why we have to grow our eco-
nomic pie.

The Speaker: The hon. leader.

Dr. Swann: Well, to the contrary, Mr. Speaker, the Environics
poll did show that two-thirds of Albertans feel the health care
system is in crisis, and management is the problem. We would like
to see some acknowledgement of that by this government. Is the
government so out of ideas that instead of fixing the crisis, the
Premier is creating yet another council with plum political ap-
pointments in overseas offices?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, with respect to health, as I said
again, it’s not in crisis. I think 36 per cent or so of Albertans had
concern about health. You know, that is a very small percentage
given that constantly, every day in every doggone paper there is
something negative about health care delivery in this province, yet
thousands — thousands — receive health care in this province on a
daily basis. At least 360 babies are born, cardiac surgery, the most
recent innovative cancer treatment in the province of Alberta. You
don’t see one — one — of those stories in the newspaper.

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

Health Care Services Centralization

Dr. Swann: Mr. Speaker, we have low expectations from the
government for this session. While health care remains in crisis,
the government has no plan to fix it, and the Premier has demon-
strated his lack of understanding today. Health care is the Alberta
Liberals’ primary focus, and again two out of three Albertans
believe the health care system is in a state of crisis. Better man-
agement is needed. Again to the Premier: how can Albertans
believe that they will not have to wait 20 hours for the emergency
room or fight to get a family physician when you have failed
Alberta so far in the health care system?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, once again, you’ll find that in some
of the comments people are looking to the management. They are
satisfied that with the five-year funding commitment that this
government has made, Alberta Health Services can plan and can
plan very well in terms of increasing the number of doctors, in-
creasing the number of nurses. They already have opened up a
considerable number of beds. Even our emergency docs said there
is improvement in the emergency service, and it came from the
original doctor, who said that we needed to improve. Now he said:
there is improvement, and it’s measured.

Dr. Swann: Well, Mr. Speaker, that just shows what you can
accomplish in the short term by throwing money at problems. The
centralization of health delivery does not work, and it’s putting
patients at risk. When will the Premier return to local control of
the system so that the patients can get better care?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, this government is not going back to
200 hospital boards like we had in the past, annual conventions of
1,200 people getting together. Those were expenses that did not
go to front-line services. Every dollar that was saved in terms of
elimination of the health boards went to front-line services. Just go
out and talk to the physicians. I visited the Maz centre. [ was over
at the diabetes centre. Every physician that I talked to said that
there was improved health care delivery because of one health
care board.

Dr. Swann: Well, I can’t miss the opportunity to say, Mr.
Speaker, that we overspent by over a billion dollars in the transi-
tion, Mr. Premier, and you well know that.

In addition, the government exploded the Cancer Board, the
Mental Health Board, and AADAC two years ago and are only
now putting forward an addictions, mental health, and cancer
strategy. How can the Premier defend this mismanagement?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, the $1.3 billion that the member is
referring to is simply the money that was given to Alberta Health
Services after sitting down with them and talking and saying: what
is the amount of money that will clearly reflect the needs and the
population? We did that, and then we added 6 per cent to that
amount plus paid off all of the deficits. That $1.3 billion came
from the operations of government reallocated to health care,
which is the number one priority.

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

Secular Public Education in Greater St. Albert

Mr. Hehr: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Parents in Morinville have
no option but to send their children to Roman Catholic schools,
where religion informs every aspect of what they learn. A group
of concerned parents want a public secular education option in
their town. To the Minister of Education: does the minister think
it’s acceptable that there is no option for secular public education
for parents and students in an entire town?

Mr. Hancock: No, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Hehr: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Given that parents in
Morinville filed an appeal with your office some four weeks ago,
what is the status of this appeal, and will you be responding to the
St. Albert school board in this regard?

Mr. Hancock: Mr. Speaker, we have in the Greater St. Albert
Catholic public board a bit of an anomaly in the province. It’s the
one area of the province where the minority faith board is actually
the Protestant board and the public board is stated to be a Catholic
board. But there’s no question that as the public board they have
an obligation to provide educational opportunities in all ranges to
all students in that area. So while it is stated to be a Catholic
board, it is, in fact, the overarching board for that area, and it has
the responsibility to deal with the issues and concerns that have
been raised.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Hehr: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. Regardless of the fact
that this anomaly is only happening in one jurisdiction in Alberta,
will your new education act contain a solution for these residents
of Alberta?

Mr. Hancock: Mr. Speaker, this isn’t a situation for the education
act. It’s pretty clear in the School Act as it is now and will be clear
in the education act going forward that local boards have roles and
responsibilities and have to operate within and fulfill those roles
and responsibilities. They have a responsibility in this area. As I
understand it, they’re engaged in discussion with the individuals
involved. I’ve been apprised of those discussions. I’ve talked to
the parties involved as well as the school board, and they will have
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to come to an appropriate resolution to provide the appropriate
schooling opportunities for those children.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Glenmore, followed
by the hon. Member for Edmonton-Highlands-Norwood.

Property Rights

Mr. Hinman: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. There’s a long-
standing debate over whether property rights exist apart from any-
thing government might do or whether they are granted by a
government that has to balance many considerations. Personally I
agree with Frédéric Bastiat, who said: “Life, liberty, and property
do not exist because men have made laws. On the contrary, it was
the fact that life, liberty, and property existed beforehand that
caused men to make laws in the first place.” To the Minister of
SRD: which perspective is driving the revisions that we’ve been
promised to the existing land-use act?

Mr. Knight: No. Categorically, no. What’s driving our decision
to look at some change with respect to the legislation that we have
in place, quite frankly, is listening to Albertans, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Hinman: Well, thank you. If the government agreed with Mr.
Bastiat, as I do, the property rights are natural and could not be
extinguished by any government act. Bills 19, 24, 36, and 50
would never have crossed their minds in the first place. To the
Minister of SRD: do you and your caucus still believe, as you
obviously did when you passed these laws, that property is some-
thing to be arbitrarily granted and revoked without legal recourse
but at the discretion of cabinet and its political judgment?

Mr. Knight: Mr. Speaker, nothing in that dissertation has any-
thing at all to do with the legislation that we’re working with on
behalf of Albertans. [interjections]

Mr. Hinman: Yeah, total disbelief in the problem.

This government is trying to have it both ways. They’re trying
to earn political points by fixing an unjust law without admitting
that it’s unjust laws. We’ve heard the SRD minister scold radio
show callers for daring to suggest that these laws threaten property
rights, but the government is now scrambling to present smoke-
screen amendments. Alberta landowners deserve better than a
half-hearted political fix-up. They deserve an apology. To the
Minister of SRD: will he apologize on his government’s behalf for
forcing these iron-fisted laws on landowners and admit that the
reason he is changing . . .

The Speaker: The hon. minister. [interjection] The hon. minister.

Mr. Knight: Mr. Speaker, I don’t believe that Albertans would
expect any kind of an apology from any government member or
from the government itself for looking forward the next 30, 40, 50
years in order to put a proper plan in place to have a conservation
effort, to have the plans that we need to build a stronger Alberta
for Albertans’ future.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Highlands-
Norwood.
2:00 Health Care Services

(continued)

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Without taking

away from my question, I would like to express my appreciation
to the Premier for his service. [some applause]

The Speaker: You started 35 seconds ago. You’ve got about five
seconds.

Mr. Mason: Nice try, you guys. Okay.

A poll last week showed that almost two-thirds of Albertans
feel that our health care system is in a state of crisis. Albertans
know they cannot trust this Tory government with their health
care system. Mr. Speaker, will the Premier admit that after nearly
40 years in power the PC Party has failed to meet the health care
needs and expectations of Albertans?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, unfortunately, the opposition leader
— oh, and thank you for the kind remarks. I don’t know if you
mean them or not, but thank you.

With respect to health care in this province as I talked to other
health ministers, talked to other Premiers, so many are looking to
what we have already accomplished in the province of Alberta in
terms of making a five-year commitment to health care and the
dollars that we’ve approved.

Secondly, a five-year plan was put forward, that’s already
showing very positive results. The minister can explain further
what’s included in the five-year plan, both in cancer treatment and
also in mental health.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Well, 60 per
cent of those surveyed believed that it is mismanagement, not a
lack of funding, that has created this crisis in our health care sys-
tem. This government has let Albertans down. I’d like to ask the
Premier if he thinks that after nearly 40 years in power starting a
five-year plan four months ago is an adequate response to the
crisis that Albertans are seeing in the health care system.

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, you know, we can make all kinds of
jokes about health care, especially about what you’ve seen lately
in the papers, obviously: if it doesn’t bleed, it doesn’t lead. But
I’'m very confident that we have one of the best health care sys-
tems in Canada. It’ll continue to improve: new technology, new
medication, more people working in the system delivering health
care. The new technology that has been introduced in Alberta is
simply outstanding, having world-class researchers here doing
research in virology, all of those things.

By the way, Mr. Speaker, the first mechanical heart was in-
stalled here at the Maz just a couple of weeks ago.

Mr. Mason: Well, that’s wonderful, Mr. Speaker, but tell that to
people in emergency rooms that are waiting there for 24 hours and
not getting care.

I want to ask the Premier if he thinks that it’s an adequate re-
sponse to start now or start, rather, a few months ago to fix health
care in this province when this government has been in power for
nearly 40 years?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, first of all, this party has not been in
power. You know, I don’t know where he gets “power.” We’re
here as the Alberta Progressive Conservative Party, that has had
the trust and confidence of Albertans for it will be 40 years this
year. But it’s not power; it’s a privilege and a responsibility that’s
given to us by the power of the vote of Albertans.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Currie.
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Southwest Calgary Ring Road

Mr. Taylor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. There’s a very special natu-
ral area in southwest Calgary called the Weaselhead. While it’s
not in my constituency, it and the adjoining Glenmore park are
close by, and many of my constituents enjoy both green spaces.
You know, a city of more than a million people needs to hang
onto all the green space it can, yet Alberta Transportation held an
open house yesterday at which it proposed as one of several op-
tions to push the southwest ring road right through that green
space. To the Minister of Transportation: will the minister assure
us that this very, very bad option will be taken off the table?

Mr. Ouellette: Well, Mr. Speaker, I have got to tell you that that
open house last night was great. It was great to have a lot of peo-
ple there. We don’t usually get that many people out at open
houses.

We’re doing a study right now about where would be best for
our provincial highway to run through the southwest side of
Calgary. Mr. Speaker, we need that consultation, and we need the
input of all those people, and I thank them very much for showing
up. But there are absolutely no decisions being made yet at this
time. It’s all in a study situation.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Taylor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Again to the minister: since
my constituency is in the firing line for a lot of additional com-
muter traffic anticipated on that southwest ring road, that will cut
through our communities to get to and from the downtown core,
why does the functional planning study ignore that impact?

Mr. Ouellette: Well, Mr. Speaker, 1 don’t think we’re ignoring
any of the impacts. Right now we’re open to all suggestions that
are possible. I want to be clear. Again, there are no decisions that
have been made yet on where it’s going to go. It’s very, very im-
portant for us to try to find a place for a provincial highway, but
it’s not our job to get rid of all of Calgary’s congestion. That’s a
municipal responsibility, to plan their roads internally.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Taylor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I think that was the sound
of a buck being passed.

Here’s a suggestion. Again to the minister: given the Lakeview
Community Association’s comment that “the sole conclusion that
can be drawn from the [functional planning study] is that there are
no good routes for a new eight lane expressway through south
west Calgary” — I’ll be glad to table that letter at the appropriate
time — will the minister take all the options off the table for a thor-
ough and proper rethink?

Mr. Ouellette: Mr. Speaker, we haven’t got through the thinking
we’re doing now to go do a rethink. What we want to do is get all
of our open houses done. We want to get all of the public input in
there, and we have professionals looking after that.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Drayton Valley-Calmar,
followed by the hon. Member for Calgary-Buffalo.

QOil Tanker Transportation on the West Coast

Mrs. McQueen: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. I am very con-
cerned about Bill C-606, a private member’s bill in front of the
House of Commons. This bill could seriously restrict our ability to
transport western Canadian crude to Asian markets. If Bill C-606

is passed, it would ban oil tanker traffic off the north coast of B.C.
This could have disastrous consequences for Alberta’s economy
and, in fact, western Canada. My question is to the Premier. What
are you and the other western Premiers doing about this issue?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, I share the member’s concern about
this private member’s bill that’s before the House of Commons. It
has serious implications for Alberta but also for B.C. and Sas-
katchewan, limiting the growth of our economy, which will limit
dramatically the export of our natural resources, oil and natural
gas, to Asian markets. I have with Gordon Campbell and Brad
Wall, three Premiers, signed letters to our Prime Minister and also
to all of the leaders of the opposition. It is under Canada’s New
West Partnership logo, and we’re all asking the Members of Par-
liament to not pass this bill because, once again, it will have
serious implications for us. I’ll table them at the most appropriate
time.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mrs. McQueen: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My second question is
to the Minister of International and Intergovernmental relations.
This private member’s bill unfairly targets western Canada.
Meanwhile the eastern coast is not mentioned. What is our gov-
ernment doing to advance Alberta’s interest to be able to export
oil off the west coast of Canada and to make sure that western
Canada is not unfairly treated while the eastern coast can carry on
with its business as usual uninhibited and continue to receive
shipments of oil from foreign countries like Venezuela?

Ms Evans: Mr. Speaker, the hon. member is right to be concerned
about this, and our Premier has identified the first strategy that we
have effected. Under the New West Partnership the three prairie
provinces have 9 million people and $550 billion in collective
GDP. If this Bill C-606 was effective, we would cut ourselves off
from markets of more than 4 billion people and several billion
dollars of capacity.
First of all, the New West Partnership . . .

The Speaker: Hon. member, we have to proceed.
The hon. Member for Lethbridge-East, followed by the hon.
Member for Edmonton-Mill Woods.

PDD Administrative Review Report

Ms Pastoor: Yes. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The administrative
review of the persons with developmental disabilities program
done by KPMG was delivered to the Minister of Seniors and
Community Supports in September. To the minister. It’s been five
months of hardship and anxiety that people on PDD have been
holding their breath waiting for this report to be released. Will the
minister table the report in the House before this week is through?

Mrs. Jablonski: Mr. Speaker, the PDD administrative review was
done by KPMG, and I have received the report. It’s a very impor-
tant report, but it is an administrative report. It will not affect the
people who are receiving supports from PDD, but it will help to
improve the system, to make it more efficient and to make it just a
better system for delivering supports to our people on PDD. I do
intend to release that report.

2:10
The Speaker: The hon. member.

Ms Pastoor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Well, delivery will affect
PDD people.
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This report cost taxpayers $185,000. What is the value to those
vulnerable Albertans for those dollars if it’s just going to be a
paperweight on your desk? What is the progress of the review of
this report within the ministry?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mrs. Jablonski: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’ve said that I will
release the report. It is a very important report. It’s going through
the process. We’re studying the recommendations. We will have
responses to the recommendations, and when it has gone through
the process, I will be releasing that report.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Ms Pastoor: Yes. Well, I do believe that there probably should’ve
been a time frame on when that report would be finished.

How can PDD-supported people believe that they’re a priority
for your ministry when this report has taken so long and they have
no confidence that their budgets will not be cut?

Mrs. Jablonski: Mr. Speaker, the PDD community is a very high
priority. They’re a very important community. It’s a very sensitive
community, and if we make changes to this community in the way
we administer the program, not how the programs affect our PDD
clients, then we want to make sure we do it right. So I don’t think
we should be rushing anything as important as this. And I will be
releasing that report.

Workplace Bullying and Harassment

Mr. Benito: Mr. Speaker, it would seem that we continue to hear
more about workplace harassment and bullying. My question is to
the Minister of Employment and Immigration. What options are
available to a worker if he is being bullied or harassed by his em-
ployer or other co-workers?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Lukaszuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Indeed, bullying and/or
harassment is not currently included in our employment standards
and/or occupational health and safety legislation. However, that
does not mean that this ministry would not get involved in a situa-
tion where such allegations occur. Any and all workers who
perceive to have been harassed or bullied at the workplace are
encouraged to work with their employers to resolve the issue but
also are encouraged to call our employment standards office,
where we can then advise the workers of the options that they may
have to address that issue.

Mr. Benito: To the same minister: if the employee reports a com-
plaint about bullying and harassment, what level of confidentiality
will it have so that there will be no negative effect to the subject
employee?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Lukaszuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. All reports filed to this
ministry and this government relative to complaints of employ-
ment standards are treated as confidential documents and fall
under the purview of legislation in Alberta that protects the pri-
vacy of individuals who deal with the government of Alberta, the
same as if such a report is filed further to any law enforcement
agency. That information would be collected for the purposes of
investigation and treated accordingly.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Benito: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To the same minister: in the
event workplace harassment leads to workplace violence, is that a
point when occupational health and safety officials become in-
volved?

Mr. Lukaszuk: Mr. Speaker, that would be. Yes. All employers
in this province are required to do a risk assessment in their places
of employment. If there are actions among employees that may
lead to potential violence, that risk is to be assessed and treated
accordingly. Also, there are provisions under the Criminal Code of
Canada that would address any threats of violence or harm to one
another. Lastly, if any of this harassment or bullying happens on
the basis of prohibitive grounds under Alberta legislation, the
Human Rights Commission can also look into the matter and in-
vestigate it accordingly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre, followed
by the hon. Member for Edmonton-Ellerslie.

TALON Database

Ms Blakeman: Thanks very much, Mr. Speaker. Through FOIP
this government has already given law enforcement expansive
powers to collect investigative information, but the creation of
TALON exceeds anything we’ve seen before. TALON allows law
enforcement agencies to share speculation, gossip, and opinions as
well as information on any citizen who’s had contact with the
police, including a witness. To the Solicitor General: what possi-
ble reason could the minister have for subjecting decent, law-
abiding citizens to speculation and gossip by any user of the
TALON system?

The Speaker: The hon. Solicitor General and Minister of Public
Security.

Mr. Oberle: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I love it so much when the
opposition reacts, outraged by rumours that they started in the first
place. So let me get the story straight here. The collection of po-
lice information is already governed by the FOIP Act in this
province and overseen by the Privacy Commissioner. This new
database, which is not new, by the way, has been talked about
since 2006, has been in budgets and capital plans ever since, and
collects the same information we’ve always been collecting. The
Privacy Commissioner has been involved in its development. We
are now going to go through a privacy impact assessment.

The Speaker: We’ll move to the hon. member now.

Ms Blakeman: An impact assessment which is not being released
to the public, by the way. And these are combining a number of
databases together. That is for the first time.

Back to the Solicitor General: will private security personnel
have access to this TALON database?

Mr. Oberle: Mr. Speaker, reacting to another rumour that they
started. The privacy impact assessment will, in fact, be released to
the public, and we said that to the media already.

Back to the original reason. Any review of a serious criminal
case — the Bernardo review, for example, recommended first that
police agencies need to share information in order to protect pub-
lic safety and do better police work. That’s what we are reacting to
for the safety of our communities in Alberta.

Ms Blakeman: Didn’t answer the private security question.
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Okay. Another question. Back to the Solicitor General. In the
1990s parents were encouraged to get their children fingerprinted
as a safety measure. I’d like to know from the Solicitor General if
those prints will be part of the TALON system.

Mr. Oberle: Mr. Speaker, the depths that this member is attempt-
ing to go to to garner fear in the population out there are quite
astounding. The fact of the matter is that we’re collecting the same
information that we’ve always collected, governed, as it always
was, by the FOIP legislation. The privacy impact assessment, the
member knows very well, will identify who can and who can’t
access the database. All these questions will be answered and
publicly released.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Ellerslie, followed
by the hon. Member for Fort McMurray-Wood Buftalo.

Red Seal Certificates

Mr. Bhardwaj: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It has been
brought to my attention by some of my constituents from
Edmonton-Ellerslie that Albertans who have recently graduated to
become journeypersons have not had their red seal certificate
signed in spite of graduating back in December. My questions are
to the Minister of Advanced Education and Technology. Have the
red seal certificates fallen through the cracks because of recent
changes in the department?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Weadick: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’d like to thank the
Member for Edmonton-Ellerslie for asking me my first question.
Truly, it is an important question, and I’d like to assure you that
there has been no delay in getting out the red seal certificates. Our
journeymen are extremely important to us in Alberta, and we work
very, very hard — in fact, during the time between the former min-
ister stepping down and my being sworn in, the minister for IIR
signed off on over 600 of the red seal certificates.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Bhardwaj: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. My second
question to the same minister: what are you doing to help appren-
tices who might lose out on job opportunities or pay because of
these delays?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Weadick: Good question, and thank you. This is really an
important issue, and we want to ensure that nobody in Alberta
misses an opportunity for employment because of the red seal
certificate. What we have is a phone line that’s available, and the
minute that all of the paperwork is in place and they’re approved,
the journeyman or his employer can call and get certification and
verification so that they can go forward with their work.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Bhardwaj: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. My final
question to the same minister: what is the typical timeline for ap-
proving these kinds of certificates?

Mr. Weadick: I’d like to thank the member for that question as
well. We do approximately 10,000 of these red seal certificates
each and every year. It takes approximately six to eight weeks to
do this particular piece of work. We must verify the work records,

the schooling records, and everything for each employee to ensure
that they have completed all of the requirements. Occasionally
there is information that comes through that’s incomplete, so it
takes a little longer, but typically in six to eight weeks we’ll get
the red seal certificates completed.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Fort McMurray-Wood
Buffalo, followed by the hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity.

2:20 Capital Infrastructure Planning

Mr. Boutilier: Yeah. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Albertans are
questioning the government’s priorities, for instance on infrastruc-
ture. Old schools overflow and our new hospitals stand empty. It
was interesting that on Monday on Alberta Primetime the Minister
of Education made a startling admission, that they actually have a
priority list. My question to the minister is simply this: will he
make this secret priority list public to all Albertans?

Mr. Hancock: Mr. Speaker, it is absolutely no secret at all what
the priorities of Albertans are with respect to schools. Every single
school jurisdiction across the province puts in a three-year capital
plan, which shows what they need for new schools and what they
need for major modernizations. We take those plans and put to-
gether bundles based on health and safety needs, based on
accommodation needs, based on charter requirements and other
requirements. Those are put into the capital plan in process, and a
priority list is established. Now, the priorities do change from time
to time, so it’s not that prudent to put out a list to say, “You’re the
next on the list for a school,” because if a health or safety issue
comes up, one would expect the government would adapt.

Mr. Boutilier: Mr. Speaker, given that the minister did not an-
swer the question and given the fact that I don’t know why it is so
difficult for lawyers to say either yes or no, will you make public
the list so that all Albertans can see the list? At this point it is not
public. Will this government be open and transparent and make it
public? Yes or no?

Mr. Hancock: Mr. Speaker, I don’t know where the hon. member
was earlier in question period. There was a very appropriate and
direct question asked, and there was a very appropriate and direct
answer given. It was no. The hon. Member for Calgary-Buffalo
can verify it, and if he doesn’t, they can certainly peruse the tran-
scripts, the Hansard, to see that that’s there. If it’s an appropriate
question for a yes or no answer, it gets a yes or a no from me. In
this particular case it’s very clear that there are a number of high
priorities for schools across the province.

Mr. Boutilier: Well, Albertans just saw that answer, which is a
nonanswer, so I’m going to give the minister one more time. On
Alberta Primetime you said: we have a list. Will you make that list
public to all Albertans: to Alberta families, to teachers, to every-
one?

Mr. Hancock: Mr. Speaker, it serves no purpose to put out a pri-
ority list that changes from time to time, because what it does is
that it accomplishes exactly what the hon. member’s seatmate has
been trying to do. The hon. member’s seatmate argues that we
should balance the budget by stretching out the capital spending
over a number of years, and then in the next breath asks for four or
five schools for his constituency. And what does he want to do?
He wants to take them from somebody else’s constituency, from
somebody else’s community. What he wants to do is to create a
priority for his community balanced against somebody else’s pri-
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ority. It is much more prudent for us to plan on a comprehensive
basis and be able to adapt that plan as necessary as those priorities
continue to change.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity, followed by
the hon. Member for Calgary-East.

Minimum Wage

Mr. Chase: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. One year ago this month
this government abruptly froze the minimum wage for thousands
of workers in this province. The Minister of Employment and
Immigration said that the minimum wage formula had to be re-
viewed, but a parliamentary committee reported in October that
the process should be left the way it is. To the Minister of Em-
ployment and Immigration: how can this government claim in
yesterday’s Speech from the Throne that helping workers is a
priority when the government has allowed another year-long
minimum wage holiday at the expense of workers?

Mr. Lukaszuk: Well, Mr. Speaker, first of all, judging by the
preamble of the question, it is abundantly obvious that that par-
ticular member has never read the report because the committee,
frankly, did not ask this minister to leave the minimum wage the
way it is but made seven recommendations on how to change the
minimum wage. I would encourage that member to read the report
first before he asks the questions.

Mr. Chase: Well, having written an addendum to the report, talk-
ing about a living wage as well as a minimum wage, I think I’'m
more familiar with the report than you, having sat in that commit-
tee. We put forward recommendations which you have not yet
acted upon. Will the minister implement the standing committee’s
recommendation and swiftly boost the minimum wage by a mea-
sly 25 cents?

Mr. Lukaszuk: Mr. Speaker, not only have I received the report,
but I have read the report thoroughly, and I'm reviewing it. The
report is not recommending a living wage. The report is recom-
mending an increase of the minimum wage, and it has actually
quantified exactly how much. I am reviewing this right now. The
report will be going through government process, and I will be
responding to that report accordingly as I do realize the impor-
tance of this matter.

Mr. Chase: It’s been two years since $8.80 was first established.

Will the minister commit also, as the committee recommended,
to introducing legislation in this session to write the minimum
wage formula into law so that it’s free from his or any other minis-
ter’s tinkering?

Mr. Lukaszuk: Mr. Speaker, again I’'m led to conclude that the
member never read the report. The report was just drafted and
handed to my office some three months ago, not two years ago, so
I’m not sure what this member is referring to.

Going back to my initial response, I have just received the re-
port. I am reviewing the report, and I will be responding to this
Legislature accordingly as I do realize that this is a very important
and serious matter to people who actually earn a minimum wage.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-East, followed by
the hon. Member for Calgary-McCall.

Temporary Foreign Workers

Mr. Amery: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. While the province of
Alberta is aiming to seek new markets for our products and to
strengthen trade relations with Asia and while we are expecting to
be about 77,000 workers short in the next 10 years, as clearly
stated in the Speech from the Throne yesterday, the federal gov-
ernment is reducing the skilled worker stream by 20 per cent.
What is the Minister of Employment and Immigration doing to
make sure that his federal counterparts understand the negative
impact on the province of Alberta?

Mr. Lukaszuk: Well, let me try to address this, Mr. Speaker, by
highlighting the severity of this problem. This year is the first year
that baby boomers will start retiring. Our national population
growth in this province and in this country is slightly above zero.
Our economy is showing significant signs of recovery, with oil
over a hundred dollars a barrel and new upgraders being an-
nounced, and our appetite for services is insatiable. What does that
mean? That means that Canada and particularly Alberta will be
short on skilled workers and unskilled workers, as a matter of fact,
for many years to come. It is incumbent upon us as government to
address this issue with policies that are reflective of the problem.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Amery: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Over the last 10 years tem-
porary foreign workers have done a great job for the economy of
this province. As of April 1 of this year the new federal immigra-
tion regulations would require these workers, after being in
Canada for four years, to leave and return to Canada after four
years. What is the Minister of Employment and Immigration do-
ing to make sure that these workers remain in their jobs now that
they are trained and they can speak the language?

Mr. Lukaszuk: Mr. Speaker, I’ve asked my parliamentary assis-
tant, the Member for Calgary-Mackay, to look at that federal
temporary foreign worker program. It’s becoming abundantly
obvious that what Canada needs is not temporary foreign workers
who are becoming permanently temporary foreign workers, but
we need a permanent workforce for many years to come. As min-
ister of employment for this province it is my role to negotiate
with Ottawa to make sure that we don’t end up with permanently
temporary workers but have the workforce needed to grow the
economy not only in this province but in the rest of Canada.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Amery: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My last question is to the
same minister. What is the social and economic impact on our
province caused by this transient workforce?

Mr. Lukaszuk: Mr. Speaker, that’s a really good question. Well,
transient communities would be one answer, individuals who do
not purchase houses, cars, who don’t invest in our economy but
send remittances back home. There is a social impact on families
over here, but just having come back from the Philippines, I had
the opportunity to see the other, those families who are left behind
by temporary foreign workers. The impact is economic and moral,
and it’s immense. It’s our job to address it while we’re addressing
our priority, the Canadian economy.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-McCall, followed by
the hon. Member for Calgary-Bow.
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Calgary Airport Trail Tunnel

Mr. Kang: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Yesterday this government
spoke about the importance of Asian markets. The Speech from
the Throne highlighted the necessity of improved direct air ser-
vices to these markets. However, this government has failed to
support essential infrastructure that will greatly improve access to
the Calgary airport. My questions are to the Premier. Will the
Premier agree with the Liberal policy that access to the airport is
vital to improve air services?

Mr. Ouellette: Well, Mr. Speaker, I think just a little while ago
we explained that there are provincial highways, and there are
municipal roads. I think the airport tunnel, if Calgary decides that
that’s what it should be — it’s about local elected officials and
local priorities. Those elected officials have got to make the deci-
sion about where their priorities are. They’ve received $1.5 billion
from this government since 2005. I believe that if they want to
move ahead with that, then we’ve already supplied a lot of money
that they could put towards that tunnel.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Kang: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. That’s not answering my
question. I’m asking for a commitment from the provincial gov-
ernment toward the airport trail tunnel.

To the Premier again: given that with the proposed airport ex-
pansion the maximum number of flights will increase by 40 per
cent, why has the Premier failed to throw his support behind the
Calgary airport tunnel?

2:30

Mr. Ouellette: Mr. Speaker, I’ve heard the Premier mention that
his support is behind the tunnel. We support these municipalities
greatly. But I want to add one more thing. We have two interna-
tional airports in Alberta, and they pay over $20 million in rent.
When there’s that kind of money going to our federal government,
shouldn’t they be looking towards the federal government to
maybe help fix up an airport?

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Kang: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I'm talking about the pro-
vincial share of the cost of the airport tunnel. To the Premier
again: will this Premier support the future of Alberta’s economy
and build this tunnel, leaving a legacy that will be remembered by
Albertans forever?

Mr. Ouellette: Mr. Speaker, I absolutely don’t understand what
doesn’t go through this hon. member’s head. Our Premier does
support all the infrastructure across this province in all municipali-
ties. Calgary alone, as I said, got $1.5 billion, $163 million this
year alone. Let me tell you that we are there to support all of the
infrastructure across all municipalities in Alberta, and I hope they
get their project done.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Bow, followed by
the hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Affordable Housing

Ms DeLong: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. My questions
are for the Minister of Housing and Urban Affairs. This minister
has stated publicly that projects approved on his watch must con-
sult with the local community. This minister has also said publicly
that he respects the privacy of those living in the units funded by

his department. So how can this minister explain this obvious
contradiction, and would he admit that this confusion has fuelled
the concerns Albertans have with his programs?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Denis: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It’s going to be
very tough to top the last answer, but I’ll do my best.

It’s very important to our ministry that we actually work with
local management bodies. We work with municipalities, local
councillors, local community groups. At the same time, it’s also
important that we respect the privacy of individuals who are ac-
cessing our services either through affordable housing or through
our homelessness programs. It’s not a crime to be homeless or to
be in affordable housing, and we want to make sure it stays that
way so people can transition from not being housed to being
housed.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Ms DeLong: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. This minister has also been
quick to criticize homeless policies in other cities by labelling
them as ghettos. Now, our city does not want to be blighted with
ghettos, and our fellow Albertans who hit hard times do not want
to raise their families in ghettos. I ask the minister: what alterna-
tives is his department offering?

Mr. Denis: Well, Mr. Speaker, I'm actually very proud of our
record the last few years. We have our affordable housing unit and
homeless unit construction at under $100,000 per door. We are
also talking to the city of Calgary, who wants a new policy regard-
ing secondary suites. I believe this should be decided at the local
level. We will continue to work with Mayor Nenshi on this be-
cause what works for Calgary may not also work in other areas of
the province, so the local input is very important.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Ms DeLong: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Nonprofits serving the
homeless have been squeezed in this recession as these agencies
are tasked with doing more with less over a larger geographic
area. How does this minister justify his policy decision for spread-
ing the homeless population around a city as a better deal for those
assisting with the most vulnerable?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Denis: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Earlier this
member was talking about communities and about community
involvement as well, and that’s very important. She also men-
tioned ghettos. The first way you can create a ghetto is by the
overconcentration of homelessness and affordable housing in a
particular neighbourhood. Homelessness isn’t just the responsibil-
ity of one neighbourhood; it is the responsibility of the entire
province. That is the difference between managing the problem
and ending the problem, like we will.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar, fol-
lowed by the hon. Member for St. Albert.

Syncrude Joint Venture Royalties

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. In the lat-
est annual report from the provincial government it indicates on
page 45 that “certain producers,” including the Syncrude joint
venture and Suncor, “have disputed the basis of royalty calcula-
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tion for bitumen royalties.” My first question is to the minister of
finance, and congratulations on your new appointment, sir. Could
you give us an update on how those negotiations are going and if
we have given any money back to Suncor and the Syncrude joint
venture, please?

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Energy.

Mr. Liepert: Yes, Mr. Speaker. Maybe if I could, I would try to
answer the question, although I can’t probably answer it to the
extent that the member would like me to. All I can say is that ne-
gotiations are continuing with both companies, and I’'m hopeful
that we’re in a position, I would say, in a matter of weeks, cer-
tainly not many months, to have a resolution to that issue.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for that. My question
is again to the minister of finance. Why, then, did this provincial
government, if we’re to believe this minister, rebate $104 million
just before Christmas to Suncor on a royalty dispute that relates to
this item on page 45 of your annual report at the same time that
we have a billion-dollar budget deficit in this province?

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, it’s about a question of fairness.
There are projections that are made. There are royalties collected.
At the end of the day we want no more than our fair share, and if
companies have oversubmitted, then that would be returned. It
would be exactly the same as the hon. member filing his taxes. If
there are changes to it, they’re fixed, and it’s exactly done in a fair
and transparent way.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Again to the minister
of finance. It’s not an issue of fairness. Given that the Conserva-
tive Premier of Newfoundland, at the time when prices were
similar for oil products in both Alberta and Newfoundland, nego-
tiated a $28-a-barrel royalty, is it fair to Albertans that this
government has negotiated a $7 royalty for the same crude joint
venture in Fort McMurray? How is that fairness?

Mr. Snelgrove: It’s really unfair that they’ve pulled numbers out
of the air to satisfy their argument. The simple fact is, Mr.
Speaker, that the royalty regime in Alberta has put Albertans back
to work. It has attracted investment from all over the world to
come and develop responsibly one of the biggest collections of
hydrocarbons in the world. I know the hon. member wants his
constituents to have jobs. That’s what we want, too.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for St. Albert, followed by the
hon. Member for Calgary-Lougheed.

Wi-Fi in Schools

Mr. Allred: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Some residents of my con-
stituency have raised concerns about the safety of Wi-Fi in
schools. To the Minister of Education: has your department inves-
tigated the safety of the use of Wi-Fi networks in the school
environment?

Mr. Hancock: Mr. Speaker, it certainly has been brought to my
attention that a number of citizens are concerned about Wi-Fi in
schools. Even in my own constituency there’s been an issue with
one of our schools. Staff in our department have liaised with the
Alberta chief medical officer to make sure the most recent avail-

able information is available to school authorities. Heath Canada
has indicated that the amount of radio frequency radiation from
wireless Internet devices is thousands of times below the limits for
public exposure, and the specified limits for public exposure apply
to everyone, including children, allowing for continuous exposure.
So, yes, we are continuing to monitor the recommendations made
by a number of health organizations on wireless use. In addition,
we’ve prepared a fact sheet for school boards relative to this par-
ticular topic.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Allred: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My second question is to
the same minister. Given that there are additional concerns with
Wi-Fi in schools and the fact that young children are allegedly the
most vulnerable to harm from Wi-Fi frequencies, does the minis-
ter’s research confirm an additional risk to school-aged children?

Mr. Hancock: No, Mr. Speaker. The facts would be, as I know
them, that 20 minutes on a mobile phone call is equivalent to a
year in a Wi-Fi enabled classroom. Twenty minutes. Everyone is
exposed to similar frequency from cellphone towers and cordless
phones. Everyone is also exposed to lower frequencies from FM
radio and television, and those lower frequencies, apparently, are
absorbed up to five times more by the body than frequencies from
Wi-Fi antennas. Signals from Wi-Fi antennas are very low power
at both the computer and the access points, about a hundred milli-
watts, thousands of times below international standards. The
World Health Organization has concluded that there is no con-
vincing scientific evidence that weak radio frequency signals from
base stations and wireless networks cause adverse health effects.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Allred: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My final question is again
to the same minister. Do individual school authorities have the
jurisdiction to allow or disallow the use of Wi-Fi in schools, or is
this purely a departmental matter, which I understand you’re not
prepared to take any action on?

2:40

Mr. Hancock: Mr. Speaker, everything to do with what happens
in schools is in the purview of the school boards and schools
themselves, including whether or not they install Wi-Fi or other
computer technology. Clearly, this is a matter for each school
board to deal with if there’s anything to deal with at all.

I understand citizens’ concerns that have been raised. The CBC
had a program on this issue, and it has a lot of parents concerned. I
hear from parents all the time, and my response is always consis-
tent. There is no credible evidence that our department has
become aware of, talking with appropriate health officials, that
Wi-Fi affects or is a problem for children or for anyone, for that
matter. However, it is up to the school boards to deal with what
happens in their schools.

The Speaker: Hon. members, that concludes the question period
for today. Eighteen different members were recognized for par-
ticipation. There were 106 questions and responses.

The only thing noteworthy that the chair shall make comment
on is bringing members’ attention once again to the document that
was agreed to by House leaders and signed and sent to me on
March 4, 2010, and then followed up with a statement by me in
the House on Wednesday, March 10, 2010, that there are no pre-
ambles to supplementary questions. Those who signed this
document should bring it to the attention of all the members of
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their caucuses. Today there were some very, very clear and obvi-
ous violations of that, which will not be the norm for the course. If
individuals want to sign documents, their signatures must mean
something.

Notices of Motions

The Speaker:
Norwood.

The hon. Member for Edmonton-Highlands-

Mr. Mason: Yes. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Pursuant to
Standing Order 30 and having provided to your office the appropri-
ate notice, I wish to inform you and the Assembly that upon the
completion of the daily Routine, I’ll move to adjourn the ordinary
business of the Assembly to hold an emergency debate on a matter
of urgent public importance; namely, the immediate need for legis-
lation regarding financial reporting by individuals who are seeking
the leadership of a registered political party.
Thank you.

Introduction of Bills

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Nose Hill.

Bill 2
Protection Against Family Violence
Amendment Act, 2011

Dr. Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s my pleasure to move first
reading of Bill 2, Protection Against Family Violence Amendment
Act, 2011.

The proposed amendments to this important legislation will
provide for the protection of those affected by family violence by
adding offence and penalty provisions for breaching protection
orders. The change will hold accountable those who violate pro-
tection orders and make Alberta’s penalties for such violations
among the strongest in Canada. The proposed amendments will
also clarify processes and streamline administration of the act by
the courts.

I urge all hon. members to support speedy passage of the bill.

[Motion carried; Bill 2 read a first time]
The Speaker: The hon. Government House Leader.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I move that Bill 2 be
moved onto the Order Paper under Government Bills and Orders.

[Motion carried]

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Leduc-Beaumont-Devon.

Bill 3
Engineering, Geological and Geophysical Professions
Amendment Act, 2011

Mr. Rogers: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I request leave to introduce
Bill 3, the Engineering, Geological and Geophysical Professions
Amendment Act, 2011.

Mr. Speaker, this bill, if passed, would replace the current prac-
tice of geology and the practice of geophysics with a new
consolidated practice of geoscience. Reflecting this proposed con-
solidation, Bill 3 would rename the act to the Engineering and
Geoscience Professions Act and rename the association which ad-
ministers these professions to the Association of Professional
Engineers and Geoscientists of Alberta, or APEGA, with one G.

Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Leduc-Beaumont-Devon has
moved first reading of Bill 3. At this point in time, hon. member,
the wording that I have for the name of this bill differs from what
your wording is. You said Bill 3 would be called the Engineering
and Geoscience Professions Act?

Mr. Rogers: Yes, Mr. Speaker. It would be called the Engineer-
ing and Geoscience Professions Act.

[Motion carried; Bill 3 read a first time]
The Speaker: The hon. Government House Leader.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would move that Bill 3
be moved onto the Order Paper under Government Bills and Or-
ders.

[Motion carried]

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Nose Hill.

Bill 4
Securities Amendment Act, 2011

Dr. Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Today I request leave to
introduce Bill 4, the Securities Amendment Act, 2011.

This bill will fill regulatory gaps and further harmonize and
streamline Alberta’s securities laws. They will improve investor
protection for Alberta investors and help maintain investor confi-
dence in Alberta’s capital markets. Bill 4 gives the Alberta
Securities Commission the ability to respond more quickly to
changing market conditions like financial crises and adjust things
like minimum rating investment requirements.

Mr. Speaker, I move first reading of Bill 4, the Securities
Amendment Act, 2011, and I urge all members to support its pas-
sage.

[Motion carried; Bill 4 read a first time]
The Speaker: The hon. Government House Leader.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I move that Bill 4 be
moved onto the Order Paper under Government Bills and Orders.

[Motion carried]

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Leduc-Beaumont-Devon.

Bill 5
Notice to the Attorney General Act

Mr. Rogers: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I rise today to request leave
to introduce first reading of Bill 5, the Notice to the Attorney
General Act.

Mr. Speaker, the Notice to the Attorney General Act will con-
solidate and update notice requirements, which ensure parties
notify the Attorney General about certain matters. This new legis-
lation consolidates notice requirements from other pieces of
legislation to ensure that the Attorney General is informed about
matters brought before Alberta courts and tribunals that may re-
quire the Attorney General’s involvement to protect the interests
of Albertans.

Mr. Speaker, Bill 5 also will clarify the requirements for ade-
quate and timely notice to be given to the Attorney General and
include regulation-making powers to ensure that this legislation
stays up to date with evolving litigation trends. It will also include
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a new provision to ensure the Attorney General is notified about
allegations of inadequate consultation with aboriginal peoples.

Mr. Speaker, I move first reading of Bill 5 and encourage all
members to support its passage.

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

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would move that Bill 5
be moved onto the Order Paper under Government Bills and Or-
ders.

[Motion carried]

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Justice and Attorney General.

Bill 6
Rules of Court Statutes Amendment Act, 2011

Mr. Olson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I rise today to request leave
to introduce first reading of Bill 6, the Rules of Court Statutes
Amendment Act, 2011.

The Alberta Rules of Court, which govern practice and proce-
dure in the Court of Queen’s Bench of Alberta, went through a
major revision which was completed in 2008. Those new rules
came into effect November 1, 2010. The new rules are easier to
understand and help Albertans involved in civil matters to better
navigate the court system. Bill 6, the Rules of Court Statutes
Amendment Act, 2011, will amend provisions in various acts to
make them consistent with the new language and updated proce-
dures used in the new rules. These changes will help streamline
court-related processes and make court proceedings clearer and
easier to understand for Albertans involved in civil litigation.

Thank you.

[Motion carried; Bill 6 read a first time]

The Speaker: Before we move on, Mr. Clerk, verification that the
table officers have the correct title for Bill 3 as requested by the
hon. Member for Leduc-Beaumont-Devon.

2:50

The Clerk: Mr. Speaker, Bill 3 is, I believe, the Engineering,
Geological and Geophysical Professions Amendment Act, 2011.

Mr. Hancock: Mr. Speaker, I don’t have the bill in front of me,
but I think the confusion may be that it’s an amendment to the
existing act, which is in the name that the Clerk has mentioned.
Within the act it will change, I believe, the name of it to the other
name. I think that’s the explanation for it.

The Speaker: Well, we understand the intent. We understand the
motive. We’ll make sure that everything is appropriate.

Tabling Returns and Reports
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Fish Creek.

Mrs. Forsyth: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I wish to table six copies
of a letter written by an Alberta woman telling her story about her
and her mother, Jane and Janet Doe, victims of an extreme domes-
tic violence, which outlines their horrific experience with vital
statistics publishing their name in the Alberta Gazette after an
unpublished secure name change order was issued from the
Alberta courts. Sadly, Jane and Janet Doe live every day in fear
because of the mistake that the government has made, and they

have done nothing to resolve it. I’d like to encourage all the hon.
members in this Assembly to read this horrific case.

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

Mr. Taylor: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I rise to table
the appropriate number of copies of a letter from the Lakeview
Community Association and its president, Duncan Kent, to the
hon. Minister of Transportation and others, copied to all Calgary
area MLAs, regarding the Calgary southwest ring road.

The Speaker:
Norwood.

The hon. Member for Edmonton-Highlands-

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I’d like to table
the appropriate number of copies of an Environics poll on
Albertans’ attitude towards health care in Alberta, which is dated
February 18. The poll shows that 63 per cent of Albertans believe
that health care is in crisis, and 60 per cent of them believe that it
is inefficient management as opposed to funding that is the cause
of this crisis.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-North Hill.

Mr. Fawcett: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’d like to table the appro-
priate number of copies of a discussion paper that I’ve developed
in consultation with members of my community. A lot of the dis-
cussions for this discussion paper took place last spring during the
Calgary cabinet tour, where the Minister of Municipal Affairs met
with a number of my community leaders. As well, we hosted a
round table with the Minister of Housing and Urban Affairs. It’s a
discussion paper on the topic that I mentioned earlier in my mem-
ber’s statement on inner-city community renewal.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: The hon. Government House Leader.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. In response to a question
earlier today the hon. the Premier referenced a letter that was sent
by himself and the Premiers of Saskatchewan and British Colum-
bia under the letterhead of Canada’s New West Partnership to the
Prime Minister, which he indicated would be circulated to others.
He indicated at the time that he’d be prepared to table a copy of
the letter, and on behalf of the Premier I’'m now tabling a copy of
that letter, which raises concerns that this government has with
Bill C-606, a private member’s bill in the House of Commons
which seeks to ban tanker traffic on the west coast but which
would have deleterious effects to Alberta’s economy and the
western Canadian economy and, in fact, is prejudicial in that it
doesn’t ban tankers from any other coasts, just the coast that most
affects us.

The Speaker: Hon. members, the chair is pleased to provide the
appropriate number of copies of a brochure entitled Page Biogra-
phies: Legislative Assembly of Alberta, 27th Legislature, Fourth
Session, Spring 2011.

I’'m also tabling with the House copies of four letters relating to
a request by the Ombudsman, Mr. G.B. (Gord) Button, to revise
his resignation date from May 31, 2011, to August 31, 2011. Hon.
members will recall that the House dealt with this matter and set
in process an opportunity for all citizens everywhere to participate
in the selection process of a new Ombudsman. First of all, there’s
a letter dated December 30, 2010, from Mr. Button to the Speaker
requesting a resignation extension. Second is a letter dated Janu-
ary 12, 2011, from the Speaker acknowledging the letter and
referring the request to the Standing Committee on Legislative
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Offices for review. Thirdly, a letter dated February 7, 2011, from
the chair of the Standing Committee on Legislative Offices to the
Speaker advising that the committee was recommending accep-
tance of the revised resignation date and that the Standing
Committee on Legislative Offices accepted the revised date, and
then the fourth letter, dated February 10, 2011, from the Speaker
advising Mr. Button that his request had been accepted. It’s totally
transparent.

Request for Emergency Debate

The Speaker: We have one item of business, and that is a notice
of motion submitted by the hon. Member for Edmonton-
Highlands-Norwood. Standing Order 30(2) provides 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 con-
siders relevant to the question of urgency,” and it is the role of the
chair to rule on whether or not the request for leave is in order.
What is not defined, of course, in our standing orders is the word
“briefly,” but let’s assume it should equate roughly to the length
of time provided for a member’s statement.
Please proceed, hon. member.

Financial Disclosure by Leadership Candidates

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much for that guidance, Mr.
Speaker. Pursuant to Standing Order 30(2)
Be it resolved that the ordinary business of the Legislative
Assembly be adjourned to discuss a matter of urgent and public
importance; namely, the immediate need for legislation regard-
ing financial reporting by individuals who are seeking the
leadership of a registered political party.

I’ll briefly speak to the urgency and saliency of this motion.
Three political parties, registered in Alberta and represented in
this House, are now at the initial stages of leadership campaigns.
The person selected as the leader of the Progressive Conservative
Party will be, for a brief time at least, the Premier of this province,
and two other leaders are also potentially future Premiers. It’s a
matter of very urgent public importance because the person who is
successful is going to be the Premier, and one of the others may in
fact become the Premier at a future date, so I believe that it’s vital
to the public interest that the financial supporters of the leadership
campaigns be publicly reported. Millions of dollars will be spent
in the coming months by people who want to become the leaders
of these political parties, and potentially the Premier.

The public, in my view, has a right to know the size of dona-
tions each candidate receives and from whom. While Alberta has
legislation requiring that candidates and parties participating in
elections for seats in the House disclose their financial contribu-
tions, we do not have the same requirement for individuals who
campaign for the leadership of a political party. Mr. Speaker, this
is an enormous loophole since, as I’ve already mentioned, the
successful candidates go on to campaign for the office of Premier
of Alberta. I think that this threatens the integrity of our reporting
legislation, and I believe that Alberta is behind other jurisdictions
in not having the legislation to require this. I know that three prov-
inces and the government of Canada have legislation that does
require disclosure of leadership campaign donations.

I’m making this motion because I see no other opportunity for
the House to address this issue. There is nothing on the Order
Paper related to financial disclosure of campaign donations for
leadership races, and the indications that we have had from the
government, including yesterday’s throne speech, gave no indica-
tion of any legislation in the area of political contributions for

leadership campaigns. In fact, in a public statement the Premier
has ruled out bringing this forward in terms of legislation although
he said that it’s his personal mission to ensure that there are some
rules with respect to this for at least the Progressive Conserva-
tives.

Mr. Speaker, I’d also like to point out that the House unani-
mously passed a motion, which I sponsored in 2007, calling for
legislation that would make donations to leadership campaigns
subject to the same disclosure rules as any other political donation.
At the time of that motion the 2006 contest for the leadership of
the Progressive Conservative Party was very recent. The experi-
ence of that contest raised awareness among the public of the
importance of having legislation which would require all leader-
ship candidates to meet the same standard for financial disclosure.
It did become an issue because millions were spent by the various
leadership candidates on the various level of details which each
candidate provided. For example, the Premier released informa-
tion on the $967,000 he raised for his campaign, but $163,000 of
that was raised . . .

3:00

The Speaker: Hon. member, please. I don’t mean to interrupt, but
I think you’re giving your speech. What we’re doing now is talk-
ing about the reason why we should have a discussion, not your
speech.

Mr. Mason: [ actually had a much better speech, but I will take
your point. I simply want to say that this is important because,
given the lack of legislation, we have political leaders in this
Assembly and, in the case of the Wildrose Alliance leader, outside
of the Assembly who have won or participated in leadership races
and have not fully disclosed their campaign donations, and I think
that is a serious problem.

Mr. Speaker, I did want to point out that the motion that I pre-
sented in 2007 was unanimously passed by this House, yet nothing
has happened. I’'m hopeful that a consensus will still exist on this
and that we can continue to go forward with this debate in hopes
of triggering some legislation from the government that we can all
agree upon in time or before the completion of these leadership
races so that there is uniform disclosure and legally required rules
for the disclosure of the very substantial amounts of money that
are normally collected by leadership campaigns.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: The hon. Government House Leader, then the hon.
Official Opposition House Leader, and then I think we’ll put a
wrap to it and make a decision.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would agree that the
topic of financial disclosure for leadership contestants is certainly
a topical one, an interesting one, and a current one but not one
which would beg for the adjourning of the natural order of the
House to discuss on an emergent basis for a number of reasons.

First of all, the question is: what is the most important business
that we can do today? We had the speech from His Honour the
Lieutenant Governor yesterday, and it is parliamentary protocol
and tradition that we hear a response at the earliest possible date
from the opposition. That opportunity is this afternoon. It would
be highly inappropriate to hijack that opportunity in order to have
another debate on something unless it was absolutely critical to
have that emergency debate.

Secondly, the report from the Standing Committee on Public
Safety and Services on the review of financial disclosure for our
leadership contestants was tabled in this House, I believe, on Oc-
tober 7, 2010. This question in its entirety was referred to the
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policy field committee last year by the hon. Minister of Justice
and Attorney General, as is provided for in our standing orders.
The policy field committee had a thorough discussion on it. They
heard from, I believe, all of the registered political parties or at
least a good number of the registered political parties, and they
made some recommendations, which are in the hands of the minis-
ter now. Pursuant to the standing orders the minister will have to
respond to that report within the 180-day time frame of the report
having been tabled in the House. I would point out to the hon.
Member for Edmonton-Highlands that that date is coming up, so
there will be an opportunity in this House to have that response
and to deal with it.

So it’s not urgent. It’s certainly not more urgent than discussion
of the agenda of this government for the coming year as outlined
by His Honour the Lieutenant Governor and the opportunity for
members of the opposition to respond. Not that I usually would be
standing up championing that on their behalf, but it is an impor-
tant part of the parliamentary tradition and process that we have a
Speech from the Throne and that we have an opportunity for re-
sponses to the Speech from the Throne. That is the more important
business of the day.

With respect to the ongoing leadership processes I can certainly
say in this House that our Premier has made it clear and the presi-
dent of our party has made it clear that the Progressive
Conservative Party will have an open and transparent process
relative to all aspects of the process, as is the norm, but particu-
larly with respect to financial disclosure. The public is not going
to have to worry about that from the government side of the House
or from whomever the new Premier is.

I do need to respond to a misapprehension that was raised by
the hon. member when he indicated that there was nondisclosure
by the Premier and some other candidates in the last leadership
process. That’s one of the things that has bothered me ever since
that came up at the time and has been mentioned time and time
again in the media and now by the hon. member.

It should be very, very clear from the disclosures that were
made by the Premier, by this hon. member, and by at least one
other candidate that those amounts that were raised for that leader-
ship that were not publicly disclosed were not publicly disclosed
because they were funds that were raised at fundraising events
with low ticket prices, which wouldn’t have been covered by the
disclosure requirements in any event. That’s been something that
has been really quite problematic every time this has been raised.

The important part, Mr. Speaker, is that parties can, if they want
to impress the public with their openness and transparency, have
the rules in place. The Progressive Conservative Party will have
those rules in place. The House has had an opportunity to deal
with this issue and will have an opportunity again to deal with this
issue, and most importantly it’s got important business before it in
terms of the response to the Speech from the Throne, which His
Honour the Lieutenant Governor eloquently delivered yesterday.

The Speaker: Okay. I’'m going to encourage members once again
to stick to the reason why I’'m recognizing, and that is for a brief
argument about urgency, not the subject. The subject could be
anything.

The hon. member.

Ms Blakeman: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I would like
to speak to the urgency of this debate in that a number of leader-
ship debates have already commenced, and the organizing for
them has already commenced. I’m not privy to individual races,
but I’'m sure bank accounts have been opened and that donations
may well have already been accepted without the consistency that

is being sought through this discussion. So the urgency in this
debate is that we are seeking consistency for all members who
wish to pursue a leadership race, for whichever party that might
be. Failure to provide that consistency means that we will have
differing rules come into place at differing times for different
groups.

The Official Opposition caucus has agreed that this particular
issue and its urgency is important enough to have us agree to de-
lay our leader’s response to the throne speech. It is the opinion of
this Official Opposition caucus that, in fact, this topic should be
part of the government agenda and therefore should be included as
part of the discussion around the throne speech, the urgency being
that failure to have this discussion to urge the government to move
on legislation as quickly as possible means that we will have dif-
fering rules put in place and that people will be subject to differing
rules as they come into the race, and I’'m sure some races have
already started.

There’s a public confidence issue here. There is a consistency
and predictability issue for those members who wish to enter a
leadership race but also for those that are considering it and for the
people that support them. Based on that, I would argue there is
urgency for this. It is not clear to us, based on what the Govern-
ment House Leader has said, from the rules that the government
caucus is putting into place, what exactly that is. Do they mean
they will admit any donation over $375, which is the Elections
Alberta rule, or all donations? How will they clarify the contro-
versy around the event ticket price, that the Government House
Leader has highlighted?

You begin to understand how complex and how up in the air all
of these issues are. The urgency behind it is that they need to be
clarified so that everyone moves forward from here with a consis-
tent idea of what is expected of them and what the public expects
of them, and that’s who we really answer to, Mr. Speaker.

Thank you for listening to me.

The Speaker: Hon. members, I indicated a little earlier that under
Standing Order 30(2) the member was recognized to provide brief
arguments in favour of the request for leave, and the Speaker then
may allow such debate as he considers relevant to the question of
urgency. It is the role of the chair to rule on whether or not the
request for leave is in order. The chair has listened attentively not
only today but on previous occasions. On today’s application and
after hearing argument and postulating alternatives, the chair is
prepared to rule on whether the request for leave for this motion is
in order.

First, the Member for Edmonton-Highlands-Norwood has met
the requirement of providing at least two hours’ notice to the
Speaker’s office. Notice was received this morning at 8:19. The
Speaker also had an opportunity to read a news article about it, so
he got it two ways.

Secondly, before the question as to whether this motion should
proceed can be put to the Assembly, the chair must rule on
whether the motion meets the requirements of Standing Order
30(7), which requires that “the matter proposed for discussion
must relate to a genuine emergency, calling for immediate and
urgent consideration.” The relevant parliamentary authorities for
this subject are pages 689 to 696 of House of Commons Procedure
and Practice, the second edition, and Beauchesne’s paragraphs
387 to 390.

3:10

The motion reads as follows, and I repeat:
Be it resolved that the ordinary business of the Legislative
Assembly be adjourned to discuss a matter of urgent public im-
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portance; namely, the immediate need for legislation regarding
financial reporting by individuals who are seeking the leader-
ship of a registered political party.

In the chair’s view, this matter in no way constitutes a genuine
emergency. At page 694 of House of Commons Procedure and
Practice, the second edition, the authors note that emergency de-
bate provisions cannot be used for items that may — underline
“may” — come before the House in a regular legislative program.
The subject of leadership funding disclosure was considered by a
policy field committee last year, a number of months ago. Then it
was referred back to the Minister of Justice and Attorney General,
who could presumably propose legislation. At the very least, the
minister must report to the House, and that will give an opportuni-
ty for discussion and debate.

The issue of financing a party leadership contest is not a new
one, not a new one at all. Party leadership contests have appeared
before, and they will appear again. The chair notes that the crite-
rion of urgency in Standing Order 30 does not mean urgency of
the matter but urgency of debate. Although this issue might be
considered by some to be topical, very topical, it’s certainly not
one requiring a debate that would postpone the business of the
Assembly this afternoon.

Part of the business of the Assembly this afternoon, in fact, is
discussion of the Speech from the Throne, which provides any
speaker a wide range of latitude. Presumably, every speech in
response to the Speech from the Throne could be: why doesn’t the
Speech from the Throne point out the need for legislation with
respect to election financing? There could be your speech. You
have an opportunity, starting very shortly.

Accordingly the chair does not find that the request for leave is
in order under the Assembly’s rules, and the question will not be
put.

Orders of the Day
Government Motions

2. Mr. Hancock moved:
Be it resolved that the Legislative Assembly resolve into
Committee of the Whole, when called, to consider certain
bills on the Order Paper.

[Government Motion 2 carried]

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

[Government Motion 3 carried]

The Speaker: The hon. Government House Leader.

Evening Sitting on February 28, 2011

4. Mr. Hancock moved:
Be it resolved that pursuant to Standing Order 4(1) the Leg-
islative Assembly shall meet in Committee of Supply for
consideration of the 2010-11 supplementary supply esti-
mates for the general revenue fund on the evening of
Monday, February 28, 2011, commencing at 7:30 p.m.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. In anticipation of the
tabling of interim supply tomorrow, I would propose Government
Motion 4. I think I said earlier “interim supply,” and I meant sup-
plementary supply.

[Government Motion 4 carried]

The Speaker: The hon. Government House Leader.

Consideration of Main Estimates

Mr. Hancock moved:
Be it resolved that this motion apply for the consideration of
the 2011-12 main estimates.
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When they are laid before the Assembly, the main es-
timates of the government and the offices of the
Legislative Assembly stand referred to Committee of
Supply and the policy field committees according to
the schedule included with this motion.
The estimates of each department shall be considered
by Committee of Supply or a policy field committee
for three hours unless there are no members who wish
to speak before the expiration of the three hours, in
which case the respective committee’s consideration
of the estimates of the particular department is
deemed to have been completed.

When a department’s estimates are considered by

Committee of Supply on a Tuesday or Wednesday af-

ternoon, the committee’s consideration shall continue

until it is complete notwithstanding standing orders

3(1) and 4, so proceedings may conclude later than

the normal adjournment hour of 6 p.m.

A policy field committee shall commence its consid-

eration of a department’s estimates in the Chamber at

6:30 p.m. or, if Committee of Supply has met that af-

ternoon and the Assembly has adjourned later than 6

p-m., one half-hour after Committee of Supply has

concluded its consideration of a department’s esti-

mates for that day.

At the end of three hours’ consideration of a depart-

ment’s estimates or at the conclusion if there are no

members who wish to speak, the Committee of

Supply rises and reports progress without question

put. If a policy field committee is considering the

main estimates, it stands adjourned at the completion
of its consideration that evening without question put.

The allotment of time in Committee of Supply or a

policy field committee for the consideration of the

main estimates shall be as follows:

(a) the minister or the member of the Executive
Council acting on the minister’s behalf may
make opening comments not to exceed 10 mi-
nutes;

(b) for the hour that follows, members of the Offi-
cial Opposition and the minister or the member
of the Executive Council acting on the minis-
ter’s behalf may speak;

(¢c) for the next 20 minutes the members of the
third party, if any, and the minister or the
member of the Executive Council acting on the
minister’s behalf may speak;

(d) for the next 20 minutes the members of the
fourth party, if any, and the minister or the
member of the Executive Council acting on the
minister’s behalf may speak;

(e) for the next 20 minutes the members of any
other party represented in the Assembly, any
independent members, and the minister or the
member of the Executive Council acting on the
minister’s behalf may speak; and

(f) any member may speak thereafter.
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(7)  When an amendment to a department’s estimates is
moved in Committee of Supply or in a policy field
committee, the vote on the amendment stands de-
ferred until the vote on the main estimates occurs.
(8) All votes on a department’s estimates in Committee
of Supply or in a policy field committee stand de-
ferred until the evening of April 20, 2011.
(9)  On the evening of April 20, 2011, Committee of Sup-
ply shall meet at either 7:30 p.m. or one half-hour
after the committee has completed its consideration of
the main estimates for that afternoon, whichever is
later, and commence voting on the main estimates.
(10) There shall be one vote on the main estimates on the
evening of April 20, 2011, unless
(a) additional votes are required on amendments
previously moved in Committee of Supply or in
a policy field committee prior to calling the
vote on the main estimates; or

(b) on at least one day’s notice a member has pro-
vided written notification to the chair and the
Clerk of his or her desire that the estimates of a
particular department be voted on separately, in
which case that department’s estimates shall be
voted on separately, and the final vote for the
main estimates shall consist of the estimates of
any departments not yet voted upon.

(11) All votes on the main estimates in Committee of Sup-
ply, including votes on amendments, shall be taken
without debate or further amendment.

(12) For greater clarity, Standing Order 32(3.1) applies to
divisions in Committee of Supply during any votes on
the main estimates.

(13) When a policy field committee has completed its con-
sideration of the main estimates of the departments
indicated in the schedule, the chair shall so report to
Committee of Supply on the date scheduled for the
vote on the main estimates without question put.

(14) Prior to the vote on the main estimates the chair shall
put the question to approve the estimates of the Legis-
lative Assembly, as approved by the Special Standing
Committee on Members’ Services, and the estimates
of the officers of the Legislature, which shall be de-
cided without debate or amendment.

And be it further resolved that standing orders 59.01, 59.03,

60(1), and 63 shall not apply to the consideration of the

2011-12 main estimates of the government of Alberta and

the offices of the Legislative Assembly.

Schedule, 2011-2012 Main Estimates

February 24: Budget Address.

March 1, evening: International and Intergovernmental Re-

lations, Resources and Environment PFC.

March 2, afternoon: Finance and Enterprise, Committee of

Supply.

March 2, evening: Aboriginal Relations, Public Safety and

Services PFC.

March 7, evening: Service Alberta, Public Safety and Ser-

vices PFC.

March 8, evening: Seniors and Community Supports,

Health PFC.

March 9, afternoon: Energy, Committee of Supply.

March 9, evening: Housing and Urban Affairs, Community

Services PFC.

March 14, evening: Employment and Immigration, Econo-

my PFC.

March 15, evening: Tourism, Parks and Recreation, Com-
munity Services PFC.

March 16, evening: Children and Youth Services, Health
PFC.

March 21, evening: Treasury Board, Public Safety and Ser-
vices PFC.

March 22, afternoon: Environment, Committee of Supply.
March 22, evening: Justice, Public Safety and Services
PFC.

March 23, afternoon: Culture and Community Spirit, Com-
mittee of Supply.

March 23, evening: Transportation, Economy PFC.

April 11, evening: Solicitor General and Public Security,
Public Safety and Services PFC.

April 12, afternoon: Executive Council, Committee of Sup-

ply.

April 12, evening: Advanced Education and Technology,
Economy PFC.

April 13, afternoon: Health and Wellness, Committee of
Supply.

April 13, evening: Sustainable Resource Development, Re-
sources and Environment PFC.

April 18, evening: Municipal Affairs, Community Services
PFC.

April 19, afternoon: Education, Committee of Supply.

April 19, evening: Agriculture and Rural Development, Re-
sources and Environment PFC.

April 20, afternoon: Infrastructure, Committee of Supply.
April 20, evening: main estimates votes, Committee of

Supply.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Government Motion 5 is
very long and covers just about five pages in the Order Paper. |
would move Government Motion 5 as printed in the Order Paper.

The Speaker: Okay. This motion is debatable. Any participants?
Then I’ll call on the hon. Government House Leader to close
the debate or to call the question.

Mr. Hancock: I’ll call the question.

[Government Motion 5 carried]

The Speaker: I would like to advise hon. members that following
this decision with respect to this motion, all members will receive
a letter from the chair covering additional information on proce-
dural matters that will affect consideration of participation during
these estimates. It follows through with what we’ve done in the
past, just for clarification.

Committee Membership Changes

9. Mr. Hancock moved:

Be it resolved that the following changes to

(a) the Standing Committee on Private Bills be approved:
that Ms Redford replace hon. Mr. Olson, that Dr.
Morton replace Mr. Bhardwaj, that Mr. Horner re-
place Mr. Amery;

(b) the Standing Committee on Public Accounts be ap-
proved: that Mr. Allred replace hon. Mr. Olson;

(¢) the Standing Committee on Members’ Services be
approved: that Mr. Amery replace hon. Mr. Weadick,
that Mr. Bhullar replace hon. Mr. Oberle;

(d) the Standing Committee on Health be approved: that
Mr. Griffiths replace hon. Mr. Olson, that Dr. Swann
replace Dr. Taft;
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(e) the Standing Committee on Resources and Environ-
ment be approved: that Mr. Marz replace Mr. Dallas;

(f) the Standing Committee on the Economy be ap-
proved: that Mr. Dallas replace Mr. Griffiths, that Ms
Tarchuk replace Mr. Marz, that Mr. Johnson replace
hon. Mr. Weadick;

(g) the Standing Committee on the Alberta Heritage Sav-
ings Trust Fund be approved: that Dr. Taft replace Ms
Blakeman.

The Speaker: Shall I call the question? This is a debatable mo-
tion. No further speakers?

[Government Motion 9 carried]

Consideration of His Honour
the Lieutenant Governor’s Speech

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

To His Honour Colonel (Retired) the Honourable Donald S.
Ethell, OC, OMM, AOE, MSC, CD, LLD, the Lieutenant Gover-
nor of the Province of Alberta:

We, Her Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Legis-
lative 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.

The Speaker: Hon. members, the procedure, then, for participa-

tion here of the next number of speakers will be, first of all, the

hon. Member for Grande Prairie-Wapiti, followed by the hon.

Member for Calgary-Montrose, followed by the hon. Leader of the

Official Opposition, and then we’ll do a rotation for participation.
The hon. Member for Grande Prairie-Wapiti.

Mr. Drysdale: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I'm truly honoured to
rise today and move acceptance of the Speech from the Throne
given by His Honour the Lieutenant Governor. It is an honour to
do this on behalf of my constituents in Grande Prairie-Wapiti. |
would like to begin by thanking the Lieutenant Governor for both
his eloquent words and his commitment to this great province. |
would also like to thank him for formally beginning this, the
Fourth Session of the 27th Legislature.

Mr. Speaker, His Honour’s career should be looked upon with
utmost respect for his service to this country. I applaud his convic-
tion as he continues to selflessly serve the people of Alberta. The
Lieutenant Governor stated that his experiences in war-torn coun-
tries have reaffirmed the values that many Albertans hold true,
those of citizenship, service to others, democracy, and the rule of
law. It is with these values and convictions that we can create a
better Alberta.

I would also like to extend thanks and gratitude to our hon.
Premier. Under his leadership Alberta has emerged from the eco-
nomic downturn better than any other jurisdiction in Canada and
has also taken steps to be stronger than ever. It is a well-known
fact that Alberta has done more than just weather the economic
storm. Alberta was able to meet the challenges of the downturn
without raising taxes, without making massive cutbacks to priority
programs, and without leaving our children and grandchildren
with massive debt.

This government recognizes that generations of Albertans have
worked hard to create the many advantages we enjoy today. Mr.
Speaker, making choices that will benefit the province in the long
term is not easy. It requires confidence, dedication, and a strong

vision for the future. Together this government will continue to
make the choices that will create a better future for our province.

Mr. Speaker, I note that the Speech from the Throne highlights
many key initiatives that this government will embark on this year
and in the years to come. These initiatives will build upon the
success that this government and previous governments have at-
tained. I am pleased that we will focus on initiatives such as
economic diversity, which will create a more prosperous province.
Economic diversity is a theme that is often heard across Alberta,
including my constituency.

I am encouraged to see that this government will continue to
expand our economy with Bill 1, the Asia Advisory Council Act.
In particular, this act has the potential to have an immense impact
on my constituency, especially with our close proximity to the
expanding northern ports in British Columbia. These expanding
ports offer gateways to trade and investment. They will strengthen
our economy, which will mean economic prosperity for all
Albertans.

3:20

The recent economic downturn highlighted that we cannot rely
solely on one export country. Alberta is heavily reliant on only
one market, the United States, with 85 per cent of our exports
going there. Reliance on the United States has at times put us in a
vulnerable position, and the message that has been taken from the
recent economic downturn is that Alberta and Canada as a whole
are far too dependent on the United States to sustain the kind of
incomes and social programs we have come to expect. As such,
this government has taken the initiative to diversify the markets in
Asia. Bill 1 will ensure that a wise and thoughtful market diversi-
fication strategy is developed.

Mr. Speaker, Grande Prairie-Wapiti is rich in the energy, agri-
culture, and forest industries, three industries that are coveted by
growing eastern markets. Grande Prairie-Wapiti is a gateway to
the north and can and will serve as a major hub in the trade corri-
dor to these new markets. These new markets will open up a
whole new level of economic prosperity for northern Alberta.
Albertans are known to be entrepreneurial, and our government
will foster this ambition by creating economic opportunity.

As I mentioned, Mr. Speaker, my constituency relies heavily on
the energy sector, and the confidence in the energy sector has
strengthened as a result of the initiative that this government has
taken over the past year. This province has shown that it is com-
petitive, and it’s attracting new investment as a result. This
government’s work in the energy sector is enabling Albertans to
prosper. Furthermore, this province is committed to a clean and
ethical energy sector, which will only ensure a healthy and robust
economy. This government’s renewed commitment to ensuring
value-added bitumen right here in Alberta will be a welcome step
in my constituency.

Agriculture is an industry that also will benefit from the diversi-
fication of our markets. Mr. Speaker, agriculture is synonymous
with the Grande Prairie region. With some of the best quality of
wheat produced there, the access to Asian markets will allow
farmers to market their product beyond Canadian borders.

Not only do wheat and other grain products populate this re-
gion, but the beef industry is thriving as well. The attention to
quality by our ranchers has ensured that beef produced in the
Grande Prairie region is top-notch and, therefore, will be well
received overseas.

Mr. Speaker, the forestry industry has also been impacted by the
economic downturn, having a significant impact on the northern
regions of this province, in particular my constituency of Grande
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Prairie-Wapiti. The major cause for this downturn was the United
States housing market. This leads back to my earlier point about
diversifying our markets. There are many other countries that have
a thirst for our forest products. We would be remiss if we did not
explore these markets.

There is not only a need to diversify access to markets but a
need to diversify products as well. Development of new technolo-
gy allows for new products and new usage of forest products. We
can no longer rely on the conventional forest products to keep the
forest industry relevant and healthy. I am pleased to see this gov-
ernment work with the forest industry to ensure that forestry will
remain a sector that is integral to Alberta. Furthermore, doing so
will build a more sustainable future for this renewable resource
that is so vital to many northern communities.

Not only has the economic downturn affected the forest indus-
try; it has also been threatened by wildfires, insects, and disease.
We must continue to work aggressively to combat these ever-
present and natural threats. The mountain pine beetle is one of the
most invasive and destructive pests that this province has been
faced with. I applaud this government’s effective monitoring and
control of this pest, and I am pleased that there is a continued
pledge to fight the invasion of the mountain pine beetle. Much like
the Norwegian rat once devastated the agrifood industry, I would
one day like to see the mountain pine beetle likened to the rat in
Alberta: eradicated.

Mr. Speaker, I would also like to touch on an industry that does
not get much attention in Grande Prairie, that of tourism. As the
Lieutenant Governor stated, one of the foundations of this prov-
ince is tourism, yet Grande Prairie has not fully benefited from
this industry.

Many groups, including this government, have partnered to-
gether to build a dinosaur museum, the Pipestone Creek River of
Death and Discovery Dinosaur centre. For those of you who may
not be aware of this area, the Pipestone Creek fossil site is an ex-
tensive bonebed of scientific significance, and it is one of the most
northern discoveries of dinosaurs in Alberta. Mr. Speaker, I am
confident that this government will implement its plan for the
upcoming year. The new investment and prosperity in my consti-
tuency will help this project come to fruition.

This government will work to ensure that the energy, agricul-
ture, forestry, and tourism industries continue to prosper. In order
to do so, we must make key investments in Alberta’s infrastruc-
ture. Alberta’s government has in place a 20-year capital plan, and
a continued renewal of this plan will ensure that priority infra-
structure such as schools, hospitals, roads, and long-term care
facilities is built. This will lead to a province that has the most
advanced infrastructure in North America.

Of interest is the investment in major economic corridors, in-
cluding highway 63 and highway 43, which leads to Grande
Prairie. These investments are ensuring that the northern and
Grande Prairie areas are poised to take full advantage of a growing
economy. My constituents will also be pleased with the pledge to
build new hospitals and renovate other health facilities. Grande
Prairie’s population has exploded in the past few years, and a new
hospital ensures the health of our current and future citizens.

Not only will Grande Prairie benefit from an investment in
health infrastructure, but so will Beaverlodge and its surrounding
communities. The Premier has committed to ensuring that this
facility is rebuilt to today’s standard so that it can continue to
manage the approximately 28,000 visits per year.

The investment in infrastructure throughout the province is a
needed improvement. As an example I note that investment is
being made in southern regions of this province with the building
of a state-of-the-art public safety and law enforcement training

centre in Fort Macleod. Not only are we catching up, but we are
being mindful of the growth ahead.

Mr. Speaker, with this investment we’ll build a better Alberta.
As the Lieutenant Governor so emphatically stated:

of all Alberta’s natural resources, none is more valuable than
our people. It is our ethical citizenship, engaged thinking, and
entrepreneurial spirit that have made Alberta prosperous today,
and which are the foundation of tomorrow’s promise.

Mr. Speaker, I echo this sentiment. That is why I applaud this
government’s investment in education, health, employment, and
our safety. These investments will ensure a brighter future for all
Albertans as we work to build a more sustainable province. A
prime example of this investment is the Grande Prairie Regional
College. The GPRC is training the youth of our region, focusing
on health professionals. This, in turn, will ensure that the Grande
Prairie region has the skilled labour force to support a growing
economic region.

In closing, I would again like to thank His Honour the Lieuten-
ant Governor for his inspiring words and dedicated public service
and again thank our hon. Premier for his leadership and vision. I
believe that under the guidance of these two men and with the
dedication and spirit of the Alberta people we can make a future to
truly be proud of.

Thank you.

The Speaker: Hon. members, now the hon. Member for Calgary-
Montrose.

Mr. Bhullar: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It’s indeed an
honour to speak and to second the Speech from the Throne. I
would also like to thank the Honourable the Lieutenant Governor
for his service to this country in many capacities. I think there is
no greater honour and no greater testament to the love of a citizen
than being willing to put one’s life on the line to serve one’s coun-
try. For that, I am forever thankful to our Lieutenant Governor and
to all those who serve today all across the world, those willing to
put themselves and their lives on the line for our great nation.

3:30

Mr. Speaker, actually, I’d like to take a moment here very
quickly and just remember something I said at a eulogy for a
soldier, somebody that served in the British Indian army. This
was just about a month ago, and his name was Major Jawanda.
This man served in the British Indian army and in the Indian
Army after that, and he was engaged in, I believe, three different
wars. Subsequent to his service in the army he moved to Canada,
and at that time he really found this spirit of engaging in Cana-
dian society.

I was delivering this eulogy at his service, and I must say that I
was absolutely taken by the fact that at one end of the spectrum
this man had the courage to pick up arms to defend his nation and
that at the other end of the spectrum this man had the great gentle-
ness to teach ESL students at the elementary level of English, how
he was willing to give his life and everything he had on one end of
the spectrum, in the battlefield, and how he was willing to devote
time with vulnerable families, people going through very difficult
moments, especially new Canadians.

I found that to be the most brilliant example of the greatest of
humans, where they’re willing to give of themselves in every dif-
ferent capacity. For that, once again, Mr. Speaker, I salute all
those who serve our great nation today, who have in the past, and
all those wonderful young people, I know, that are stepping up to
serve in the forces in the future. I salute you.

Mr. Speaker, at this time I’d also like to take a moment to thank
our great Premier for his service. Very recently I was asked the
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question of what I look for in a leader. The answer, I think, in its
simplest form is that I wish for a leader that I can trust humanity
with. When I say that, when I say a leader I can trust humanity
with, what I’'m referring to is the fact that a leader’s responsibility
is to make sure the most gifted and talented in a society are able to
capitalize on their every potential, that they’re able to uplift socie-
ty in many different ways, to pull us forward.

A leader also has the responsibility of looking after the most
vulnerable in our society, Mr. Speaker, those that may at times not
have a voice, those that may not have a big and powerful cham-
pion that they can call upon in their most dire hours, those that
very often have lost their own voice. I'm proud to say that our
current Premier is a man that I believe we all can and have been
able to trust humanity with, and in my eyes, in my humble opi-
nion, I think that is one of the greatest compliments to a human
being. So I, too, would like to thank him for his honourable ser-
vice to our province.

Mr. Speaker, when I was elected in 2008, the world seemed to
be a different place than it is today in many respects. We had tre-
mendous growth, prices increasing in every different field you
could look at. You had employers complaining about not being
able to find employees, and you had employees dealing with is-
sues of not being able to find housing within reasonable financial
circumstances.

Shortly after we got elected, Mr. Speaker, as you know, the
world was hit with this massive recession, the likes of which we
have not seen or that I have not seen in my lifetime and that I
think most of the world has not seen since the Great Depression.
Although the needs of our province in the short term may have
changed, in the long term they are still the same.

Now, with respect to the short term, Mr. Speaker, we are so
fortunate to be in a province where this government over the last
number of years saved approximately $25 billion. Of that, $17
billion was in the sustainability fund. The recession hits, and many
jurisdictions around the globe are spending. They’re increasing
their debt. We in Alberta have the good fortune of having savings,
cash in the bank that was put in the bank for a day like today. A
recession hits. You don’t need to make absolutely irrational choic-
es overnight. We’ve been able to do that. We’ve been able to
cushion the effects of the recession. We are the only jurisdiction
that can still say that we’re completely, on an overall picture, in
the black.

Then, Mr. Speaker, one must ask: well, what about the long-
term prospects of our province? It’s no secret that we were attract-
ing, essentially, a new city of Red Deer, a hundred thousand
people, to our province every single year before the recession hit.
We know those days will come again, and we know that we’re
still playing catch-up in some respect on infrastructure. When
prices are lower for building and you have cash in the bank, I
think the only wise thing to do is to build. I think it’s absolutely
prudent to ensure that the Alberta of tomorrow can be lived up to
because we put the infrastructure in place today.

Mr. Speaker, I’'m incredibly proud of the fact that the ring road in
Calgary per se is moving forth, that we’ve got a new Calgary south
health campus, that will have nearly 300 new beds. I’'m very, very
pleased that we’ve created 35 new schools and are looking to build
14 more by next year. We expanded the Peter Lougheed hospital in
northeast Calgary. I am very, very pleased that we are preparing for
what we know is coming — and that is the retirement of a great deal
of our citizens — by creating more continuing care beds. Sir, I’'m not
referring to you retiring. I’'m referring to a great deal of people. You
gave me a little look, and I thought: no, sir. You have the spirit of,
let’s say, our youngest members, that is timeless.

Mr. Speaker, we’ve built 502 continuing care beds throughout
Alberta since April of 2010. We’re well on our way towards our
target of 2,300 continuing care beds by 2012 and 5,300 by 2015. I
think this is absolutely essential, and I think the time to build this is
now because prices are down.

Now, Mr. Speaker, on top of that, I’ll tell you that in 2008 one of
the things I heard at the doors very often was the need for more
police officers. At that time we committed to 300 more police offic-
ers in this province, and I’'m incredibly proud of the fact that we
have 300 new police officers on the streets of Alberta today as a
result of our government’s actions. In addition, I represent parts of
the city that have a lot of young families — a lot of young families —
and it’s absolutely engaging and invigorating to spend time with
them. Their energy and their passion and the excitement with which
they raise their children is absolutely brilliant. I was very committed
to championing the case for child care spaces. The government
promised 14,000. Incredibly proud to say that we have over 18,000
new child care spaces. I think that is, again, showing the sort of
hope that we need for the Alberta of the future.

3:40

Now, Mr. Speaker, we went into the recession knowing the sort
of economic makeup of our world. We knew where the U.S. sat. |
mean, they were still the big powerhouse. But I don’t think we knew
exactly how we would come out of the recession, what the makeup
of the economic world would look like. I think today it’s becoming
incredibly clear that Asia cannot be ignored, that Asia must be en-
gaged. For us to capitalize on everything we have in this province,
we must engage with developing countries like India, China, Brazil,
et cetera.

Mr. Speaker, there are also a multitude of ways of engaging
with these nations and multiple reasons for us paying attention to
what’s happening in these nations. One is just the fact that we
have what they need. We have resources they need, we have ex-
pertise they need, so it makes sense for us to expand our markets
and to service them. It makes sense for us to find ways to get our
oil and gas or our expertise in various different fields to them.
They have a hunger and a desire to progress, and that brings me to
my second point.

I’1l start this point with a very brief story, Mr. Speaker, of a fami-
ly that I met within the last year. This family has relatives in India
that employ domestic staff, so housekeepers and the like, at their
home. Now, a condition of the staff, something the staff wanted
when they were seeking this employment, was that their children,
the staff’s children, would be able to attend the same school as the
homeowner’s children. They said: “Pay us less. Deduct it from our
wage if you want, but our kids need to attend the same school your
kids attend.” A family of four, five, six, or seven has to suffer in-
credibly if they’re being paid that much less to put this one child
through quality education, but they do, and they do this because this
is their only route into those schools, into what I’d consider world-
class education. This is their only route into world-class education,
so they do this. They sacrifice, and they put their children in these
schools.

Now, Mr. Speaker, what’s happening, what’s in the pipeline
today, is that you have millions and millions of people who would
otherwise never have the potential to learn English or to get an
education that could give them a middle-class lifestyle — okay? —
that are now getting these opportunities because their parents have
found unique ways to get them that quality education. This first of
all shows a hunger on the part of people in developing countries,
quite frankly, that I think is absent in our country sometimes. I



February 23, 2011

Alberta Hansard 27

would love to see this sort of passion and this sort of commitment
to education on the part of our young people.

But what this also says, Mr. Speaker, is the fact that within a
few years we will have people in these nations that have education
as good as ours. My question is: what happens if India has 300
million people — 300 million people — who have an education
equivalent to a North American postsecondary education? What
are the effects of that on us in North America? What are the ef-
fects of that on Canada, on Alberta? I think the effect is that
anything and everything that can be outsourced will be out-
sourced. We’re seeing this today, but you’re going to see this
more and more and more. Engineering, accounting, law, medicine:
all of that work is going to continue to move forth and be out-
sourced.

Legal work. I read a survey, Mr. Speaker, where many of the
top New York law firms were questioned about whether or not
they outsource legal work to India. The answer was overwhel-
mingly yes, and a few refused to answer the question. So one of
the best legal markets in the world is admitting: yeah, we bill you
600 bucks an hour, and we send that work to India. That means
that for the future of our province, for the future of our country
and, quite frankly, the future of North America, yes, we have our
natural resources — and they’re absolutely important — but our
natural resources are just one aspect of our future success.

‘What we must ensure for our future success is greater education
within our nation. Quite frankly, postsecondary participation rates
in this country being under 30 per cent is unacceptable. We must
foster a culture of innovation in this country and in this province
where every person who decides not to pursue a postsecondary
education understands the impact that has on the rest of Canada’s
citizens. If we stall in our development and growth as individuals,
we are not just affecting ourselves and our family and our imme-
diate circle, but we are collectively having a negative effect on our
province and our country as a whole.

Mr. Speaker, I’ve spoken about this culture of innovation re-
peatedly, and I will continue to do so until we as a people really
are committed to constant and never-ending growth. We have
potential all around us that is not realized because people either
don’t have the ability to pursue education or because they just
don’t believe they can do it. I was one of those students who
didn’t think that I would pursue a postsecondary education, and
quite frankly when I woke up to the fact that I was just as bright as
anybody else, I loved it. I love education. I love learning. I love
growing.

Mr. Speaker, this needs to be the rule. Never-ending learning
and growth needs to be the rule and not the exception in our coun-
try. Without that, I’m incredibly, incredibly nervous of the effects
these developing countries will have on our nation. Our people
must rise up and understand that their abilities, their strengths,
their skills are directly related to the strengths and the progress of
all of us, of our society. When one of us, quite frankly, fails, we
all do. We need a vibrant society where people love to learn and
Srow.

We also need a healthy society, Mr. Speaker, so I was incredi-
bly proud to see that we’re going to have a provincial cancer
strategy. A week doesn’t go by, I don’t think, in anyone’s life
where we don’t hear about someone having cancer. | visited a
family on Sunday. The woman was diagnosed with cancer in De-
cember, and she passed away on Saturday night. I don’t think
there is a family out there that can say that they haven’t been af-
fected by cancer in some way or another.

Mr. Speaker, it’s up to us to set some of these collective goals. |
don’t care if you’re thinking that infrastructure needs to be spent
in three years or five years or 10 years. You know, all of that stuff

is details. When it comes to this sort of stuff, the suffering of our
population, we’ve really got to get together.

Mr. Speaker, that’s something I’'m . .. [Mr. Bhullar’s speaking
time expired] That’s 20 minutes. Wow.

The Speaker: Thank you, hon. member.

We’ll now proceed in the following order. The third speaker is
the hon. Leader of the Official Opposition. The hon. Leader of the
Official Opposition under our rules has up to 90 minutes to par-
ticipate, and following his speech there is an opportunity for
members to participate in a five-minute question and comment
period as will be the rule now with subsequent speakers as well. |
will invite the hon. Leader of the Official Opposition, followed by
the hon. Member for Airdrie-Chestermere, then the hon. Minister
of Culture and Community Spirit, the hon. Member for Calgary-
Varsity, the hon. Minister of Housing and Urban Affairs, and the
hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre in that order.

The hon. Leader of the Official Opposition.

Dr. Swann: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. As Leader of the
Official Opposition it is my duty and privilege to respond to the
Speech from the Throne. His Honour the Lieutenant Governor
was kind enough to begin his speech by sharing some of his expe-
rience with Albertans. These were the only inspirational words in
the speech. I'm grateful for their inclusion as I am of His Ho-
nour’s distinguished service to this province and our nation. I’'m
grateful because inspiration is important. Alberta needs it, espe-
cially now, during this time of economic uncertainty and crisis in
public health care.

3:50

Mr. Speaker, a house divided cannot stand, nor can it provide
inspiration and direction needed to fuel our evolution as a prov-
ince and a people. At this point I believe Albertans would be
inspired by a government that could actually manage the province.
Yes, concrete, pragmatic solutions would inspire a great deal more
confidence in our leaders and in our province’s future, yet here we
are in the midst of a universally acknowledged crisis in health care
and gross financial mismanagement with a government that is
preoccupied with internal divisions. A government working to
save its own skin is a government too distracted to deal with real
problems. Stopgap solutions are a recurring theme for this Tory
government. Albertans deserve better.

Liberals have always focused on pragmatic solutions that work
for Albertans. Now and for the long term our solutions are based
not on quick fixes and more spending but on thoughtful planning,
scientific evidence, and expert advice. During this challenging
time an Alberta Liberal government would protect people pro-
grams, including health care, education, continuing care, seniors’
care, employment supports, and help for the most vulnerable,
while scaling back on the extras.

There are ways to balance the budget without harming the aver-
age and the vulnerable Albertan. We’d establish an independent
commission, for example, to establish MLA pay and benefits.
We’d cut government communications and travel. We’d cut wel-
fare to golf courses and horse racing. We’d reduce the size of
government from 24 ministries to 17 and extend our capital plan
from three years to five. We’d save a billion dollars by scaling
back public investment in carbon capture and storage, a promising
but unproven technology with a significant potential for public
liability.

Our focus, though, isn’t on cuts. It’s on investing in the prov-
ince and its people programs, the essential services that ensure
Albertans are healthy and productive and the services that we all
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value most. We’d start with health care, the primary service of
government to the people. It’s difficult to appreciate the scale of
the problems in health care unless you’re a patient with experience
in the system or a front-line worker who has had to deal with the
organizational nightmares caused by the creation of the Alberta
Health Services Board and the elimination of the regional boards.
Most Albertans don’t care how health care is managed. They want
a system that works. Quality, accessibility, and cost-effectiveness:
these are the measures of a good system and of good governance.

Centralization of delivery does not work. That’s why we would
transition back to regional boards and reinstate the Alberta Cancer
Board and the Alberta Mental Health Board. It’s shocking to me
that this government is finally introducing an addictions and men-
tal health strategy and a cancer strategy two years after disbanding
these boards. Talk about taking three steps back for a step for-
ward.  Professionals, colleagues, and friends, especially during
the past couple of years, have expressed to me their deep frustra-
tion with a system and a government that has disregarded their
career experience and made decisions that are simply wrong in
terms of patient care and efficiency. Hundreds of patients have
contacted the Official Opposition, outraged by delays in treatment
and preventable loss of life. These delays and deaths came despite
the best efforts of our front-line professionals, who have been
performing above and beyond the call of duty, fighting against the
tide of incompetent government leadership. The HIN1 debacle
highlighted the folly of major disorganization of the health system
and inconsistent direction between Alberta Health and Wellness
and the Alberta Health Services Board, resulting in preventable
loss of life.

Disbanding the critically flawed model of Alberta Health Ser-
vices would just be a first step. We would also return democracy
to health care. Our regional health boards would be half ap-
pointed, half elected. Local control is important because local
health care professionals and citizens know the needs of their
community and region best. What works in Edmonton doesn’t
necessarily work in Lethbridge or Grande Prairie, Medicine Hat,
or Picture Butte. Local control means better health outcomes for
patients. The Alberta Health Services Board is a failed experi-
ment, one that has contributed to the backlog in our emergency
rooms today. Returning to more local control and delivery of
health care will help clear up that backlog.

That’s only the beginning, of course. The next step is to build
enough home care and long-term care to provide seniors currently
occupying hospital beds with more appropriate care settings. Not
only would this provide elderly patients with better care; it will
also get them out of our hospitals, freeing up the acute-care beds
and moving people out of emergency rooms faster.

In the throne speech this government talked about creating a
thousand continuing care beds. Once again, they didn’t say how
many of these beds would be truly long-term care beds, which is
what many hospitalized seniors actually need, nor did they say
how many of these beds will be private beds, which many seniors
simply cannot afford. Long-term care should be publicly funded
and publicly delivered. Our seniors have contributed too much to
be shafted by government during what should be their golden
years.

What this province needs most is basic services: more doctors,
nurses, and other vital health care professionals. We’re short thou-
sands. Demand has long outstripped capacity, and in fact some
750,000 Albertans, about 20 per cent of us, don’t have access to a
family physician today.

Now it appears the minister of health, currently in negotiations
with the Medical Association, will drop a renowned program that
keeps physicians, residents, and students well if they don’t sign

the contract for a new agreement next month. This sends the
wrong message to a valued professional group.

The shortage of health care professionals has contributed to the
long wait times for emergency care and surgery. It has compro-
mised quality, and it has caused preventable deaths. It has driven
overworked professionals into retirement or away from Alberta,
and it has created undue levels of stress and anxiety within the
health care profession, resulting in inevitable degradation of care.

In consultation with postsecondary institutions, the Alberta
Medical Association, the College of Physicians and Surgeons, and
the United Nurses of Alberta, an Alberta Liberal government
would increase training for the next generation of health care pro-
fessionals. We’d open up more spaces in our postsecondary
institutions. At the same time we would need to support creative
programs such as flextime, child care, and alternate payment mod-
els to retain our current professionals and encourage a new crop of
doctors and nurses to stay in Alberta after graduation.

A visionary government would also seriously invest in preven-
tion in health. Most politicians don’t pay much attention to
prevention because its benefits often aren’t noticeable for years or
even decades, long after most of us can personally benefit from a
good prevention policy. If previous governments had been more
visionary, we wouldn’t be in the health care crisis we are today,
and I admonish all members to look beyond our own short-term
partisan interests and invest in prevention.

What are the strongest determinants of health? Education and
income. Compromising either contributes to more sickness, more
injury, and premature death. This is why people programs are so
important. They contribute to our overall happiness and prosperi-
ty. They also improve the bottom line of our health care budgets.
Health education and measures to reduce accidents keep people
healthy, and they save millions of dollars to the system.

An Alberta Liberal administration would restore and expand the
prevention programs previous governments have allowed to stag-
nate. We would, for example, ban trans fats in Alberta to reduce
chronic health problems, including heart disease, diabetes, cancer,
and liver disease. We’d outlaw smoking in vehicles carrying
children, we’d pass legislation forcing all-terrain vehicle riders
and cyclists of all ages to wear helmets, and we’d design educa-
tion programs to reduce workplace injuries, car accidents, and
domestic abuse. We would raise public awareness of the impor-
tance of these measures, including vaccination.

4:00

Take a look at our document Pulling Through, a plan for reduc-
ing demands on the emergency room. Step 1, gather top-tier
professionals to identify necessary short-term actions and monitor
in concert with the Alberta Health Services Board the impacts of
these actions in improving emergency care; step 2, mobilize all
available health care professionals, including the retired and recent
graduates who haven’t yet found employment; step 3, help
Albertans navigate the health care system more effectively and
efficiently; step 4, immediately provide alternative long-term care
settings, including lodges, assisted living spaces, and extended
care beds, with supportive home-care service; step 5, extend the
hours for diagnostic imaging and lab testing; step 6, as staffing
comes online, open the mothballed acute-care beds in Edmonton
and Calgary; and step 7, plan for the future, including the phasing
out of the Alberta Health Services Board and a return to more
regional health delivery.

Mr. Speaker, I am a physician of 30 years and former public
health official. I wrote this plan. I consulted with other emergency
physicians. It will work. I’d be delighted if this government would
steal the plan because doing so would help resolve some of the
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crisis that continues in our emergency departments today. We
understand, as do two-thirds of Albertans, that health care is in
crisis, and Albertans understand, as we do, that it’s not a crisis of
funding; it’s a crisis of poor management. Yet there’s barely any
mention of health in this throne speech.

[Mr. Mitzel in the chair]

Bill 1, the government’s flagship bill, focuses on expanding
Asian markets. Well, there’s nothing inherently wrong with this
idea. In fact, our oil and gas policy recommends expanding to
Asian markets, but this bill doesn’t even go that far. It’s just a call
to create a commission, just like last year’s Bill 1. Last year we
had the competitiveness committee, and we’ve yet to see a more
competitive Alberta. This year we’ll have an Asia committee, and
it’s not going to get one metre of pipeline or railway built. That’s
the opposite of inspiration, the opposite of progress. There’s no
innovation, no ambition, no inspiration here. The government is
still hoping against hope that oil and gas revenues will save them
from their blunders.

Health is the top issue of Albertans and, clearly, our most trea-
sured people program, but there are other people programs that
also need protection, protection sorely lacking in yesterday’s
throne speech. For example, last year the government’s throne
speech included a pledge to protect vulnerable Albertans, yet PDD
funding remains static, leaving people impoverished at that. This
year there’s no mention at all about protection of services for
people with disabilities. Should Albertans with disabilities be
worried by this omission? They rely heavily on PDD and AISH.

An Alberta Liberal administration would index AISH payments
to the cost of living, just like MLA salaries. We’d maintain last
year’s increase to the family support for children with disabilities,
we would reverse last year’s cuts to child intervention services,
and we would increase the budget of family and community sup-
port services. Prevention pays.

Environment and health are closely related. While this govern-
ment continues to put all its environmental eggs in one basket
called carbon capture and storage, Alberta Liberals again take a
sensible, pragmatic but ambitious approach to protecting our wa-
ter, air, land, and wildlife. Our environment policy requires greater
efficiency of water use across the board, particularly in the indus-
trial and agricultural sectors. We’d clean up Alberta’s tailings
ponds, we’d implement a no-net-loss policy to protect wetlands,
we’d complete a provincial groundwater inventory and establish a
credible, comprehensive water-quality monitoring program,
another idea this government has belatedly accepted. Thank you
for doing so. We’d eliminate the use of fresh water for deep-well
flooding.

An Alberta Liberal government would also make real reduc-
tions in our greenhouse gas emissions by rejecting intensity-based
targets and moving to a hard cap on carbon by 2017. We’d grow
Alberta’s dependence on renewable energy, including wind, solar,
and geothermal, and we’d invest heavily in public transit and
walking and cycling infrastructure. We’d improve Alberta’s air
quality monitoring system and reduce Alberta’s dreadful asthma
and respiratory disease rates.

We’d limit clear-cutting and increase the amount of protected
park space. Unlike this government, we’d protect species like the
grizzly and caribou by properly designating them as endangered.
We would do all this and more. What’s more inspirational to
Albertans than the sight of our mountains, the sight and sound of
our wildlife, the taste of our fresh water? We must preserve this. It
is not ours to use and destroy. It belongs to future generations as
much as it does to us.

What about education? This is an investment in our greatest
resource, Albertans, and the very foundation of our prosperity,
health, and social progress. The government continues to make
reassuring noises about infrastructure spending, but these promis-
es ring hollow when communities like Airdrie, Beaumont, and
others, places in desperate need of new schools, have been told not
to hold their breath.

Alberta continues to embarrass the nation when it comes to high
school dropout rates. Too few Albertans, as was said earlier, tran-
sition from high school to universities, technical schools, or
colleges. You can’t build a new-technology, a clean-technology
economy without a solid base of highly educated citizens. This
government broke its promise to freeze tuition rates. They’ve
slashed grants and bursaries. This government’s policies are going
to keep even more students from pursuing postsecondary educa-
tion. The negative impact on our productivity, our economy, and
our progress will be huge.

An Alberta Liberal government would provide stable funding to
school boards to reduce class sizes to those recommended by the
Learning Commission and eliminate the need for parental fun-
draising for classroom essentials. We’d fund the negotiated
teacher salary increases due in September so that school boards
don’t have to cut staff or increase class sizes. We would end the
freeze on supports for special-needs students, and we’d maintain
programs that help students at risk, including children in care, to
earn their high school diplomas. We’d also stop slashing the scho-
larships and bursaries and restore training programs to help put
unemployed Albertans back to work. We would also stabilize their
income supports during that time.

Compare that approach to that of the throne speech, which ac-
knowledges Alberta’s unemployed citizens but does nothing to
help them. In fact, this government cut their supports and funding
for retraining just last year. Even Albertans fortunate enough to
have jobs have to watch their backs under this government.
Workplace fatality and injury rates are still far too high.
Workplace fatality and injury rates and unsafe employment are
still being rewarded with WCB rebates. If you want to reduce
health care costs, how about doing something about unsafe
workplaces?

A responsible government would expand the Employment
Standards Code to include protection for farm workers. Two brave
farm workers, Eric Musekamp and Darlene Dunlop, today contin-
ue their decade-long mission to bring equal rights, including
occupational health and safety and WCB coverage, to paid farm
workers. That farm workers remain unprotected in Alberta is a
unique travesty of human rights.

A responsible government would also conduct a long overdue
and thorough review of the Alberta labour code to ensure that our
labour relations system properly protects collective bargaining
rights. Our government should also be lobbying a lot harder with
the feds on workers’ behalf to rectify imbalances in the EI pro-
gram that put out-of-work Albertans at a disadvantage compared
to others in other provinces. A strong workforce means strong,
healthy families, a strong economy, and a strong Alberta.

4:10

Now let’s talk about savings. Alberta is one of the few jurisdic-
tions in the world that rakes in billions of windfall dollars in
petroleum revenues, yet we’ve blown through 90 per cent of the
surplus, saving less than 10 per cent for the future. The Alberta
Liberals are the only party talking about a long-term savings plan,
and we’ve been doing it for years. A visionary and inspirational
government would set aside a consistent percentage of oil and gas
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revenues and invest those revenues to ensure Alberta’s long-term
prosperity, live off the interest, not the capital, of this nonrenewa-
ble resource. Oil and gas won’t be around forever, but we can
build sustainable prosperity if we start saving today. Another good
Liberal idea, the sustainability fund, is helping Alberta get through
this recession’s budget crunch. It’s time to take the next step and
fund for Alberta’s future.

This afternoon I’ve talked about the government programs that
Albertans value. Albertans also value certain intangibles, character
traits such as honesty and integrity. The actions of this govern-
ment have not inspired Albertans with confidence with regard to
these traits. During the past several months Tory cronyism and
their entitlement mentality have become all too evident from the
government’s attempt to curtail the power of the Public Accounts
Committee to perennial scandals regarding expenses, salaries, and
bonuses. Our current leaders have become a little too comfortable
with power when they’re taking Albertans’ goodwill for granted.

That’s why several months ago the Official Opposition released
our clean government initiative, our plan to build the nation’s
most accountable and transparent government. It begins with a
pledge, a pledge signed by all members of the Official Opposition,
to safeguard the public’s money, to eliminate conflicts of interest,
to strengthen checks and balances, and to invite Albertans back to
the political process.

Of course, a pledge doesn’t mean anything unless there’s action
to back it up. Here are some highlights. Albertans that vote de-
serve a tax cut. If our plan were enacted, any eligible voter who
shows up at the polls would receive a $50 tax credit for doing so.
An Alberta Liberal administration would recognize citizens for
exercising their democratic rights. An Alberta Liberal administra-
tion would establish an independent commission with binding
powers to set MLA pay, benefits, and bonuses. Albertans were
justifiably upset when the government gave themselves hefty rais-
es. We would make that kind of situation impossible.

We would ban corporations and unions from donating to politi-
cal parties. I don’t believe that money should buy influence.
Government should be accountable first and foremost to individu-
al citizens, not to organizations with deep pockets.

I have a deep and abiding respect for concerned citizens who
step forward at considerable personal risk to expose corporate and
government wrongdoing. An Alberta Liberal administration would
appoint an ombudsman with the power to certify genuine whistle-
blowers, and we would protect these whistle-blowers from job
loss and give them access to a legal fund to help defend them
against malicious lawsuits.

A clean government initiative also includes actions to increase
ministerial accountability, reform elections, and more. My greatest
hope is that this plan will breathe new life into Alberta politics and
restore some trust that politicians historically have squandered.
Only 40 per cent of voters turned out at the last election. I hope
this plan will give some segment of the remaining 60 per cent a
reason to get involved in democracy again.

Mr. Speaker, not everyone comes into this world with the same
opportunities. Not everyone has the support of family or the sim-
ple good luck to find a decent job or avoid hard times. The power
of civilization and society is that it gives us the ability to take care
of each other. That’s why we support proper funding for people
programs such as public health care, public education, social sup-
ports for the vulnerable, and environmental protection, all the
institutions and ideas that allow a society to grow and thrive and
maintain health.

Ask the average Albertan what she values, and she’ll probably
list what most of us have in common: decency, compassion, hones-
ty, love, and family. Ask her what she values about government,

and she’ll probably list these same institutions: public health care,
public education, and supports for people going through hard
times. The values are universal. Deep down the vast majority of
Albertans share them because by our very nature human beings
are communal. We take care of each other because we learned
through hard experience that we must in order for our civilization
to survive and thrive.

My parents inspired me with two powerful lessons: first, tell the
truth; second, take care of each other. Today I’ve told the truth as I
see it, that we all have a duty to take care of each other and the
world we inhabit. During hard times there is a terrible temptation
to solve short-term problems by slashing budgets and relaxing
environmental protection standards while ignoring the human cost
of such decisions over the longer term. You cannot assign mone-
tary value to human health and happiness. They’re priceless.
Alberta is wealthy enough, our people smart enough, our economy
strong enough to support the vulnerable and to ensure that all
Albertans continue to benefit from the people programs we value
so much.

To conclude, Mr. Speaker, this is the third and final time I’ll
rise to respond to the Speech from the Throne as Leader of the
Official Opposition, and it’s long past time to embrace a new gen-
eration of leaders, Albertans with new ideas, new drive, new
passion. Alberta Liberals are unified in our desire to form a mod-
erate, pragmatic, common-sense government that speaks to the
values of most Albertans.

We want to be the ones delivering the throne speech and listen-
ing to your criticism, not because we seek power but because we
genuinely believe there’s a better way. Albertans have sacrificed
too much, worked too hard, invested too much faith to let them
down with half measures and short-sightedness any longer. To
quote Henry George, “There is danger in reckless change; but
greater danger in blind conservatism.”

It has been an honour to speak out on behalf of Albertans who
share moderate, mainstream, small “1” liberal values. My thanks to
them for their remarkable support and good wishes.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Acting Speaker: Standing Order 29(2)(a) is available for this
one if anyone wishes to speak. Five minutes.

Seeing none, the hon. Member for Airdrie-Chestermere, fol-
lowed by the hon. Minister of Culture and Community Spirit.

Mr. Anderson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and thank you for those
comments by the Leader of the Official Opposition. He has served
this Legislature well. He’s a gentleman and someone who obvi-
ously cares very deeply about our province and its people. It has
been and will still continue to be an honour to serve with him.

I also want to extend my gratitude to Premier Stelmach and his
wonderful companion, Marie. They are both great people. They’ve
raised great children. Premier Stelmach has served with all his
heart.

The Acting Speaker: Hon. member, names.

Mr. Anderson: The Premier — sorry — has served with all of his
heart. He believes in many things that, of course, I believe in and
many others that I do not. But one thing is clear, that he does what
he does because he thinks that what he does is the best course for
Alberta. So although I will continue to point out why his and his
government’s policies are wrong and why I feel they will hurt our
province, I will never question this Premier’s integrity and his
commitment to the province that we both love.

It’s with a sombre heart that I address the Speech from the
Throne. You know, we live in a beautiful place, forgetting for a
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second that it’s minus 21 degrees outside. We live among great
people. We live among strong families. We live in a plentiful land
with an unmatched expanse of riches and resources that the world
desperately needs. But, my fellow members, I think it’s important,
especially today and with the events of the last few weeks in mind,
that we remember that there really is chaos right now all around
the world. There are riots and protests and massacres and extrem-
ists that are threatening to destabilize what is already a very fragile
and tenuous world economic recovery. There are multiple western
European democracies teetering on the edge of financial ruin. The
Middle East has reached a crossroads of monumental importance,
with one road leading to stable and healthy democracy and the
other to religious theocracy.

4:20

Our North American neighbours are in equally dire straits.
Mexico is teetering on the edge of becoming a failed state as hor-
rific cartel killing sprees of police and civilians continue to grow
almost exponentially every day while a cash-starved nation fights
back with its so limited resources. Then there are our dear friends
and family in the United States, currently squarely on the path to
financial collapse caused by unfathomable debt, that generations
of children not even born will have to pay the price for. The future
of our most important trading partner and ally has not been so
uncertain since the darkest days of the Great Depression and of
World War I1.

My colleagues, we live on a ship that I see is sailing right now
through the eye of a hurricane. How we steer ourselves from this
moment on will determine the course of our future for decades and
perhaps longer. We need to straighten that course and prepare for
the entirely uncertain times ahead of us. We need to be better fi-
nancial stewards so that we might not only have enough to survive
a couple of years of world economic turmoil but so that we can
survive and thrive, whatever the world throws at us. We need to
be a beacon of hope and prosperity, a place of refuge from the
storms ahead, where people from our nation and even from around
the world can come and know that they can find work, prosperity,
and opportunity. We can be that place. I’'m sure of it. We must be
that place.

We have to be better managers of our finances. We cannot con-
tinue to spend at the rate that we are currently spending. Our
sustainability fund is due to expire by 2012-13 or thereabouts, give
or take a year. Our heritage fund, when adjusted for inflation, is
worth as much today as it was in 1981. Think about that. Although
most institutional debt was paid off by 2005, long-term liabilities
have since skyrocketed and continue to grow at an alarming clip.

My colleagues and friends in the PC Party, I hope you under-
stand, and I think we all in this House need to understand that we
right now are squandering our province’s greatest income-earning
years. Although oil hovers around $100 today, new technologies
combined with uncertain economics make the future value of oil
virtually unknowable over the long term. We’re not prepared for a
bad scenario. We are betting our own and our children’s future
prosperity on a best-case scenario. We can’t do that.

I know we want more infrastructure, and that’s important. We
do need more infrastructure, but surely we can prioritize the most
urgent of needs and stretch that budget over an extra couple of
years in order to balance the books. Even the Liberal Party this
last week recommended that same idea, one that we’ve been ad-
vocating for a long time. It is not extreme. It is not uncaring. It is
absolutely reasonable and essential to do so. Can we not control
our spending increases to the rate of inflation plus population
growth? Is that really so difficult? Is it too much to ask? Is it too
extreme?

We spend more than anyone in the country on social programs
per person. Our problems in health, seniors, and community ser-
vices are not due to a lack of funding. They are due to poor
management and subpar planning. The health system, for exam-
ple, is broken. It does not work. It is causing people to
unnecessarily suffer and in many cases die. Unnecessarily. That’s
a fact, and there’s no amount of money that is going to solve the
problem. We can’t afford that amount of money anyway. Let’s
come up with solutions for our health care system. Let’s look to
Europe and to the systems that do work, not the U.S. system. By
all means, 99 per cent of the Albertans that I know are not inter-
ested in any kind of private insurance system where citizens are
oftentimes left in financial ruin if they get sick or, even worse,
they don’t even get treated at all. No one wants that.

Aren’t we ready to look at the models that do work around the
world, to introduce competitive delivery, where an Albertan can
take their public insurance card to the facility of their choosing,
where private providers build infrastructure using their money
rather than tax money to compete for Alberta patients with the
public system facilities? Shouldn’t we stop building new, expen-
sive acute-care beds when we could free up thousands of existing
acute-care beds across this province with a much less expensive
investment in long-term care for seniors? Wouldn’t decentralized
health care without paid boards and large PR departments be more
responsive to local needs? Would it not result in increased finan-
cial partnerships with municipalities and businesses to expand
available health services? Would it not unleash the innovative
spirit of Albertans to come up with unique health solutions to their
very, very unique community needs? Wouldn’t it result in a more
stable and less expensive system, a more sustainable system as we
see these same reforms have created in the European models?

The answer is: yes, it would. It absolutely would. It has worked
repeatedly, over and over and over again in those nations such as
Austria and Belgium and France and Sweden and Germany and
Japan, not that that’s a European model but another example.
They are outperforming us in our health care at almost every sin-
gle level, yet we continue to bang our head against the wall and do
the exact same things that we have been doing for the last 20
years, for the last 40 years, but specifically the bad things we’ve
been doing in the last five years.

We all have to be courageous on that point. All of us — the New
Democrats, the Alberta Party, the Liberals, the PCs, the Wildrose,
all independents — need to stop with the fearmongering and reli-
gious devotion to the status quo in health care, which does not
work. We have to stop thinking that government will solve all of
our health problems without help from the private and nonprofit
sectors, who have so many of the most innovative and bright
people in the province working for them.

We need to be open to new ideas while holding to cherished
values, namely that no one, absolutely no one, should be denied
health services because of an inability to pay. We can have a sus-
tainable and world-class health system to bequeath to our children
and to our grandchildren, but if we continue along our current path
in health care, we will leave our children and ourselves suffering,
waiting, and bankrupt. My friends, it has to change, and I hope
that we can do so together, which brings me to my final point,
democracy and free markets.

Democracy is powerful. As imperfect as it sometimes is, it is
the only system on Earth that has consistently been able to protect
freedom of speech, freedom of religion, freedom of expression,
the rights of women, the rights of children, the rights of all men
and women to be free, to excel, to pursue success and happiness in
the way that they feel is best. Democracy’s companion is free
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markets, not unfettered markets but free markets. You cannot truly
have one without the other.

In a successful democratic and free-market system govern-
ment’s role is to ensure a level and a just playing field. It is to
enforce the rule of law and then to let businesses and individuals
compete and work together to build better communities. The in-
centive of financial success results in competition, innovation, co-
operation where it makes sense, technological advancement, and
wealth generation.

Let us not be deceived by those on the extreme left, and I do not
point to anyone here who fits this description. Let’s not be de-
ceived by those who would say that free markets have failed. Free
markets have not failed. Over the last century they have resulted
in the greatest and quickest rise in the standard of living ever wit-
nessed in the history of mankind. We must not let political
correctness or revisionist historians claim otherwise. Obviously,
the rule of law must be enforced. Obviously, we do need to make
sure that regulations that are needed are in place. Obviously, we
cannot have fraudsters and thieves game the system to the detri-
ment of honest and hard-working and decent people. But just as
one does not throw out their vehicle because they have a flat tire,
so too would we be complete ignorant imbeciles should we think
to jettison our free-market system because we failed to properly
regulate certain financial instruments properly or we oversaw
some things that shouldn’t have been done with regard to our gov-
ernment debts.

4:30

We need to protect our democracy and free markets. We need to
ensure that the rule of law prevails thereunder. We need to make
certain that each interference of government with the public is
entirely necessary and justifiable. It should always be a last resort
to interfere with an individual’s rights, never the first resort,
which, sadly, has happened too much recently in this House. We
cannot allow bureaucratic fiefdom building to trample on the en-
trepreneurial spirit of Albertans. They’re exhausted from it.
They’re tired of it. It’s hurting families. It’s too much, and we
have to reduce it. We must protect the property of Albertans as
carefully as we do the right to free speech or expression or free-
dom of religion. We must plan to carefully reduce over time the
burden of government on the people through excessive taxation
and wealth redistribution schemes. We must make our democracy
healthy again. That means far more transparency in government,
which the hon. Leader of the Opposition talked a lot about very
eloquently.

Bill 50 should have never happened in a democracy such as
ours: $16 billion in untendered contracts, to be paid exclusively by
Alberta ratepayers, passed out without even an objective needs
assessment conducted to ensure their necessity. It is scandalous,
and it should be repealed.

There is one principle above all that will save and strengthen
our democracy, and that is this. We must restore the proper role of
an elected MLA. MLAs are accountable first and foremost to the
people they represent, not to the party, not to lobbyists, not to
special interests, not even to friends. MLAs are accountable to
those who step into that ballot booth and with a pencil mark an X
beside the name of a community member whom they are willing
to trust with the interests of themselves and their families. It is this
right, it is this sacred principle that thousands of our countrymen
have died for and a million more have fought for, and we need to
enshrine this back into our democracy.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Acting Speaker: Standing Order 29(2)(a) is available for
those who wish to comment or question. The hon. Minister of
Employment and Immigration under 29(2)(a).

Mr. Lukaszuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I was listening with a
great deal of attention to the member deliver his comments, and
quite eloquently so, I must say. I’ll make a few comments by way
of questions.

Often when we talk about foreign systems, we don’t expect
Albertans to have the time or wherewithal to analyze health care
systems throughout the world. They often simply accept what
they’re being told. Is this member suggesting adopting a European
Union model of health care, which now is harmonized virtually
throughout all the members? That’s something I know a little bit
about, stemming from that part of the world and actually being a
member of such.

You have two parallel systems in Europe right now. Yes, in-
deed, there is a universal health care system, that any citizen of the
European Union can access, but also for an additional fee of 50 to
100 euros you can access a separate, stand-alone health care sys-
tem, which I guess we would call over here a two-tier health care
system. Indeed, many hospitals and clinics are being built for pri-
vate-use purposes. The majority of European Union citizens are
still utilizing the public system, which probably isn’t anywhere
comparable to that of the private system, that is being operated
side by side.

Indeed, they get to access the very same doctors. If you’re going
through the public channel, you will see them during certain hours
during the daytime for a very limited period of time, but if you
pay your hundred euros, you get to see your doctor whenever you
want. He’ll even come and visit you at home and spend as much
time as you want. Is that what you want, a two-tier health care
system in Canada? That is exactly what the European Union
health care model is all about.

Let’s be clear about it. Yes, they have good outcomes. Why?
Because citizens pay from their pocket with their Visa cards for
the health care that they receive. On top of that, what Albertans
also ought to know is the taxation burden on those countries. Are
you suggesting that we also, then, in order to duplicate the same
kind of outcomes that they have in health care systems in Europe,
not only adopt a two-tier, pay-with-your-Visa-card health care
system but also bring in the taxation burden that is imposed on
European Union countries, which pays for some of those facili-
ties? In Sweden somewhere around 50 per cent of the average
employee’s earnings are now taxed by their national government.

Let’s put all the facts on the table. Highlighting certain health
care systems, Mr. Speaker, and just pulling the good and not men-
tioning what the real cost of it is and how inequitable it is is
something very important.

Relative, Mr. Speaker, to the infrastructure comments I would
like to ask if the member really feels that we should be more fis-
cally conservative and not spend the dollars that we’re spending
on infrastructure. He calls it prioritizing, but what prioritizing
really means is delaying projects or not building projects. Would
he identify which projects he would like to see delayed? Which
hospitals, which clinics, which schools, which overpasses or may-
be even tunnels in Calgary would he like to see delayed or
removed from the infrastructure plan? As he’s saying that, he rises
very often in question period and during other comments and ar-
gues that this government is ignoring his constituency and not
building enough schools in Airdrie. I’'m sure there is a need for
those schools in Airdrie. But if we’re going to prioritize, is this a
code word for not building or delaying building? If it is, then how
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do you square that off against asking for more schools not today
but yesterday in your riding?

Mr. Anderson: I have a whole minute to answer that, but I’ll do
my best. With regard to health care the Wildrose policy is very
clear. Clearly, we want to look at what is working in other sys-
tems. We don’t obviously want to adopt everything in every
system, but we look to what works, and what is working, clearly,
in the European models is having this competitive delivery model,
where somebody will take their taxpayer-funded Alberta health
insurance card to the facility of their choice, whether that be pri-
vate, nonprofit, or public, and buy the services that they need
using those taxpayer funds. We’re not advocating for any kind of
other system, as he suggests.

With regard to infrastructure all I would say is: “You know
what? That’s a debate that we need to have, indeed.” But it would
be very helpful if they would be transparent on that side of the
House and release their infrastructure list, show us what their list
says, how they’re arriving at the priorities, and then we can have a
debate. Until then they’re saying: oh, you can’t do both; you can’t
cut and build. Well, actually, we’re suggesting that we spend
about $4 billion this next year on infrastructure. You can build a
whole heck of a lot with $4 billion. But until we know what the
priority list is and what objective criteria they’re using to arrive at
that priority list, how can we have that debate?

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Minister of Culture and Commu-
nity Spirit, followed by the hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity.

Mr. Blackett: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s a pleasure to be able
to speak to the throne speech. I’d first like to also echo the com-
ments made about the Leader of the Official Opposition and his
dedication to this Legislature, to Albertans. I’ve known him on a
personal level to be a man of honour, a man of integrity with pas-
sion for this province, and we thank him for his service.

I’d also like to extend the same congratulations and appreciation
to our Premier. Being the Premier of a province is a tough job at
the best of times. Going through an unparalleled economic down-
turn makes it even more so, but thankfully we have a Premier who
had the vision to set aside money to the tune of about $25 billion
in our sustainability fund. Many of those pundits and those experts
and the critics said years ago that we shouldn’t put more than $3
billion into that fund. Our Premier decided: no, I would put more
in there. So today we’re in the enviable position of anyone in
North America of actually having money in the bank, having $15
billion in cash in our savings account along with $17 billion in our
heritage account.

We look at the throne speech from yesterday, and it’s just an-
other extension of the vision that our Premier has. He had never
been one to lead our government to being what everybody else is.
Alberta for over a hundred years has been the leader in many areas
in this country, and the world needs us to be leaders today.

4:40

Yesterday the Premier outlined in Bill 1 a focus on Asia, look-
ing at new markets. I know one thing, Mr. Speaker, that if there’s
a country out there that has GDP growth in the neighbourhood of
6 per cent, I want to be their friend. You look at India and you
look at China and you look at Korea and you look at Japan. That’s
where the world is going. Two countries alone: 2.2 billion people.
In those two countries 400 million university educated people:
that’s the entire population of the United States. They are growing
a tremendous amount, and they are going to need resources.
They’re going to need those resources that are safe and secure,
that Alberta can provide, and that is what our Premier is getting at.

It’s not about where we were. We have a rich history, and we have
a great heritage, and it’s based on hard work, with making money
not being a dirty word, where your word still means something,
where families created communities, where we always had the
responsibility to take care of the less fortunate. We want to leave
no one behind.

Going forward, we need to look at our prosperity and how we
create that wealth 25, 30 years down the road. We’re a very young
province, not just in terms of years that we’ve been in existence
but in the fact that our average age is about 36 years. We talk a lot
about our aging population, but we are a very, very young prov-
ince. But we cannot generate enough new Albertans through birth.
We need to have immigration. To get immigration, we need to
encourage the world to come to Alberta, and indeed it already has.
I, like 48 per cent of Albertans, was not born here. I came here
because I sought opportunity for my family. I thought that Alberta
was the best place to raise that family and provide an opportunity
for them and their children moving forward. So I think it’s fantas-
tic that we recognize reality.

When I was in Barbados, where my parents are from, a couple
of years ago, I sat down with our Canadian High Commissioner,
and we talked about how Barbados had changed in the world. He
talked about the fact that in Canada and the United States we ha-
ven’t realized what’s going on in the rest of the world. We kind of
stand smugly and say: “We’re fantastic. We’ve done this for you.”
We rest on our laurels. In Canada we built the Deep Water Har-
bour there, we built the airport, and we thought, “Yeah, well,
they’ll remember Canadians,” but it’s a whole generation ago.
Where we have one representative for seven islands there and the
United States has one representative for seven islands, China has
one person on every island. Russia has three people for the seven
islands. What are they doing? They’re investing in culture.
They’re investing in the fabric of people because they understand
it’s the relationships that you create that bring on the commerce,
that bring on everything else that you need, and we should be no
different. China will tell you: culture first, business second. We
need to be bold, innovative, and aggressive in moving forward.

You look at the Olympics back a year ago, Mr. Speaker. There
were many people under the opposition parties saying: we spent
$14 million, $14 million out of $37 billion, and what did we get
for that? We spent $6 million on arts and culture, yet the opposi-
tion says that we don’t really believe in that and that we should
give more. Like France and Quebec, we showed our artists to the
world. The first day at the Olympics they were demonstrating. The
second day they were dancing because they were dancing to our
Alberta artists, and they saw Alberta through a different lens. We
have to show that we have a soul.

You know, Mr. Speaker, we are all born with a left side and a
right side to our brain. It’s very important that we talk about our
resources and that we have environmental stewardship of those
resources and responsible enhancement and processing of those,
but it’s also equally important that we feed the soul of our com-
munity, of the people. In the throne speech I was happy to hear the
Lieutenant Governor talk about arts and culture and talk about our
Alberta Arts Days. Back at the Olympics, when they focused on
looking at us — and Alberta was front and centre. We had that
train, that the whole world saw, and spent the second Saturday on
that train with the likes of representatives from BBC and CNN and
Sky TV, the media from around the world. They were just blown
away, and they were talking about how fantastic we were, how
fantastic B.C. was, what a great partnership between those two
provinces, 2 out of the 3 in the New West Partnership. They were
absolutely right, but somehow we fail to recognize that.
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Our Premier has told me — I remember when I first met him dur-
ing the leadership, when he was running and I was supporting
another candidate, that he talked about a vision for Alberta to make
it a showcase. He wanted to make it a showcase for the world and
encouraged me at every opportunity that we had to focus on Alberta
to do so because when people see Alberta, they see something that
they like. They see a place they want to live. They see a place they
want to do business. They see a place they want to invest in.

We are innovative. We have a homeless strategy: 11,000 homes
created for the homeless, at a hundred thousand dollars per door,
11,000 new homes for those individuals that usually cost the tax-
payer about a hundred thousand dollars per year. So for a hundred
thousand, or what we would spend on policing costs and health
care costs, we’re going to house a person so that we’re able to
treat them. We lead in that. We are innovators. We are leaders.
We are meant to be leaders.

Alberta Arts Days is an example of how we became leaders.
That was created back in September of 2008, Mr. Speaker. We
started with 30 communities and a hundred different events. The
next year we increased to 116 communities and 700 events, a
fourfold increase in participation, and that was not just in
Edmonton and Calgary. That was in rural Alberta. That was in
Westlock. That was in Fort Macleod. That was in Edson. That was
in Fort McMurray. That was in Grande Prairie. It was an opportu-
nity where all Albertans came together to celebrate something in
their own community but could be part of something.

Yeah. That was shocking to the rest of the country, but what is
even more shocking is that we had the same amount of participa-
tion after three years that the province of Quebec took 12 years to
plan to get their first one off the ground. We took three months
because the people at the municipal level, the leaders in those
communities, took charge. They made it happen because they had
that can-do spirit.

We were asked to go and help the rest of the country come up
with the idea for Canada Culture Days or to promote the idea of
Canada Culture Days. I was asked to send a letter to my provincial
counterparts, and I followed that up with a phone call to Quebec
and Ontario, Newfoundland, all 10 provinces and three territories.
This past year we had Canada Culture Days, which was a week
after ours. We had nine provinces and three territories participate.
So not only do we have what we had in Alberta happening; we
had it right across the country, and Alberta was a leader there.

I got to spend the first day in Manitoba. Unfortunately, there
was no federal representative, and the provincial minister wasn’t
there, but Alberta was there. The next day we went to Quebec to
participate in the Journées de la culture. There was no federal
minister there, but Alberta was there. You know, at the Winnipeg
ballet and the Montreal theatre school 25 per cent of those donors
are from Alberta. That’s something we continue to support. As a
government we continue to support it, and we will move forward
in that direction.

4:50

The second thing that was mentioned in there was about creat-
ing movie magic. I know the opposition Member for Edmonton-
Centre talked this time last year about the death of the film and
television industry. I can tell you, Mr. Speaker, that the rumours of
their demise are grossly exaggerated. In fact, after coming back
from Los Angeles a few weeks ago, we realized the production
that we’re going to have this spring. We have the fifth season of
Heartland filming in southern Alberta. We have Blackstone film-
ing right here in Edmonton for the Aboriginal Peoples Television
Network. We will have a Sam Steele movie for CBC, that will

start filming in May. And we’re going to have an AMC U.S. tele-
vision series called Hell on Wheels also film in southern Alberta.

What that means, Mr. Speaker, is that our 3,000 crew that we
have in the province, about three different groups, or three crews,
will be exhausted. If we get one of these productions that we know
will come forward from our trip to L.A., that we’re finalizing in
different stages, we’re going to have to repatriate people back
from British Columbia. We’re going to have repatriate people
back from Saskatchewan. We’re going to be bringing Albertans
back because not only are they going to come back for a few
months because there is a thriving growth in their industry; there
are going to be long-term jobs for them.

Now, I say that because the world has changed. When [ was in
Los Angeles, we met with studio heads: Disney, Warner Bros.,
HBO, some smaller studios like Hollywood Center Studios and
GreenHouse Studio. It was mainly the finance people. We’ve
talked a lot back and forth about tax credits, but the question that
they had wasn’t about tax credits. The questions that they asked —
and I was there with representatives from unions and guilds and
the film commissioners — were about labour rates: you’re raising
your labour rates. Now, to the credit of the people that were there
representing the unions and guilds, they said: “No. We’ll maintain
that 1 per cent because we want to be competitive.” They looked
at me and said: “Don’t raise your incentive because if you do that,
we’ll get the labour rates raised, but there’s no benefit to me as a
studio to be able to do that. You’re competitive and where you
need to be in that sub $25 million market.”

They were happy because Inception, an Academy Award nomi-
nee, was filmed at Fortress Mountain, and $13 million was spent
in Alberta just a year ago. From that experience they raved about
our crew, our locations, and in our crew not just their professional-
ism and their level of competence but the fact that they work hard
in adverse conditions. It doesn’t matter what the temperature is.
They’ll be there. They will show up on time, they will act profes-
sionally, and they will do it with a smile because, Mr. Speaker,
they’re Albertans. We need to help them move forward.

This is an area that is just part of creative industries. Creative
industries, Mr. Speaker, create $4.54 billion of gross domestic
product. That’s 4.5 with a B. Now, we talk about diversification.
There’s diversification. You’ve got a knowledge-based business.
It’s green. If you look at 3-D technologies, where we think we can
be the leaders in the world — again, Alberta focusing on being a
leader, not a laggard, not a me-too; we want to be leaders — we are
the pioneers of 3-D in the seismic industry, have been for eight or
nine years, and we will continue to do so.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Acting Speaker: Standing Order 29(2)(a) is available for any
comments or questions. The hon. Member for Lethbridge-East.

Ms Pastoor: Yes. Thank you. I’d be most interested if the minis-
ter would continue on about the value of the movie industry in this
province. I know that it looks good on the surface, but I think that
there still is a great deal of work to make sure that we can get our
local actors and our actual local technicians involved in those
productions. So if perhaps he’d like to address that.

Mr. Blackett: The hon. member is quite right. We have, as I said,
some 3,000 people, from grips and camerapeople to set designers,
all of those. When I say three crew, it’s about three crew in total.
I’m told by the people in the business, our film commissioners,
even the union guild members, that there is going to be work for
all of those. If we come back with just one production, we are
going to have people working in Lethbridge. They’ll be working
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in Edmonton. They’ll be working in Longview. They’ll be work-
ing in all of those different places. Right now I think it’s about
$200 million a year. A little over a year ago it dropped to about
$150 million a year in economic activity. We expect it’s going to
be back up $200 million this year. That’s not just for the actors
and the grips and the props. It’s those costume shops. It’s the ho-
tels. It’s the restaurants. It’s all those other ancillary benefits. It’s
the drivers. You know, it’s all the infrastructure that helps with
that. Absolutely, we need to put our people to work, and creating
projects that we want can do that.

We’ve talked about it, and the God’s honest truth is that we’ve
invested money year after year after year, but we don’t always
invest in projects to get people employed. Last year, when every-
body was talking about production being down, we still spent $18
million, the same as what we’ll spend this year, but we’re getting
more value out of our dollar.

We’ve got to make sure that we have our indigenous producers
taken care of to tell our Alberta story. We’ve got to also make sure
our people are working. We’ve got to get a blend of international
productions or productions from the States to employ people, but
we have to still tell our story, and I think we’ve got a good mix
right now. We’re not resting on our laurels. It’s every person in
this sector working together to make that happen.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. member.

Ms Pastoor: Thank you. I think we’ve a couple more minutes left.
I also would like to perhaps have a conversation around value-
added, when a film may be filmed somewhere else, but in fact we
have a sound studio or we have the mixing studios here.

The other thing that I’d like to perhaps bring up is something
that I brought up, I think, three years ago, that we have our
AMPIA awards. No one gets to see those. Why are those movies
not put into our libraries? Why don’t our schools have the award-
winning Alberta films? Why can they not see them? Very, very
bad distribution problems.

Mr. Blackett: We’ve had a multitude of different challenges, but
your first point is well taken, when you talked about production.
One of the things that intrigued the studios down in the south was
— they usually come here, they’ll film a movie, and then they’ll do
the postproduction back in California. We can make more money
on postproduction than we can on production. For $25 million
spent in Alberta, it could be $50 million. With a creative hub and
the fact that we have the SuperNet — and I talked about 3-D tech-
nology. One of the things that they have to be able to do in the
field is upload the data to send it back to the studio to look at it to
make sure it’s correct. You’ve got to do that real-time, so you
don’t have to tear down your set and then go back and have to
film something that you’ve missed.

With the SuperNet, with our network of libraries, I said to them,
every library is hooked to the SuperNet. You’ve got all the rural
communities across Alberta. You can go there. We can look at
how we can provide an uplink. Unlike Vancouver we can transmit
the data on that 20-gigabyte pipe to them, and we can disseminate
it around the province. So you can be in Olds and set up a post-
production studio there. You don’t have to be where the physical
location is. Because we have that SuperNet, we’re able to do that.

You’re absolutely right. We should be able to distribute more of
our Alberta films within our school system and let people know.
We’re working right now with the postsecondary institutions on
how we can work better together, collaboratively, to make sure the
next generation of film producers and crew have what we need.
But we need to tell that story so that my son who’s 10 years old

realizes that he has an opportunity to be in that industry as well.
When you see things that are produced by talent in Alberta, that
will help ensure that.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity.

Mr. Chase: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Putting people first. Al-
berta’s most important resource isn’t oil or gas, forestry or fertile
prairie soil, all of which provide a tremendous advantage to both
our personal and provincial well-being. Alberta’s most important
resource is of the renewable variety. It’s people. For Albertans to
not only survive but to thrive, we must be viewed by our govern-
ment not as a cost or a liability but as worthy of investment.

Unfortunately, while Alberta boasts itself as being the wealthi-
est per capita province, far too frequently the First Peoples, our
aboriginal and Métis brethren, and the last peoples, those who
have most recently arrived from foreign lands, find themselves
falling through not simply cracks but crevasses. Evidence of
Alberta’s failure to involve, to include, to successfully integrate as
opposed to assimilate is most strikingly pronounced in our educa-
tional system, where 50 per cent of First Nations students fail to
successfully complete or graduate after three years of high school.
The dropout rate or failure to complete high school for English as
a second language immigrant students is even higher, at 70 per
cent. This is a colossal waste of talent and potential, for which we
pay a very high price both economically and in lost lives.

5:00

There’s plenty of blame and shame to go around, whether it be
the prolonged, three-generational effects of forced assimilation,
bordering at times on cultural genocide, fostered by residential
schools or the self-fulfilling prophecy of one’s own misfortune
being someone else’s fault. To move forward, we have to get past
the accusations, acknowledge what hasn’t worked, and adopt best
practices which foster pride and self-worth, that celebrate multi-
culturalism as opposed to attempting to melt it down to its lowest
common denominator. Pride isn’t something which can be inject-
ed; it has to be adopted and nurtured. Diversity should not be
viewed as us versus them but as an opportunity to share or, at the
very least, appreciate a different cultural perspective, a different
language, a different religion, a different point of view.

Overaccommodation can be as destructive as forced assimila-
tion if in the end one is left with nothing to celebrate out of a fear
of offending. A practice that has too often exploited individuals
without the protection of citizenship is the temporary foreign
worker program, so popular with the Alberta government. In con-
trast, a provincial program that has been successful in fast-
tracking citizenship is our provincial nominee program, which
needs to be expanded.

If a society is judged by how well it treats its most vulnerable,
then Alberta has tremendous room for improvement. How can we
accept the Statistics Canada figure of over 78,000 Alberta children
living below the poverty line, a functional illiteracy rate of 40 per
cent, high rates of addictions, family violence, breakups, and sui-
cide? Why it is that twice as many women are turned away from
shelters than can be temporarily accommodated in them as they
with their children flee abuse? Why is there so little recognition or
support for men who are abused by their spouses?

When a person is injured on a job site, whether white or blue
collar, the type of work they do should not preclude them from
receiving assistance in the form of workmen’s compensation or
long-term disability until and if they are able to return to work.
Having suffered in the first place, they shouldn’t have to fight the
system for the support they deserve. They shouldn’t be forced
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prematurely back to work by the threat of having their compensa-
tion and benefits reduced or cut off. Help, whether in the form of
appropriate retraining if required or long-term disability support if
an individual is so broken that they can’t return to work, should be
there for them. They and their families should not be forced into
destitution by an organization that bonuses caseworkers for arbi-
trarily reducing their caseloads by discarding the injured.

Seniors should not be forced to choose between paying the rent,
buying nutritional food, or purchasing the medications they need.
They should be encouraged and supported to stay in their own
homes until such time as they, with their families, recognize the
need for greater care, in a more institutionalized setting. The
quality of care provided should not be based on the size of their
retirement savings and should not bankrupt their sons or daughters
or force families into warehousing their loved ones and nickelling,
diming, and dollaring assisted living facilities when long-term
care is what is required.

Alberta isn’t devoid of social successes. The 10-year program to
end homelessness, especially for those hard to house, should prove
to government that not just from a strictly ethical point of view but
from an economic standpoint it’s considerably cheaper, by almost
two-thirds, to do the right thing, which is not only to house indi-
viduals suffering from addictions or mental illness, which
combined accounts for 60 per cent of individuals languishing on
the street or in homeless shelters, but to support them so that they
stay off the streets. That 24-hour guaranteed support has also
proved attractive to landlords, many of whom would not otherwise
have taken the rental risks.

Having made some successful inroads into providing supportive
housing for the most destitute, reason would suggest that it should
be easier and less expensive to give a hand up to the others, the
other 30 per cent plus of individuals working each day but unable
to afford a damage deposit on a habitable place of their own.

In Alberta there’s no shortage of good, cost-saving ideas, but
too often there’s a failure to realize the value of the proposed in-
vestments. A case in point is the Alberta government’s acceptance
of the majority of the recommendations of the 2003 Learning
Commission report. Two particular recommendations that would
have had and still can have a radically beneficial effect toward
improving literacy and reducing poverty are funding full-day kin-
dergarten and half-day junior kindergarten. Unlike the forced
compliance of residential schools these programs, although op-
tional for families, would be highly subscribed regardless of
economic or ethnic circumstances.

The government, to its credit, has encouraged experimental
education programs. One of the programs, AISI, that saw a direct
correlation between literacy and self-esteem through the reduction
of class sizes for grades 1 through 3 in Edmonton’s inner-city
schools, was abandoned after its first year of piloting despite the
tremendous achievement results recorded.

Another missed investment opportunity is the government’s
continued failure to support inner-city hot lunch programs al-
though common sense, never mind compounding research
supports the connection between health and achievement. Alberta
currently has one of Canada’s highest high school dropout rates
and has the lowest postsecondary participation rate in this nation,
only 14 per cent. How difficult is it to connect the dots that educa-
tion equals economy? However, instead of encouraging greater
postsecondary participation through bursaries and grants, the gov-
ernment is focused on increasing student debt through loans,
raised tuition rates, and a $500 student facility fee, which has no
academic connection.

What values is this government promoting and subsidizing?
Clear-cutting trumps sustainable harvesting. Approving new tail-

ings ponds projects trumps water protection and graduated devel-
opment. Spending money on building more remand centres rather
than on legal aid or overcoming learning disabilities. Historical
first in time, first in right trumps contemporary public good. Regu-
lation is preferable to legislation as democracy is time consuming,
and the outcomes aren’t predictable. A penny saved is a spending
opportunity lost. Heritage refers to hockey classics, not savings
trust funds. Big government is good because the ever-expanding
Public Affairs Bureau tells us so.

After 40 years holding the reins of power, why experiment with
citizens’ assemblies, proportional representation, transparency, or
accountability? Cling to power no matter what the cost. Alberta
has so much to offer, both in terms of its bounty of renewable and
nonrenewable resources. What’s needed is a collaborative vision
not based primarily on exploitation and extraction but on balance
and sustainability, long-term stewardship, rights far too often tak-
en for granted, and responsibilities frequently ignored.

Every Albertan with Canadian citizenship of at least 18 years of
age has an opportunity to determine Alberta’s future by registering
their vote. People around the world are risking their lives daily to
have their voices heard. Arise to the challenge, Albertans. Get
involved. You and your province are worth the investment.

The Acting Speaker: Standing Order 29(2)(a) is available for
anyone wishing to comment or question.
Seeing none, the hon. Minister of Housing and Urban Affairs.

Mr. Denis: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It’s a pleasure to
rise on this occasion, especially after so many good speeches on
both sides of the House this afternoon.

Just before I begin with some of my remarks, Mr. Speaker, I
just wanted to say thank you to the Premier for his service to this
province, not just in this House but for 25 years of public service,
beginning in 1986. I first met him in 2001 at an event in Calgary-
Lougheed, when the former member had invited me there, and I
had a chance to speak with him there.

Secondly, I just wanted to say thank you as well to the hon.
Leader of the Opposition for his service to the medical profession
but also to this House as well. We may not agree on everything,
but I’ve met him many times on flights home, and we have always
had a good chat. I know that he has always been in this business
for the right reasons.

There was a lot in the throne speech, Mr. Speaker, and really
not anything that I can address in 20 minutes. Indeed, a person
could talk for 60 minutes or more about the throne speech.

5:10

I did want to address a couple of issues as well. First off, there
was a lot of comment in the throne speech, Mr. Speaker, about the
importance of trade. Now, you go through Canada’s history. Orig-
inally our trade was predominantly with Britain. Then later it
became predominantly with the United States. Indeed, today about
85 per cent of our trade is with one trading partner, again the
United States. I think that is great, that we have such a great trad-
ing partner south of us. That being said, you look at where the
future is going, not so much in the rearview mirror but exactly
where we’re going in the future. India has 1.2 billion people. Chi-
na has 1.3 billion people. In fact, those numbers have doubled or
more in the last 50 years. It’s very important that we look towards
the future as to where we are going to go to maintain the current
standard of living in Alberta or even expand it as our province
continues to grow. I do believe that in the throne speech we did
have the right comments, specifically about where we need to go
in the future, particularly to Asia.
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It is disconcerting to me that often the enemy in our prosperity
can actually be at home. In fact, earlier today in question period
we talked about the federal bill to stop tanker traffic west of B.C.
That would have a very significant negative impact on our prov-
ince, and it’s really disconcerting that we see these types of bills
brought up as private members’ bills, I would suggest, for the
short-term and fleeting political gain of someone who does not
have the best interests of this province at heart.

As we keep on looking forward, Alberta does have a history of
having a number of younger elected officials. I’'m pleased to be
one of them, at least for a few more years, and we have to look
towards the next generation and what the needs of the next genera-
tion are going to be. It’s often been said to me that the very city to
which I moved in 2000, Calgary, in the last 10 years, in fact, has
grown greater than a city the size of Regina or Saskatoon. That is
only one city in this entire province. We obviously have a very
good thing going here, but we always have to be mindful of what
the pressures are and where we may need to go in the future. So
expanding our markets to Asia, I definitely do think, is a good
move.

Now, Mr. Speaker, we do have a resource-based economy. [
always want to move beyond the whole notion of hewers of wood
or drawers of water. We have to be competitive, and that was rec-
ognized, actually, in last year’s throne speech with Bill 1, the
Alberta Competitiveness Act. We can’t simply depend on our
resources alone. A lot of people may go and get excited at the fact
that oil, as I checked the markets today, is at $98.10. Well, that’s
great, but that being said, we also see that the gas prices are very
low, just under $4.

It’s not just enough to export our natural resources; we need to
be talking about upgrading our natural resources. We want to take
steps to develop more bitumen at home. For example, the bitumen
royalty in kind program, that was announced a couple of weeks
ago, I think is a positive move towards that. It will result in having
more bitumen upgraded here. Of course, you have the added bene-
fits beyond just simply the royalties. You are going to have higher
employment in these areas. This is a good-news story for today
but also for future generations.

A big part of our competitiveness, though, of course, involves
our low tax rate. I remember I was in university when Alberta
brought in the 10 per cent flat tax rate. That has resulted in a lot of
further income tax that has been collected from people and busi-
nesses that have in fact moved here to take advantage of the low
tax rates that we offer here as well. I’ve heard a lot of speeches
today regarding competitiveness, but then people also mention in
this Assembly how we want to provide better services. The ques-
tion I would ask is: would you increase these taxes? I think that
we’ve struck a good balance of taxation in this province already.

The throne speech also talked about education, Mr. Speaker.
My family, of course, has a long history of education, with my
mother, Marguerite, being an educator. My grandfather Phil Hauk,
who I just visited the other day, 93 years old, often goes back to
stories in the classroom and the importance of educating people
today and people in the next generation. In fact, people are great
resources in this province. Many people come here, and the child-
ren that they invariably have when they come here and decide to
stay do need a quality education.

The quote from the throne speech that most strikes me here is
“an inclusive education system that supports [those] with special
needs.” That appeals to me in particular, Mr. Speaker, because no
two people are alike, and you need a variety of educational op-
tions to educate the next generation of Albertans. Part of these
include Catholic education, public education, and, of course, char-
ter schools, many of which are in my constituency. Of course, I do

support an expanded role for charter schools, the model being that
different approaches actually work, the model of choice. Why?
Because we have very, very differing needs of students throughout
this entire province. I think we should move further along this
model as well.

I listened with interest to the hon. Minister of Culture and
Community Spirit talk about the film industry. This came up to
me when I was knocking on a door in Riverbend, a part of my
constituency, in the last election, and this woman asked me not
what my education is, not what my health policy is, not what my
taxation policy is, but she wanted to talk about arts. I really didn’t
have much to answer at that point other than the fact that when she
said, “Well, you must have participated in something,” I said,
“Well, I was a singer when I was younger, of course.” She had
said: “You really need . . .”

Mr. Rodney: Give us an example.

Mr. Denis: No, [’'m not going to sing for you today. I’'m sorry.

Having an arts policy is very important for this entire province,
and it was mentioned in the throne speech as well. Recently I was
contacted by a gentleman who had a film and video issue, and we
talked about it. He talked about the importance of a knowledge-
based economy but also that the new generation, like it or not, is
on platforms like Twitter and Facebook. Now, I don’t believe that
you tweet your way to power. I think it was the Member for
Edmonton-Highlands-Norwood who had said that first, and I
would agree with him, probably on that alone. That being said,
this is where the platform of the new generation is.

We need a comprehensive strategy on how we’re going to support
the arts here. One of the ways in which the Minister of Culture and
Community Spirit has done this is by founding Arts Days. The fact
that the throne speech goes and talks about that and that we plan to
continue with that, I think that that also is important.

The throne speech also did talk about safe communities, Mr.
Speaker. I often go back to January 1, 2009. Why is that day of
importance? Well, we had two people killed in my constituency in
a gang shooting. I represent a semisuburban area of Calgary. You
would typically think that you might find shootings, things like
that, downtown or in an industrial area. Well, no. That’s not true
any longer. You find it in residential areas as well. So I'm happy
that the throne speech also talked about safe communities.

It talked about a gang reduction strategy as well, and I’m happy
that we’re going to be continuing with this. With our law en-
forcement framework we’re going to be moving forward with the
Fort MacLeod training centre. I again say that we need a two-
pronged approach when it comes to tackling crime. You want to
tackle both the conditions where people may likely offend, par-
ticularly the young people as well, but you also need to deal with
offenders and putting the victims of their crime first.

Now, I did want to address something I’m most passionate
about, and that’s no surprise to anyone here. That’s our housing
policy. My priority as a minister here is both for the taxpayer and
for the client. Some people say: how can you do both? Well, you
can focus on outcomes, not so much how much money you actu-
ally spend but actually what your eventual result is.

Through competitive tendering and through a private partner-
ship that we have, we’ve been able to bring our cost per unit down
to about $97,500. By way of comparison, the city of Calgary had
some so-called affordable housing in the Louise Station down-
town at 4th Avenue. Guess what that cost? Three hundred and
twenty thousand dollars. That was not affordable to the taxpayer.
It has to be affordable to the taxpayer and affordable to the client.
Through our request for proposal process we receive three times
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the amount of private sector applicants that we can actually go and
fund. The fact that the throne speech actually goes and mentions
this I think talks about this government’s ongoing commitment to
affordable housing.

Now, I do have a quote for today. “Government always finds a
need for whatever money it gets.” That was Ronald Reagan. Inter-
estingly enough, in fact, when it comes to our housing policy,
we’re doing just the opposite. Last year we were able to find a 19
per cent savings in our budget, again through our competitive and
open tendering process and through our private sector partner-
ships. For this year, well, I guess we’ll have to stay tuned until
tomorrow.

On the human side, of course, we’re on track to create 11,000
affordable housing units by 2012. Most interestingly, with our
homeless policies we’re seeing our shelter usage come down.
Shelters are important, Mr. Speaker, but they are not the solution.
It’s the difference between managing the problem and ending it.
By focusing more on permanent housing, we’ve seen the shelter
demand go down. For future generations, whichever government
may be chosen in the next election, I really hope that we continue
with this program because it’s working.

The Member for Calgary-Varsity had talked about how he sup-
ports this. I want to say thank you to him in particular. It is really
disconcerting to me when I receive calls, though, from other
members saying that we should abolish these programs. I’ve never
heard anything so out of touch with the average Albertan as when
I hear calls for things like that.

We also need to focus on the reasons for homelessness. It’s not
simply when someone goes and says: get a job. I think that’s a
very ignorant comment. To me it’s not a crime to be homeless.
I’ve met with many of these people. I’ve met with many people
who experience addiction issues, mental illness, domestic vi-
olence, or people who have simply fallen on hard times. The
importance is that we need to treat people as individuals.

5:20

This weekend I was at a program called Project Homeless Connect
in Calgary. The Member for Calgary-Glenmore was there as well. We
actually had a chance to chat with some of these homeless people
again, and it’s important to have that ongoing dialogue as well.

I just want to conclude with a couple of thoughts as well. Every
one of us is fortunate to live in Alberta. I would put to every one
of the members here today that if we were in many other places in
the world, in fact, the arguments that we have here might seem
trivial, given the problems we see across the world, the problems
that we see in the Middle East, the problems that we see in war-
torn countries, the problems that we see in Third World countries.
That being said, it is upon us always to never forget the people
who we represent and the voters and the taxpayers, and they must
always come first.

As we move forward into this session and to the next one, we
must also remember the promise of this province and the fact that
freedom isn’t free and the fact that we have a great resource, and
the resource is not so much our oil and gas but our people, the
people who we represent and the people, also, who come here and
who will come here. I’'m confident that as we move forward, we
will continue to provide good governance and good opposition for
the people here because that is what is truly the promise of this
province, and that is truly what the people here deserve.

Thank you.

The Acting Speaker: Standing Order 29(2)(a) is available for
anybody who wishes to comment or question.
If not, the hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre.

Ms Blakeman: Thanks very much, Mr. Speaker. I appreciate the
opportunity today to respond to the throne speech that we heard
delivered yesterday by our new Lieutenant Governor in his first
opportunity to do that.

I’ve had a lot of opportunity recently to sort of think about dif-
ferent versions of Alberta, and I’'m really struck by how young
Alberta is. Someone earlier mentioned an average age of 36 years
old, I think. It’s true; we do have a very young population.

We are, really, all things considered, fairly prosperous. Before
anyone leaps to their feet and starts telling me about the tough
times and all that kind of thing, yes, but if you travel at all, you
start to get a real understanding that we may have had some chal-
lenges here but nothing like the challenges that they have faced in
other places. All things considered, we really are fairly prosperous
and continue to be fairly prosperous.

There’s room for improvement always, but we are quite well
educated. We have opportunity for good education here that lots
of other places in the world and even closer to us don’t enjoy. I
have someone that’s on my constituency association who is a
teacher here and was a teacher in New York. Boy, he can tell me
about the differences in the quality and availability of good educa-
tion. So there are lots of things that I would like to do to improve
the education system and access to it. I’'m the daughter of two
teachers, so it’s kind of in our blood in my family. But, really, we
are fairly well educated.

My brothers are in the trades — actually, most of my extended
family is in the construction trades — and I’'m very grateful that we
have many different apprenticeship programs here in this prov-
ince. In some of those cases the apprenticeship programs are run
by the unions, which I am also very grateful to have in this prov-
ince. I know that’s not something that’s shared by my colleagues
opposite, but I am grateful for the unions. I think they play a very
important role in our labour force. I think they work hard to give
us a quality of life. I think there are a number of things that we can
thank them for today that they lobbied for and advocated for and
brought into being, like a set workweek of five days with week-
ends off and things like that. In fact, a public education system
originally came out of the union labour movement.

I’'m grateful for that because I think it gives us safer workplac-
es, and I really believe in the collective bargaining process. There
are things that we could do in this province to make that better.
That’s a bit of a tough row for me to hoe in this province, given
the current administration. I’m not going to stop trying because |
do believe that there should be first contract legislation, and I
think that there should be replacement worker legislation here as
well. That’s important to me, I think it’s important to the labour
movement here, and I would really like to see it in place.

Overall, I think we are hopeful and have every reason to be an
optimistic province. As I said, that doesn’t mean there aren’t
things that I wouldn’t press you all very hard to change, and you
know I will press you hard to change those things.

We are and can be a province of the 21st century. That, Mr.
Speaker, is why I was so puzzled by the throne speech that I heard
yesterday. It wasn’t optimistic. It wasn’t looking forward into the
21st century. The ideas that were in there weren’t doing that. I was
really puzzled by it. Even today in listening to the people from the
government side, they’ve been bringing forward lots of ideas that I
will probably talk about if I get enough time. But those ideas we-
ren’t in that throne speech, and I don’t understand why. To me it
reflects a way of thinking that is about rushing back to try and
recreate the 1950s, and that’s just not where we are anymore.
That’s just not the province that we live in.

Here’s an example. We have fewer labour jobs here in Alberta.
Increasingly, we’ve had robotics and other kinds of mechanics
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that have taken away the need for assembly line workers or pie-
cemeal workers. So that kind of manual labour, where you didn’t
really need a great education to be able to go in and get that kind
of job, is disappearing on us. Some would argue: good; they we-
ren’t great jobs to begin with. I’'m not going to comment on that.

You say: all right, where are the new jobs coming from? Where
are the jobs of the future? The kids that are in school now, what
are they going to do? What’s out there for them? We’re losing
those sorts of manual labour jobs that tended to sit at the bottom of
our labour pool. Where are the new ones coming from? We have a
traditional grouping of jobs that are changing, but I think they’re
going to stay there in health, in education, in the social services,
even in the arts, as influenced as that is by new technology. I think
those jobs are going to change, but they’re mostly going to stay
there.

So where are the new jobs? What we keep being told is that the
new jobs are in a creative, knowledge-based, innovative sector.
It’s about your brain, not your physical ability to heave stuff
around. It’s about how you can use your brain and your imagina-
tion. You know, one of the things that we’re very successful at
here in Alberta is the Internet games that you play where they’re
all animated and they fight each other out in storylines. We’re
very successful at developing those games here. BioWare, that
company, that’s what they do. They develop these online games.
That comes out of Alberta. That’s a knowledge-based, creative job
sector. That’s where we need to move for the next grouping of
jobs. There’ll always management, and there’ll always be retail.
Yes, of course. But where are the rest of those jobs?

I was very puzzled to not hear any of that in the throne speech.
What I heard was: let’s get as many of our natural resources, both
sustainable and nonsustainable, and sell them, just shoot them out
of this province as fast as we can and sell them all over the place
and develop new markets in other places for people to buy our
renewable and nonrenewable natural resources. I thought: whoa. I
thought we were trying to reverse that trend. I thought we were
trying to diversify our economy. We should be looking at how we
can keep that stuff here.

Let me give a bouquet to the government for the BRIK pro-
gram. That’s exactly what we’re talking about. That’s taking that
natural resource and keeping it here so that our people get jobs,
good high-tech, well-paying jobs, so that they enjoy a quality of
life. That’s the kind of thing we need to be talking about, not con-
tinuing to ship our natural resources away to other countries.

Often, it comes back to us in a secondary or tertiary market, and

the quality isn’t even as good.
I’'m told that often happens with raw food product that we ship
out, for example. So why, why on earth? How 1950s is it that this
government is talking about their big new idea, to ship more natu-
ral resources out of the province? That just doesn’t make sense to
me.

5:30

They were talking about forestry. They were talking about agri-
cultural product, wheat. They were talking about oil and gas
products. We’re talking about those upgraders starting to come
online again and be possible in the Industrial Heartland. I’'m quite
excited about those upgraders, but we do need to balance that with
very strong environmental protection because there’s a certain
saturation point of those upgraders where you start to lose your
quality of life, and the balance, the scales shift.

That’s the role of government. That’s part of what government
does, that they provide what business will not do because business
doesn’t make a profit doing it. So things like police forces and fire
and providing municipal services and things like that: there is a

role for government. I know that my colleagues opposite think
there isn’t, and they want smaller government, blah, blah. Okay.
Fair enough. I disagree. I think there is a role for government, and
one of those roles is environmental protection, consumer protec-
tion. That’s what it needs to do. It needs to give a level playing
field. It needs to be able to set limits on what the private sector can
do.

“Profit” is not a dirty word, it’s just that it’s not the only word.
Often I sit in here and I listen to people go: “We gotta grow. We
gotta make more money. Money’s the bottom line. It’s all about
money.” No, it isn’t. Most of us in this world work. That’s true.
We work to make money to do other things. Money is not the only
thing. Profit is not the only word. There are other things that are
important to Albertans, like clean air, like fresh water, like recrea-
tional opportunities, like spending time with their families. So
“money” or “profit” is not a dirty word; it’s just not the only word
in the Alberta that I see.

As T said, I think that environmental protection is a big part of
that. We need vigorous, muscular environmental protection that is
action defined. This has been an ongoing quandary for the gov-
ernment because instead of actually taking the action, the steps
that people expect to see that would result in change, we just get
another PR project. We get more spin put on top of it.

For example, I was expecting to hear in the throne speech that
we were going to have a new water act. There’s been lots of talk
about it. We know that there are serious issues about water in the
southern part of our province. We know that there are serious
issues about FITFIR — first in time, first in right — questions about
it. We know that there are increasing concerns from one party and
desire to have it from another side for water markets and selling of
water licences. I expected to see something about that in this
throne speech. Nothing.

All there is is that the government will continue to do ground-
water mapping. Well, at the rate we’re going with groundwater
mapping, it’s literally a decade or more down the line. One of the
things that we have in our environmental policy in the Official
Opposition is that we would invest enough money to speed up that
groundwater mapping process so that we could at least get that
information into our hands a lot faster.

The government, as always, is really fixated on money and on
the stability fund. Sorry; sustainability fund. You know, I keep
making that mistake. For some of the members that are fairly new
to this House, that were elected after 2004, you’ve got to forgive
me rolling my eyes at you all the time. But, honestly, I sat in this
House and listened to Ken Nicol talk about the stability fund until
I thought my eyeballs were going to fall out. He was the one that
kept saying this is what we’ve got to do. While we’re making new
money, while we’re making money from our resource base, we
need to be putting that aside to level out our traditional cyclical
economy. See, | can still hear that stuff; I sound like him when
I’m talking. He was absolutely right.

The government took it and takes credit for it now. You know
what? I don’t care. I really am just interested in best practices. If
that’s what’s actually going to move us forward and make a better
Alberta for all of us, I don’t care who gets the credit. I just want to
see it put in place.

I notice that lots of people now from different parties are talking
about indexing AISH payments to the cost of living. Great. I can’t
remember who in my caucus started talking about that. I really
don’t care now. If I can get the Wildrose onboard with that and the
Conservatives onboard with it — the NDs already were — yippee.
Let’s do it. It should be about best practices for our constituents,
not about some set ideological position that doesn’t allow you to
move from it.
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On that, I would like to challenge the government to do a white
paper on government revenue. I would like to have a white paper
produced that we could discuss in all kinds of contexts, all kinds
of forums, on Twitter and Facebook, about how the government
raises money and what it does with it. What do our constituents
really think about taking natural resource revenue and subsidizing
services they are getting today with that money, right out of the
ground right to paying services today, no savings involved? What
do they really think about a consumption task or about municipal
funding? Let’s do a white paper on that. That would be interesting.
That would be new.

The Acting Speaker: Standing Order 29(2)(a) is available for
anyone to comment or question. The hon. Member for Lethbridge-
East.

Ms Pastoor: Yes. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I wonder if the mem-
ber would be averse to perhaps discussing more of what she would
like to see in that white paper because I think that it’s probably a
good idea and that the white paper, of course, would then be
shared with all Albertans.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. member.

Ms Blakeman: Thank you. Well, because it’s one of those things
that politicians are never supposed to speak about for fear that
they’d get labelled as tax and spend, although I notice that one of
my colleagues, Battle River-Wainwright, has talked about con-
sumption taxes in the past. Good on him because I think it’s
something that should be examined. I think it is an issue that peo-
ple want to weigh in on. I think we’ve got to get over this idea of
being slammed as a politician because we’re willing to talk about
different sources of revenue. I mean, none of us wants to burden
people so that they don’t have a quality of life, but do we have the
best balance right now? Is a 10 per cent flat tax on income the best
way to do things?

What about municipal financing? I think the municipalities
would argue. The AUMA is now trying to get a piece of provin-
cial income tax to subsidize what they’re doing in the
municipalities. Anyone in a municipality, some of you in here,
will tell us that property taxes are not flexible and don’t deal with
growth. So on every level of what we’re doing here we don’t
know if this is the best mix of government revenue, of revenue to
help us deliver the programs and services, and I think that’s some-
thing we should look at.

The other thing we need to look at is investment. Investment is
about having your money make money. So when you talk about
investment, to me that’s about investing in education because
smart, well-educated people help your province make money.
They become part of that knowledge-based economy.

Investing in the arts. I was very happy to hear the minister fi-
nally talking supportively of the arts. Thank you so much. Thank
you for finally spending time with the people in the film area and
hearing what they’re saying. Thank you very much for that. ’'m
sure they appreciate it, and I definitely appreciate it.

Investing in the arts, depending on which figure you want to use
from the minister’s department, is an $8 to $12 return. That’s an
investment. Man, if I could put my money in a bank and get $12
back for every dollar I put in, we’d all be running to the bank. So
why on earth are we not investing in the arts when we know that’s
the kind of return that we can get? I mean, honestly, cutting the
arts? For the amount of money that that budget is right now, it’s
pocket fluff for you guys. You are cutting a couple of million
dollars. It’s pocket fluff out of a total $37 billion budget, and the

effect it has on that sector is devastating because it already works
on not very much money.

So when you talk investment, there are a lot of places we can
invest in this province where our money would make money. Two
of them are investing in education and investing in the arts.

Thank you for the opportunity to expand on that.

5:40

The Acting Speaker: There’s still some time left under Standing
Order 29(2)(a).

Do any other members wish to speak? The hon. leader of the
ND opposition.

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I appreciate
very much the opportunity to respond to His Honour the Lieuten-
ant Governor’s Speech from the Throne, and I appreciate very
much His Honour and the commitment that he’s made to public
service in our province.

I have a few comments with respect to the speech. I said yester-
day after hearing the speech that I felt that this was a last will and
testament of this PC government. What it represents, in my view,
is a recapitulation of promises and commitments that have been
made over the years but which remain unfulfilled. For example,
the commitment to cancer, dealing with the cancer epidemic that’s
going to be expected, was something that Premier Klein raised
five or six years ago, when he promised a billion dollars for cancer
care. Of course, that didn’t transpire.

There are many others. Another one I think that is worthy of
mention is the police college in Fort Macleod, Mr. Speaker, and
the promises that were made to establish that many years ago.
Again, that has been recapitulated. There are promises relating to
health care, of course, and to long-term care, to children in care,
around community and family safety, better environmental plan-
ning and monitoring, and so on.

I think the speech really represented a dawning realization that
the government has not provided the leadership in building a
strong economy or creating jobs in the future. It also has to take
into account the government’s dependence on revenue from non-
renewable energy sources — particularly the natural gas royalties
are not going to be there in the future — and the reductions that the
government has made in taxes for the corporate sector, where
these taxes have been cut by nearly half over the last eight years,
and of course the flat tax on personal income, which gives a mas-
sive gift to the very wealthiest Albertans.

Mr. Speaker, also the speech does not deal properly, in my
view, with royalties, and it doesn’t recognize the fact that this
particular government under this Premier came into office promis-
ing a royalty reform and promising to increase royalties and the
numerous steps backwards since that time, to the point where
we’re virtually at the same place we always were, charging some
of the lowest royalties on gas and oil in the world.

Our party has a very different view of Alberta, a view that’s
confident and which believes that there are common-sense, effec-
tive solutions that stand up for our families. I think people,
notwithstanding the various leadership races that are underway in
some of the political parties, are waiting to hear what can be done
to assure a strong and prosperous Alberta, and that’s what I’d like
to speak a little bit about today.

Mr. Speaker, education is critical. The future of our province
depends on a well-educated and a well-skilled population. We
believe that every child needs fair access to the best possible edu-
cation, but I think that that requires strong support for local school
boards to ensure that communities have the schools that meet the
needs of their families. Schools in older communities are vulnera-
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ble to being closed, and in our view this is a real blow against
these communities. It works against the ability of families in those
communities to provide the best possible education for their child-
ren. We take seriously the threats made to local governance in
education, and we think that this is something that would be very
detrimental to our educational system. We need to find ways to
help support local school boards and not to create anxieties for
them.

Mr. Speaker, in postsecondary education we need to do more to
make education choices affordable for every person. We believe
that the refusal to limit increases in noninstructional fees is a sig-
nificant detriment. They become a backdoor route for
postsecondary institutions to make up for underfunding on the
backs of students. The government requires approval for postse-
condary institutions for setting tuition fees, and they should not
allow this loophole to be used to get around that. The government
needs to be accountable, as do the postsecondary institutions, to
make sure that education is provided in a way that does not affect
accessibility of students, particularly those from less affluent cir-
cumstances.

Alberta New Democrats have for years championed positive
change in the health sector, and we’ve presented real and effective
policies to do that. I want to talk a little bit about long-term care
because this government has created a great deal of confusion, and
in my view deliberately so, between long-term care, which is part
of our health system in which people are medically assessed as
requiring ongoing care, nursing care, and so on, and in which
drugs and other services are provided as part of our health care
system, and assisted living or designated assisted living, where
people pay on a cost-plus basis for every additional service, pay
for their own drugs, and generally receive lower levels of care.
The government is attempting to substitute assisted living beds for
a real need in long-term care beds. That need, Mr. Speaker, is
about 14,000 by the year 2019, yet the government is only com-
mitting to providing a few thousand assisted living beds over the
same period.

It is a crisis in the making, Mr. Speaker. It’s already a crisis for
many families, some of whom have to give up full-time jobs in
order to provide care for elderly family members because they
can’t afford or can’t get the care which they require. Unless the
government deals with the situation, we’re going to have a serious
crisis not only affecting the well-being of elderly and chronically
ill individuals in our province but affecting families that are trying
to support those individuals. We have done our very best to bring
this issue front and centre to the attention of the government, and
so far they continue to ignore the fundamental difference, as they
ignore their promise made in the last election for 600 additional
long-term care beds.

Mr. Speaker, we also have proposed good solutions with respect
to prescription drugs. The government would like to have us be-
lieve that all of the cost increases that we’re facing in our health
care budget in this province are due to people aging, being out of
shape, or smoking, making personal choices that are affecting the
costs of the health care system. But they ignore the fact that one of
the major single contributors to increases in our health care budget
is drug costs. They ignore the fact that large pharmaceutical cor-
porations have patent protection for 20 years in this country, and
they use that in order to provide drugs at very, very high prices
because they essentially have a monopoly.

We brought to the attention of the government that current ne-
gotiations between the government of Canada and the European
Economic Community for a free trade zone involve demands from
the EU for extensions of patent protection since the European
economy is the host to a significant number of some of the largest

drug companies. That has been identified as something which in
Alberta alone may lead to an increase in our health care costs of
$210 million per year, yet the government has remained silent
with respect to the negotiations that their cousins in Ottawa are
conducting with the European negotiators.

5:50

Mr. Speaker, we’ve talked about ways that we could economize
on drug costs, and we talked about a plan. Unlike the government,
which has failed twice now to bring in a new seniors’ drug plan,
we were able to show how we could substantially increase cover-
age for drugs to seniors without increasing taxes by even $1. That
is based on a New Zealand plan. By negotiating bulk-buying pric-
es with the big drug companies for brand-name drugs, we estimate
that we could save over a hundred million dollars a year. If that
was put back into seniors’ drug coverage, we could make sure that
seniors have the drugs that they need without exceeding $25 a
month regardless of the number of prescriptions. Right now in this
province it’s $25 per prescription. Of course, many seniors have
multiple prescriptions, so the costs can be hundreds of dollars a
year for seniors with multiple prescriptions.

Mr. Speaker, there’s lots that can be done to improve health
care. I talked about long-term care. The lack of mental health care
beds in the province is another blind spot of this government.
They talk about more community sports, but they don’t talk about
more mental health beds, and it is the lack of mental health beds
and the lack of long-term care beds that lead many people to be
placed in acute-care beds in our hospitals. That, of course, means
that those beds are not available for emergency room patients once
they’ve been stabilized in an emergency room. It’s the fundamen-
tal reason for the crisis in our emergency rooms.

The government, instead of dealing with long-term care and
mental health beds, which are much cheaper to operate than acute-
care beds, is addressing the problem by adding more acute-care
beds instead of freeing up the ones that we have and, at the same
time, dealing with a chronic shortage of mental health and long-
term care beds.

Mr. Speaker, solutions are there for the health care system. We
don’t necessarily think that you have to add more money, but you
have to spend more wisely. This is reflected in a recent poll,
which shows that 66 per cent of Albertans believe we have a
health care crisis, and 60 per cent of those people believe that it is
not a lack of money but mismanagement that is creating the situa-
tion. New Democrats have always been the most reliable
champion of public health care. We invented it, and we will stand
up for it always. I don’t mean to in any way denigrate the com-
mitment of other parties to this, but I just want to underline that it
is something that is at the core of our values and our beliefs.

Mr. Speaker, I think that we have to talk a little bit about the
whole question of landowner rights in this province. The govern-
ment has forged ahead with three pieces of legislation — formerly
Bill 19, Bill 36, and Bill 50 — all of which are designed to elimi-
nate the traditional protections for landowners against arbitrary
government actions with respect to their land. That is being dri-
ven, quite frankly, as Bill 50 showed, by a desire to forge ahead
with massive new transmission infrastructure projects, which the
government conservatively estimates at $8 billion, but I think a
more realistic estimate is $16 billion. That is many times the total
value of the entire infrastructure in our province for transmission
today.

Why is that occurring? The government wants to go ahead with
this. They’ve overridden traditional protections for landowners for
their property, and they have eliminated the traditional require-
ments that these projects be justified before a regulatory process,
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with people having the right to intervene and challenge the costs
and challenge the need for the projects. The cabinet will simply
designate them as essential infrastructure, and all of that is short-
circuited and no longer required.

Why is this happening? Well, in our view — and we, I think,
take a different view than the other parties on this — this has to do,
fundamentally, with the deregulation of generation in our prov-
ince. We addressed this issue at the forum in Vegreville, which the
Premier didn’t attend, but we had Danielle Smith from the Wil-
drose Alliance, and we had the hon. Leader of the Official
Opposition, the Liberal leader, present and myself on the stage.
Ours was the only party that took the position that we felt deregu-
lation was the problem and that it had to be changed. The other
two party leaders and, I know, the government all said that they
favoured going ahead with deregulation.

That, to me, is a key question because deregulation of generation
means that instead of approving after a regulatory process a new
generation and building the new transmission that’s required specif-
ically for that generating site, whether it’s a coal plant or a gas plant
or whatever it is, now anyone can build a plant anywhere they want.
So when we met with people from the transmission authority, with
one of their chief planning engineers, after some discussion it
dawned on me that the real reason was that you wouldn’t really
know where anybody was going to set up their plant, and if they
thought they could make money, they could because it’s no longer
planned and no longer regulated. What that means is that you have
to build a transmission infrastructure that is robust enough to handle
it. [Mr. Mason’s speaking time expired] If somebody wants to ask
me a question, [ have a few more things to say.

The Acting Speaker: Standing Order 29(2)(a) is available. The
hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona.

Ms Notley: Yes. That was a very interesting point that the hon.
Member for Edmonton-Highlands-Norwood was making about
transmission lines and overfunding, so I think that I’d maybe like
to hear a bit more information on that.

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much, hon. member. I do appreciate
that.

The bottom line, Mr. Speaker, with respect to that is that, in
fact, we are overbuilding our transmission infrastructure in order
to accommodate generation deregulation. It’s massively overbuilt.
It’s been likened to building a 32-lane highway between
Edmonton and Calgary, far more than you need. I mean, it would
be lovely to have, but I think that we need to recognize that all of
the costs related to this are going to be paid by the electricity con-
sumer, so we’re going to see sharp increases in our power bills in

order to build infrastructure that allows people to export their
power to the United States on a for-profit basis. That has led this
government into a real minefield in terms of where they’re going,
and there are more mines ahead with respect to that.

I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that we are committed to balanced
budgets. We are committed to fair taxation but also to competitive
taxation. We believe that if this government had not walked away
from revenue from the wealthiest people in our province, from the
oil industry and the gas industry and the most profitable of corpo-
rations, we would not be in a deficit position today. This
government has created this situation. When the times were good
and the money was flowing in from natural gas royalty revenues
in a big way, they felt that they could give gifts to all of their
friends and reduce the amount of taxes that they were paying.
Now the middle-class families and the working families of this
province are paying the price.

So, Mr. Speaker, I want to say very clearly that we do not think
that the vision which is included in this Speech from the Throne
is, frankly, much of a vision at all. It really is a reiteration of the
things they wish they had done, the things that they promised to
do that they might get around to sometime if they were ever
elected. But I think they have exhausted the patience of the people
of Alberta. They’re out of ideas, and they’re almost out of time. I
think that this very weak speech reflects that very well.

Alberta New Democrats have a vision, a more positive vision
for the people of this province, and we’re going to continue to
communicate that to the people of Alberta. We expect that there’s
going to be increasing levels of support for a more progressive,
more humane, and more sensible vision for this province than that
contained in this Speech from the Throne.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Acting Speaker: There’s still time available on 29(2)(a).
The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.

Mr. Renner: Mr. Speaker, | would like to move that we adjourn,
but I’m not sure: do we have to have a motion to adjourn debate
first?

Mr. Lukaszuk: Mr. Speaker, if | may, at this point in time, look-
ing at the clock, I would like to adjourn the debate.

[Motion to adjourn debate carried]

Mr. Renner: Mr. Speaker, in light of the time, I would now move
that the Assembly adjourn until 1:30 tomorrow afternoon.

[Motion carried; the Assembly adjourned at 6 p.m. to Thursday at
1:30 p.m.]
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Legislative Assembly of Alberta

1:30 p.m. Thursday, February 24, 2011

[The Speaker in the chair]

Prayers

The Speaker: Good afternoon.

Let us pray. Grant us daily awareness of the precious gift of life
which has been given to us. As Members of this Legislative
Assembly we dedicate our lives anew to the service of our prov-
ince and of our country. Amen.

Please be seated.

Introduction of Visitors

Ms Evans: Mr. Speaker, it is with mixed emotions that I stand
today to introduce very special guests in your gallery. I say mixed
emotions because saying farewell to two people that I have truly
loved is going to be difficult. I know that when I say domo ari-
gato, thank you for your service, and sayonara, I truly mean in my
heart that we will meet again. Yasuo and Kyoko Minemura have
been exemplary representatives of their country, Japan. For over
three years they have served, living in Calgary, hosting many of us
in this Assembly, always welcoming with their generous hearts
the people of Alberta, introducing industries to people and making
valuable contacts for Albertans with the people of Japan. They
have illustrated by their grace, wisdom, and sensitivity the very
best of Japanese exports, two wonderful people that are with us
today and seated in your gallery with Tim Marriott. Ladies and
gentlemen in the Assembly, please join me in thanking Yasuo
Minemura and his darling wife, Kyoko, for their exemplary ser-
vice. Please stand while we recognize you.

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Justice and Attorney General.

Mr. Olson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have two people I'd like to
introduce today. One of them is my long-suffering former legisla-
tive assistant, Lindsay Cooke. I know she’s in here somewhere.
There she is. Stand up, Lindsay. She is a very faithful assistant,
and I really appreciate everything she’s done for me. She’s finally
rid of me, but I wanted to have her here to acknowledge the work
she’s done for me. Thank you, Lindsay.

Also, my good friend and mentor and a former member of this
Legislature, LeRoy Johnson, is in the Speaker’s gallery. He served
from 1997 to March of 2008. He is also, of course, the father of
the Member for Athabasca-Redwater. ’'m very pleased to have
him with us today.

Introduction of Guests

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of International and Intergov-
ernmental Relations.

Ms Evans: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. When I came into
the building today, a wonderful student from this school presented
me with a gift that I haven’t even had a chance to open. These
visitors are from Lakeland Ridge public school, a bunch of won-
derful students accompanied by Mrs. Mair, Mrs. Lundin, Ms
Chase, Mr. Robertson, Mr. Ron Hauser, Mrs. Gale Fuller, Mr.
Greg Fuller, Carla Petroski, Marina Troake, and Alex Tighe.
Would the students and their parents and helpers from Lakeland
Ridge school please stand? Welcome to all of you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Battle River-Wainwright.

Mr. Griffiths: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It gives me great pleasure
today to introduce to you and through you to all members of this
Assembly a group of 19 students, 23 guests in total, from Provost
public school in the constituency of Battle River-Wainwright.
When I asked them how they wanted to be described, they simply
said “awesome,” and after speaking with them for a bit, they are.
They’re accompanied by their exceptional young teacher, Miss
Jamie Bishop, and parent helpers Joanne Paulgaard, Kim Higdon,
and Linaya Lessmeister. They’re sitting behind me in the mem-
bers’ gallery. I would ask them to please rise and receive the
traditional warm welcome of this Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Agriculture and Rural Devel-
opment.

Mr. Hayden: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It’s indeed my
honour and pleasure today to introduce to you and through you to
the Assembly two wonderful people from my constituency,
Wayne and Loree Nixon. For a number of generations both of
their families have contributed greatly to the Drumheller-Stettler
constituency, in Loree’s family’s case in agriculture but also in
rodeo and Wayne’s family in rodeo. Wayne also serves as the
reeve of the county of Stettler. They’ve both given tirelessly to
their community. Wayne’s father and my mother actually attended
high school together a few years ago. It’s a pleasure, and I ask
them to stand and receive the warm welcome of the Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Seniors and Community Sup-
ports.

Mrs. Jablonski: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I would like
to take this opportunity to introduce to you and through you to the
members of the Assembly two very important people. I have here
with us today my new constituency assistant, Rashelle Dubrule.
Rashelle has had experience in a lawyer’s office, and I think that
will come in handy as a constituency assistant. She’s shown com-
passion and energy, and I’'m pleased to have her here.

Along with Rashelle I have my old constituency assistant, Darin
Doel. Darin has been with me for 10 years, so I feel like I’'m los-
ing a part of my family, but I want to congratulate Darin because
he’s moving on. He should be going back to school to become a
psychologist because my constituents have come to know him as
Dr. Phil. Darin is moving on to be the executive assistant to the
vice-president of our central Alberta Health Services, and 1 would
like to congratulate him. He said I could tell you anything but just
don’t give out his cell number.

Could I have Darin and Rashelle rise and receive the traditional
warm welcome from the Assembly. They’re in the members’ gal-
lery.

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Aboriginal Relations.

Mr. Webber: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’d like to introduce to
you and through you to all members of the Assembly two very
talented individuals. The first one is Mr. Gordon Chan, whom I
had the pleasure of getting to know over dinner last night. Gordon
works for Meyers Norris Penny, and I’'m impressed with his long
and diverse background in the financial industry, working both
overseas and in the United States. But what really impressed me
with Mr. Chan is his vast and extensive training and experience in
the mixed martial arts, something you don’t often associate with
chartered accountants. Gordon and his wife, June, and his young
children, Cassidy and Dakota, now make their home in Calgary,
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where he spends much of his time as a hockey dad, something
many of us are familiar with.

Many members may know my second guest, Mr. Lanny West-
ersund. For many years Lanny worked in the Legislature for a
number of our MLASs here, and he is still a familiar face in the
hallways and at social events. I’'m sure my colleagues will agree
with me when I say that Lanny is one of the most dedicated and
hard-working individuals that has worked here in the Legislature.
He currently works for Meyers Norris Penny, where he is active
on many of the aboriginal files. One thing I would like to mention
is that Lanny is perhaps the strongest supporter of the Calgary
Stampede that I have ever met, to the point that he is somewhat of
an unofficial ambassador.

With that, I’d like the two to please stand and receive the warm
traditional welcome of the Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Olds-Didsbury-Three Hills.

Mr. Marz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s a real pleasure for me to
introduce to you and through you to all members of the Assembly
today three special guests and friends. The first is one of two
“Cheryls” that manage my constituency office, Sharyl James-
Wright. Would you stand, Sharyl? Beside her is her father, Pat
James, who is a really good friend of mine as well as of the minis-
ter of agriculture and a trail riding buddy of ours. Also, we have
Al Kemmere, a friend of mine and a councillor for Mountain
View county. I would ask all members of the Assembly to please
welcome them.

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

Mr. Xiao: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s a great pleasure for me to
have this opportunity to introduce to you and through you to this
House a good friend of mine, a good fellow Rotarian and good
business leader in town and also a good community leader, the
former president of the Rotary Club of Edmonton, Mr. Scott
Montgomery, and his assistant, Denise Brunner. They are here for
the budget. Please rise and receive the traditional welcome of this
House.
Thank you.

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

Mr. Dallas: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s an honour to introduce
to you and through you to all members of the Assembly a number
of guests today. First of all, my constituency assistant in Red
Deer-South, Brenda Johnson, and her husband, Ken. Also joining
us today is Al Evaniew, a long-time personal friend who works
with Brownlee Law, and two very special constituents from Red
Deer-South, Marlin Styner, who serves as the chair of the Pre-
mier’s council on disabilities, and the driving force in his life, his
wife, Diane Gramlich. Also joining us today is Tim Creedon, who
is the executive director of the Red Deer Chamber of Commerce.
I’d ask my guests to rise and receive the warm reception of the
members.

The Speaker: The hon. Solicitor General and Minister of Public
Security.

Mr. Oberle: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s my honour and, in fact,
a pleasure to rise today and introduce again to this Legislature my
partner, my wife, Debbie Oberle, who has joined us today to
watch the budget.

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

Mr. Hinman: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s my pleasure to rise
and introduce to you and through you to all members of this
House a few individuals that have been a big part of helping to
make Alberta a better place. The first one is Gordon Butler, a
long-time rancher, advocate for property rights, and just an awe-
some Albertan, who travels around promoting agriculture and
what Alberta has to offer. I appreciate his dedication over the
years and wish him the best.

The next two are Said Abdulbaki and his brother, Raed. They
are also from Calgary and just awesome individuals that are true
Albertans. They’re always promoting Alberta and promoting the
Wildrose Party and what it has to offer in order to make Alberta a
little bit better. I’d ask that they all rise and receive the warm wel-
come of this Assembly.

Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Lesser Slave Lake.

Ms Calahasen: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have the honour of
introducing two guests, relatives I would say. As you know, in
northern Alberta we’re related to everybody. They have been re-
cently elected to the Peavine Métis settlement, and they’re seated
in the members’ gallery. Their names are Ken Noskey, who is the
chair of the Peavine Métis settlement, and Sherry Cunningham,
who is also a councillor of Peavine Métis settlement. I’d ask that
they stand and receive the warm welcome of this Assembly.

The Speaker: Hon. members, did I miss anyone?
The hon. Member for Lacombe-Ponoka.

Mr. Prins: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s my privilege and honour
to introduce to you and through you to all members a couple of
people in the members’ gallery. They are my wife, Pauline Prins,
and seated with her is Mr. Paul de Jong. He is the former prairie
director of the Christian Labour Association and currently the
executive director of the Progressive Contractors Association of
Canada, PCAC, from Calgary, visiting in Edmonton today for the
budget. Please rise and receive the warm welcome of this
Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Whitecourt-Ste. Anne.

Mr. VanderBurg: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It gives me great
pleasure to introduce a good lifelong friend and a friend of this
Assembly, Mr. Brady Whittaker. He was previously the mayor in
Whitecourt and now serves and works with the Alberta Forest
Products Association of Alberta. I’d ask Brady to stand and please
be recognized by this Assembly.

Members’ Statements

The Speaker: The hon. Member for St. Albert.

St. Albert Sesquicentennial

Mr. Allred: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. One hundred and fifty years
ago last month Bishop Taché and Father Lacombe stood on a hill
on the north bank of the Sturgeon River and proclaimed that the
site would be the ideal setting for a Catholic church and an agrar-
ian settlement. This was the origin of the first nonfortified
settlement west of Winnipeg.

Today St. Albert is a prosperous community of 60,000 residents
with a land area extending beyond the original St. Albert river lot
pattern, which was the norm before the adoption of the Dominion
Land Survey system.
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St. Albert is renowned in Alberta for its high-quality arts and
sports programs and its parks. St. Albert has recently adopted the
motto Cultivate Life in recognition of its agrarian roots, its tree-
lined streets, and its strong botanical presence.

St. Albert is proud of its most famous citizen, the late Lois
Hole, former Lieutenant Governor of Alberta, the Queen of Hugs.
Her Honour did so much to cultivate life in St. Albert, starting
with the Hole family greenhouses, which have now been trans-
formed into the Enjoy Centre, a major commercial and botanical
attraction next to the Lois Hole provincial park and the new Ducks
Unlimited viewing platforms adjacent to Big Lake.

On your desks this afternoon is a lapel pin bearing a reduction
of a painting by Alan Nuttall, a local artist who often has prints
available in the Legislature Gift Shop. The scene on this lapel pin
depicts kids skating on the mighty Sturgeon River, with the his-
toric grain elevators, the CN railway trestle, and St. Albert Place
in the background. I had this pin minted in recognition of St.
Albert’s 150th anniversary.

St. Albert Place was designed by Alberta Métis architect Doug
Cardinal, who has designed many unique buildings in Alberta,
Ottawa, and even in Washington, DC. His designs are based on
his philosophy that the built environment must blend in with the
natural environment. As such there is not a straight line in the
entire building.

St. Albert is also well known for hosting numerous provincial,
national, and even international sporting events. As I speak, the 55
Plus Winter Games have just commenced with a torch relay,
bringing over a thousand seniors from across the province to com-
pete in 13 different events.

The Speaker: The hon.
Norwood.

Member for Edmonton-Highlands-

Disclosure of Leadership Campaign Donations

Mr. Mason: Albertans deserve to know where the dollars that
support party leadership candidates come from. It’s no secret that
special interests pump tens of thousands of dollars into leadership
campaigns, seeking favours. We know, thanks to electoral financ-
ing laws, that corporations, especially oil companies, donate tens
of thousands of dollars to the Conservative Party, for example. We
see the results: the lowest royalties in North America, lax envi-
ronmental monitoring, and a permissive workplace safety regime.
Yet when it comes to leadership campaign donors’ donation
amounts, the favours sought remain secret.

It’s disappointing that the Government House Leader spoke
yesterday against an urgently needed debate about leadership
campaign donation disclosures. Our call for an emergency debate
was for good reason. Albertans deserve clear laws on this before
three leadership races come and go by the end of this year, and
this government is trying to stall until it’s too late.

We would not need an emergency debate if the government had
acted years ago, when Alberta’s NDP first raised the issue. In-
stead, they ignored a unanimously supported 2007 motion I made,
calling for fair rules. Instead of showing leadership last year, the
former Justice minister shuffled the issue off to a committee. This
government broke yet another promise to Albertans. The giant
loophole in Alberta’s election financing laws remains. The Tories’
reputation as the most secretive government in Canada is well
deserved.

The consequences of this legislative void are clear. The former
finance minister, a repeat PC leadership candidate, did not dis-
close his 2006 leadership campaign donations. Wildrose Alliance

leader Danielle Smith flouted accountability by refusing to dis-
close her 2009 campaign contributors.

Albertans are left to wade through a hodgepodge of different
rules applying to different candidates and parties. There’s no
guarantee of what and how fast different parties will disclose do-
nation information.

Party promises can be broken. Election laws can be enforced.
Every MLA, front-benchers to back, has to meet strict financial
rules during elections. We should expect the same in leadership
contests. This government needs to stop its shameful denials and
introduce donation disclosure legislation now.

Oral Question Period

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

Access to Psychiatric Care

Dr. Swann: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The Premier has said that
there is not a crisis in health care, but yesterday we were contacted
by a mother who clearly knows the system is in crisis. She has a
son who has severe mental illness, who has been suicidal, and she
has taken him repeatedly to the Royal Alex emergency depart-
ment, where he has been unable to be admitted. She’s been forced
to leave the province to get the treatment her son needs. To the
Premier: why should a mother with a son with severe mental
health issues have to leave the province to get access to appropri-
ate treatment?

1:50

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, as I said yesterday and as I continue
to say, our health system in this province is not in crisis. There is
always room for improvement, especially in access, and that’s
why we’ve committed to a five-year funding agreement with
Alberta Health Services and will continue to look at areas of im-
proving access. The minister will be able in the next question to
identify all of those five areas.

Dr. Swann: Well, again to the Premier. Access to residential psy-
chiatric treatment for children with mental illness is just not there.
This mother has been waiting for nine months to get her son into
an appropriate treatment centre. Will the Premier commit to look-
ing into this situation and see what can be done for this mother
and family?

Mr. Stelmach: Yes.
The Speaker: The hon. leader.

Dr. Swann: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. While access to psychiatric
care, especially for children, is lacking in this province, does the
Premier agree that 24 psychiatric beds for children are not suffi-
cient to serve all of northern Alberta? Twenty-four in-patient beds.

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, the hon. member raises a good point.
I’m not a health care professional, so I can’t say whether 24 beds
is adequate or not. We’ll leave that to the medical profession to
dictate. On the other hand, there are things that Alberta is doing
that other provinces aren’t doing, and that is especially in the area
of autism, where we continue to attract families moving to Alberta
because we do provide good services and also pay for the medica-
tion.

The Speaker: Second Official Opposition main question. The
hon. Leader of the Official Opposition.
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Operating Funds for Hospitals

Dr. Swann: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Well, two out of three
Albertans recognize what we have been saying in the Liberal
Party for some time, that there is an ongoing crisis in the health
care system, and it’s because of Progressive Conservative mis-
management. An Alberta Liberal government would include
operating budgets when planning capital projects. To the Premier.
The south Calgary health campus, to be opened next year, was
built with no plans for the hundreds of millions of dollars in oper-
ating costs. How can the hospital be opened without an operating
budget?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, I’d be happy to undertake that
question. I think if the hon. member stays patient for a few more
hours, he will see some answers, possibly, to that question. The
bottom line is that we budget in the year of the opening of a facil-
ity the costs associated with running the facility. You’ll see that
coming to pass as that hospital starts to open up. It’s a wonderful
facility, as you know, Mr. Speaker. One point three billion dollars
for one million square feet in Calgary to help them out.

Dr. Swann: Well, yes, Mr. Speaker, Calgarians are very much
looking forward to it fully operational. The question is when?
With the Peter Lougheed expansion, the Rockyview expansion,
the Sheldon Chumir centre, the east Edmonton health centre — a
laundry list of Tory mismanagement and broken promises — when
will you commit to ensuring that there will be enough staff and
funds for these hospitals?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Well, right now I’ll commit to that. The fact is
that as these facilities open, Mr. Speaker, funds are put in place in
the year that they open to help staff those facilities. In the case of
the south Calgary health campus in the current budget, 2010-2011,
we allocated $50 million to begin the off-site training and the
recruitment process, and additional dollars will be provided as
they are needed.

Dr. Swann: Well, history tells a lot about those commitments,
Mr. Minister.

Will the minister tell Albertans if the Edmonton clinic, also
slated for opening in 2012, is going to face the same problem of
underfunded budgets and lack of staff?

Mr. Zwozdesky: No, Mr. Speaker, that’s not the case at all. There
will be adequate staff put in place. Recruitment processes and
training processes are already occurring. The fact is that right now
we’re looking for the exact spots that we can fill with the monies
that we have, and as we need more spots, they will be filled with
more dollars to pay for them. The bottom line is that we have
space that is being built, that is being shelled in now because it’s
cheaper to build the additional space now than it is to try and add
it on two, three, four, or five years later.

The Speaker: Third Official Opposition main question. The hon.
Member for Lethbridge-East.

Long-term and Continuing Care

Ms Pastoor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Affordable long-term care
is a priority for Albertans and certainly the Alberta Liberals. There
are 759 Albertans waiting in hospital for long-term care, yet a
thousand continuing care beds were re-announced in the throne
speech. Continuing care is not long-term care. To the Premier:

how many of the thousand continuing care beds are actually pub-
licly delivered long-term care?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, again, we’re going to be, you know,
talking about whether it’s continuing care or long-term care. I can
tell you that it’s about time in this country and in this province that
we change the description of long-term care. We don’t want to put
people in long-term care. We want to put people in a facility that
both spouses can spend time in together for their last few years of
married life so that we don’t separate them because we call one
area long-term care and the other one continuing care. Surely in
2011 we can keep married couples together and give them the
quality of life that they deserve.

Ms Pastoor: Mr. Speaker, with all due respect to the Premier, his
arguments and his . . .

The Speaker: No preamble, please. Go to the question.

Ms Pastoor: . . . speaking was actually old hat. These arguments
do not stand anymore today. There are people that need long-term
care.

How many of these thousand beds will be delivered by for-
profit deliverers, where seniors will be nickelled and dimed and
dollared just to get an extra bath when they need one?

Mr. Stelmach: Further to add to my first answer, we’ll make
every effort to make sure that seniors can retire in the very same
community that they helped build.

Ms Pastoor: We are apparently talking about apples and oranges
here. Sorry.

There are 759 seniors who are waiting in hospital, and they’re
there because this government has ignored their needs. When will
this government increase publicly funded, publicly delivered long-
term care beds?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, seniors of this province are not ap-
ples and oranges. They’re people that helped build this province,
gave us the quality of life that we enjoy today, and we’ll continue
to ensure that they have the best quality of life possible as they
retire and live out their last few years in this province.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Fish Creek.

Mrs. Forsyth: Seniors deserve our respect, Premier.

Reporting of Child Pornography

Mrs. Forsyth: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. We have a new Minister
of Justice, who I want to congratulate and welcome into that port-
folio. Minister, a year ago this House passed Bill 202, the
Mandatory Reporting of Child Pornography Act, but it has come
no closer to the law of the land. This act has been in limbo for a
year, and our children continue to be degraded and abused in se-
crecy. To the new Minister of Justice: will you commit to having
this act proclaimed immediately?

Mr. Olson: I want to thank the hon. member for the question. As
she might imagine, I’ve been getting briefed kind of around the
clock. This is one of the things I have not spoken to my staff
about, but I’d be very happy to talk to them about it and be happy
to share that information with you and give you my position once
I have met with them.

The Speaker: The hon. member.
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Mrs. Forsyth: Thank you. Thank you, Minister, and I appreciate
your response as someone who’s been a previous minister, and it
is a huge learning curve. Minister, your staff know about this bill.
Your staff has misled the public in regard to — they keep telling
them they’re waiting for the federal government in regard to the
bill they have. Please, on behalf of Albertans and the children in
this province, proclaim the bill.

Mr. Olson: Well, Mr. Speaker, this provides me with the great
opportunity to say what my observations are about my staff so far,
and it’s been nothing but exemplary, the treatment that I’ve had
from them. I spent the morning with my deputy and his assistant
deputy ministers, and they are true professionals. I have no doubt
that they’re going to give me good advice on this.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mrs. Forsyth: Thank you, Speaker. Minister, this was no criti-
cism of your staff. Your staff need to know the difference between
what the federal government is proposing and what the provincial
government is proposing as that legislation.

The previous Minister of Justice knew about this bill, knew this
bill needs to be proclaimed on behalf of the children in this prov-
ince. Minister, will you please proclaim this piece of legislation?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Olson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’'m not sure, but I don’t
think I have the power to proclaim the legislation myself. If I’'m
wrong on that, well, Il find out. What I will undertake to the hon.
member is that I will talk to my staff about it. I would be very
happy to have her in, and we can discuss it further.

The Speaker: The hon.
Norwood.

Member for Edmonton-Highlands-

Long-term Care Beds

Mr. Mason: Thanks very much, Mr. Speaker. Well, there are
hundreds of people in Alberta who are waiting in acute-care beds
because long-term care beds are not available. Each one costs
taxpayers a thousand dollars a day. Over the course of a year the
use of acute-care beds by people requiring long-term care costs
the province millions of dollars in wasteful health care spending.
In light of the serious lack of long-term care beds, why isn’t the
Minister of Health and Wellness taking action to address this
growing crisis?

2:00

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, we are taking action. I’d just draw
the member’s attention to page 3 of the throne speech, wherein we
said, “The government will continue to look to the 20-year strate-
gic capital plan to build priority public infrastructure such as
schools, hospitals, roads, and long-term care facilities.” That ties
in exactly with the 20-year strategic plan, which, as you know, I
authored. If you look on page 43, you’ll see more evidence of that.

Mr. Mason: Mr. Speaker, I’'m sure that the minister means con-
tinuing care beds because that really is what the government is
planning to build.

Given that we all know that continuing care beds does not refer
to medically supervised long-term care beds but to nonmedical
unsupervised assisted living beds and given that people who wait
in acute beds require continuing nursing care, how can the minis-
ter suggest that a person who needs ongoing nursing care would
be safely placed in a nonmedical assisted living facility?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, the fact is that we have 14,500
long-term care beds in this province in 176 different facilities.
Now, we’ve given a commitment to the larger umbrella piece to
say that we’re going to build an additional 1,000 or more beds
each year over the next five years, and some of those may well be
what he’s referring to as long-term care beds. The point is that
we’re trying to keep people together longer and keep them in their
communities, where they feel they belong.

Mr. Mason: Mr. Speaker, given that the health minister seems to
share the same misunderstanding of this distinction that the Pre-
mier shows, why won’t he tell us why medically assisted beds —
that is, long-term care beds — where nursing care is available
around the clock, are not in the government’s plan? Why do they
think that they can take people who need that attention, who need
that medical care, and put them in assisted living beds, where they
don’t get the care they need?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, it is exactly in our plans to provide
people with the care they require. The difference in the thinking
today as opposed to many years ago is that we’re not asking them
to move every few years when their needs change. We're trying to
keep them in the facility and have that facility rise up to the level
of care people need so that they don’t have to keep moving. That
is what has been asked for by families, by communities, by loved
ones, and so on. That’s what we’re trying our best to deliver, the
best care possible.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-McCall, followed by
the hon. Member for Calgary-Lougheed.

Cross-government FOIP Office

Mr. Kang: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. After years of pressure from
Alberta Liberals Alberta became the second-last province in
Canada to introduce FOIP legislation. Alberta also has the distinc-
tion of being the first province to abolish the office responsible for
the act across the public sector. To the Minister of Service Al-
berta: can the minister explain why her deputy minister told the
Public Accounts Committee that the access and privacy office was
not being dismantled after the office had already been gutted and
was about to be completely gone?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mrs. Klimchuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. With respect to FOIP
and the important work that FOIP does with all government de-
partments, the fact is that the FOIP commissioner and the
individuals in each department continue to do great work, con-
tinue to protect Albertans’ information, and continue to work with
government to do the right thing.

With respect to the dismantling there is no such thing going on.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Kang: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I think the minister is not
answering my question. Either the minister is incompetent, or the
minister doesn’t know what’s happening in her ministry, or she
doesn’t care.

To the minister again: why did the minister think it was no
longer important to keep the FOIP Act up to date and to provide
cross-government support and training and advising on cross-
ministry and intergovernmental projects?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.
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Mrs. Klimchuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. With respect to FOIP
training across government, on a weekly/monthly basis there’s
training that is provided to all FOIP appointees, all FOIP individu-
als in each department across government. That is ongoing, and
that will continue to go on, working with the Privacy Commis-
sioner and all the initiatives that are going on. So the employees
have access to the information to ensure that Albertans’ informa-
tion will be protected and as well that they have access to it.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Kang: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To the minister again: given
that the minister has abdicated her responsibility for FOIP, what is
the minister requiring other ministries to do to fill the leadership

gap?
The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mrs. Klimchuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I guess that as Minister
of Service Alberta FOIP and the access to information Albertans
have are very important to me. The protection of information is
critical as well. It’s that fine balance that I and the individuals
working across all of the government’s departments protect every
day.

With respect to FOIP and some of the information that’s avail-
able to Albertans, much of that is now available on the Service
Alberta website without having to do an access request.

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

Southwest Calgary Ring Road

Mr. Rodney: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Yesterday there was an
exchange with reference to this week’s southwest Calgary ring
road open houses. Since I represent a different part of town, I’ll
bring forward a different perspective. I’ve heard from many con-
stituents in Calgary-Lougheed over the years. They believe that
after 50 years of talking, we all deserve the highway now, and
they want it with the same speeds and the same number of lanes as
the rest of Calgary and Edmonton. However, in another constitu-
ency some people are concerned that the road may negatively
affect their neighbourhood. My first question is to the Minister of
Transportation. If enough people are opposed to the plan, will he
consider abandoning the study and looking for other solutions?

Mr. Ouellette: Well, Mr. Speaker, I think it’s a very good thing
that a lot of people attended open houses last night and the night
before in Calgary. I believe that it’s essential that we get the pub-
lic’s feedback on what they expect for a southwest ring road, and I
hope that the consultants and all the officials from Calgary and the
province learned a bunch from the open houses.

Mr. Rodney: My first supplemental question is for the same min-
ister. Many of the people at these open houses are very concerned
with the number of homes that could be removed to make way for
the road. Can the minister please clarify exactly how many homes
might be impacted in order to build this section of the ring road?

Mr. Ouellette: Well, Mr. Speaker, as I said in the House yester-
day to the hon. Member for Calgary-Currie, there is a lot of
information to be gathered, and there is a lot of information being
told and said at these open houses. I want to be clear that all of the
things that are out there right now are just options. There are no
decisions that have been made. We need to let this process hap-

pen. We need the planning study to go on so that we can make the
very best decisions for all Albertans and Calgarians.

Mr. Rodney: My final question is to the same minister. Instead of
continuing with the planning study, is the minister considering
going back to the Tsuu T’ina Nation at some point sometime soon
to renegotiate another deal for the ring road land if that indeed is
the best-case scenario?

Mr. Ouellette: Well, Mr. Speaker, I have to say that the province
is not renegotiating the offer that was presented to Tsuu T’ina in
’09. We made the best possible offer we could make at that time. I
believe it’s a great deal for Albertans and for the Tsuu T’ina Na-
tion. Their people decided to vote against it. Since then we’ve
heard that the chief has come out and said that his people voted
against it because of some clarifications that need to be made. We
will make those clarifications.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre, followed
by the hon. Member for Red Deer-South.

Carbon Capture and Storage Upgrader Project

Ms Blakeman: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Last week the govern-
ment announced a new upgrader and carbon capture project to be
built outside of Edmonton, joining the Total upgrader announced
last fall. Now, this is great news for our economy, and the Official
Opposition caucus is very supportive of these additional upgrad-
ers, but at a certain saturation point the economic upside loses to
the deterioration of community health and the environment. To the
Minister of Environment: what specific monitoring enhancements
is the government putting in place to address the cumulative ef-
fects of these projects?

Mr. Renner: Well, first of all, Mr. Speaker, I want to share with
the member her acknowledgement that this is great news for
Alberta. This is a great opportunity for this part of the world. That
being said, no one more than I recognizes that increased industrial
development brings with it increased pressure on the environment.
That’s why we have committed to continue down the path of cu-
mulative effects environmental management so that we can in fact
predict, not react to, the outcomes that result from industrial de-
velopment.

2:10
The Speaker: The hon. member.

Ms Blakeman: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To the same minister:
when this government intends to capture 5 million tonnes of CO,
by 2015 but this carbon capture project, the only one that is be-
yond the letter of intent stage, will capture just one-fifth of what’s
needed, has the government promised more than it can deliver?

Mr. Renner: Well, Mr. Speaker, the issue of carbon capture is
really a shared responsibility. The actual program itself falls
within the Ministry of Energy. But I can say to this member that
we have in negotiation a number of proposals that are at various
stages, and I think it’s far too early for anyone to suggest that
these projects will not proceed and that we will not be able to meet
that anticipated target.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Ms Blakeman: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Surely, the
government did a business case. So if the carbon capture and stor-
age project is delayed and does not move forward in tandem with
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the upgrader, is there a plan B that’s been worked out to deal with
an increase of over 3,000 tonnes of CO, a day outside of one of
Alberta’s largest urban centres?

Mr. Liepert: Well, Mr. Speaker, maybe I can try to answer that
question. Unfortunately, the question started with “if.” I would
suggest that the hon. member cool her jets and just be a little pa-
tient because I think that by the end of this year she’ll be very
satisfied that what we have embarked on relative to the projects in
carbon capture and storage will come to fruition, and we won’t
have to worry about answering the question that starts with “if.”

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Red Deer-South, followed by
the hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity.

Oil Sands Monitoring Panel

Mr. Dallas: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The government of Alberta
recently announced a panel to develop a world-class environ-
mental monitoring system in our oil sands. Considering that the
eyes of the world are directed at Alberta and how we manage the
oil sands, the credibility of this process is crucial. My question is
to the Minister of Environment. What can we expect from the
panel and the future monitoring in the province?

Mr. Renner: Mr. Speaker, I think we can expect the same thing
that I expect from this panel, and that is that they provide us with
concrete recommendations to ensure that we have a first-rate
monitoring system. The kinds of things that I’m looking for are an
exceptional physical monitoring network, transparent reporting via
the information portal, credible data analysis with a scientific
base, and I think one of the most important is that there be appro-
priate governance and validation aspects that are incorporated into
that monitoring.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Dallas: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To the same minister. The
panel membership has come under criticism by some. Even an
original member of the panel resigned, citing concerns. How can
the minister assure this House that the panel has the right combi-
nation of experts and is fully independent?

Mr. Renner: Well, Mr. Speaker, it wasn’t by coincidence that we
named co-chairs to this panel. One of the co-chairs comes from a
science background, and the other comes from an industry back-
ground. That’s what this is all about. At the end of the day we
need a system that is both credible and functional. I need to point
out to all members of the House that the majority of the panel
members are, in fact, PhD-level experts from areas of science
expertise such as ecology, hydrology, and geology.

The Speaker: Sorry. We have to move on.
The hon. member.

Mr. Dallas: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My second supplemental is
to the same minister. The federal government did its own review
of water monitoring in the oil sands and, after it was complete,
pledged to develop a water monitoring plan in 90 days, which
means that it’s expected to be released at the end of March. How
is the province working with Environment Canada on the devel-
opment of this plan?

Mr. Renner: Well, Mr. Speaker, we actually have officials from
Alberta Environment that are working in conjunction with Envi-
ronment Canada to develop the system. But I have to point out

that what the federal government is looking at is the technical side
of the system. What we are concentrating on is that in addition to
the technical side we have to have a system that has appropriate
governance, has appropriate scientific validation, and, once again,
has the transparency through an information portal.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity, followed by
the hon. Member for Calgary-North Hill.

Public Consultation on Parks

Mr. Chase: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Just a heads-up
to the individual acting on behalf of the Minister of Tourism,
Parks and Recreation. Earlier this month the Minister of Tourism,
Parks and Recreation stated that new parks legislation would not
be reintroduced this sitting so that she could listen to the views of
Albertans and stakeholders. To the minister: if consultation is
important to the minister, to this government, will she actually
invite the public and conservation groups to town halls and open
forums before bringing forward another parks bill?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mrs. Fritz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I'll take that question on
behalf of the minister of Tourism, Parks and Recreation. You
know, that minister is very clear about the importance of consulta-
tion and her commitment to that, hon. member. I will take that
under advisement for the minister.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you very much. That public forum consulta-
tion is absolutely essential. Groups such as Canadian Parks and
Wilderness, the Sierra Club, and the Alberta Wilderness Associa-
tion do not believe that this bill even in an amended fashion will
pass.

With the Alberta parks system not keeping up with population
growth and with the government failing to meet its preservation
targets from 1995, will the minister commit to expanding the
parks system and setting aside more land in an undisturbed state as
her number one priority for this year?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mrs. Fritz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’ll take that question as
well under advisement for the minister.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. Given that parks account for almost half
of Alberta’s tourism activity, will the minister again permit parks
funding to be cut to protect tourism programs? Kind of an oxymo-
ron circumstance even though cutting one undermines the other.

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mrs. Fritz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. As well, I’ll take that ques-
tion under advisement for the minister.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-North Hill, followed
by the hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona.

Inclusive Education

Mr. Fawcett: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. All my questions are to
the Minister of Education. Many of my constituents, parents of
special-needs students and teachers alike, have expressed concern
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over the government’s stated desire for inclusive education. Many
of them either have failed to understand what this direction means
or flatly oppose the direction because of what they think or per-
ceive it to mean. Can the minister once and for all provide this
House, my constituents, and all Albertans with a clear explanation
of what he considers inclusive education and how it will look at
the classroom level in our schools?

Mr. Hancock: Mr. Speaker, probably not in 35 seconds. Inclusive
education means that every child has value and that every child
needs to be included in the education system. That does not refer
to placement. It doesn’t mean any child in every classroom, but it
does mean that every child deserves to have learning opportunities
and that those opportunities are determined by teachers and
schools together with parents and together with health profession-
als and advisers so that that particular child’s learning needs can
be met in an inclusive system.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Fawcett: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Given that the biggest
challenge to special-needs education is a lack of accountability for
funding and programming at the school level can the Minister of
Education tell us how this concept of inclusive education can en-
sure accountability?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Hancock: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. This concept of inclu-
sive education means that you look at the learning needs of the child
and fund based on that. It is more difficult than a formula-based
approach, but it is more important to understand what kind of tech-
nological supports, what kind of learning supports, and what kind of
health supports the individual child needs and to try and arrange the
funding so that you have the resources surrounding the school and
the classroom to support the child, the learning technologies around,
and then, of course, appropriate teaching skill levels to deal with an
individual child’s needs. That’s more difficult than coding and fund-
ing, but it’s also more effective.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Fawcett: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I appreciate that answer.

Is there any merit to looking at a policy that sends differential
funding for coded students straight to the school which the student
attends so that allocation of that funding can be done by principals
at the school level in consultation with parents and staff?

Mr. Hancock: Well, no, Mr. Speaker, because we do have school
boards across the province and we do entrust school boards to deal
with the appropriate needs of all the students that are entrusted to
them in their jurisdiction. We fund the boards; they allocate the
funds. But we do need to work in the context of making sure the
structures are around so that the supporting health professionals,
the supporting structures are there, that they can be drawn on
through student health partnerships and other resources, that the
technology is there, and that the teachers have the appropriate
access to the learning that they need to be effective to the children
that are entrusted into their classrooms.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona, fol-
lowed by the hon. Member for Calgary-Buffalo.

2:20 Legal Aid

Ms Notley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Due to the funding crisis in

legal aid judges and lawyers agree that it is failing in its mandate
to ensure that low-income people are represented in the courts.
Indeed, just two days ago the Law Society told ministers, and I
quote, that no community is safe if it does not make justice avail-
able to all members. To the new Justice minister, whom, by the
way, | congratulate: will you correct the neglect of the former
Attorney General and start by admitting that the lack of financial
support for legal aid in Alberta is creating an inequality in access
to justice so profound that it threatens the integrity of the whole
justice system?

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Justice and Attorney General.

Mr. Olson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Well, of course, our gov-
ernment supports the legal aid program, and we have been
consistently supporting it. There has been no reduction of funding
from us in the last three years. Other forces have caused some
reductions in funding, and we are monitoring this very closely.
We’re working with the Legal Aid Society and the Law Society,
and we expect that we will be able to talk about this further after
the budget.

Ms Notley: Well, Mr. Speaker, this problem has been going on
for two years now, and monitoring is not what’s needed.

Given that the current eligibility for legal aid is so tight-fisted
that even people on AISH can’t qualify and given that the courts
observed in November that legal aid is, quote, becoming an im-
pediment to the administration of justice, end quote, why won’t
the Justice minister admit that the former minister’s callous ne-
glect of the legal aid funding crisis while monitoring has put the
justice system out of reach of some of the most vulnerable mem-
bers of our society?

Mr. Olson: Mr. Speaker, the former Justice minister did a won-
derful job working with the Legal Aid Society. They have
developed some very innovative programs, some of which are
now being reviewed. As a result of that review, I think that there’s
a more nuanced and targeted approach. Not everybody needs a
lawyer to do everything for them. There are lots of other opportu-
nities to provide support information. Our safe communities
initiative also provides that type of support.

Ms Notley: Well, Mr. Speaker, the minister was making that same
argument a year and a half ago. By the way, lawyers are telling
them that safe communities is in jeopardy right now because of
the failure to deal with the funding problem.

Now, given that the president of the medical staff association at
Alberta Hospital has written a letter which states, and I quote, that
this is creating the criminalization of the mentally ill because of
their inability to get legal aid anymore, why won’t the Justice
minister admit that his government is failing Albertans by denying
the legal aid funding that it requires?

Mr. Olson: Mr. Speaker, our government is not failing Albertans.
Again, | would just say to stay tuned for the budget.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Buffalo, followed by
the hon. Member for West Yellowhead.

Electricity Supply

Mr. Hehr: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. This government lacks a
clear plan for Alberta’s electricity system. With generating units
Sundance 1 and 2 offline the cost of electricity will increase, there
will be a reduction in reserve capacity by 7 per cent, and it will
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increase our dependence on imported power. Essential to eco-
nomic development is affordable and reliable electricity. To the
Minister of Energy: given that the last few months we have seen
record consumption and prices, does the minister agree that with-
out these two generators it will further escalate electricity prices?

Mr. Liepert: Well, Mr. Speaker, there’s nothing to confirm that. I
would say in answer to the member’s question about a clear policy
that this province does have a clear policy when it comes to en-
ergy, not like the Liberal government in Ontario. The government
of Ontario has brought in a policy on energy where now they’re
going out and having to borrow a billion dollars to rebate consum-
ers. That is a government that has no policy around electricity.

Mr. Hehr: Well, that’s Ontario’s problem. I’'m trying to get to the
root of Alberta’s difficulties here, Mr. Speaker.

Given that the Alberta Electric System Operator predicts poten-
tial energy shortfalls — that’s the Alberta Electric System
Operator, not Ontario’s — without these two generators, is the min-
ister worried there will be brownouts or blackouts?

Mr. Liepert: Mr. Speaker, electricity prices in this province are
less than they were in 2002, not like in Ontario, where the prices
have doubled because a Liberal government brings in some
booga-booga policy around green energy. That’s the problem we
have.

Mr. Hehr: Oh, Mr. Speaker, those Ontario Liberals.

Given the record consumption and high prices I’ll ask the min-
ister to focus on Alberta here for a second. Should we not be
encouraging building baseload generators near Calgary and other
major centres, where it makes the most economic sense?

Mr. Liepert: Mr. Speaker, as [ said in my last answer, electricity
prices in this province are, if not less, certainly equivalent to what
they were in 2002. So I’m not sure what the hon. member is ask-
ing about with the two Sundance facilities. The generation
capacity of those two will be almost made up when the new
Keephills plant comes on in a couple of months.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for West Yellowhead, followed
by the hon. Member for Calgary-Glenmore.

Coal Exports to Asia

Mr. Campbell: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Ridley Terminals at the
port of Prince Rupert recently signed a deal with an American coal
company that may impact Alberta coal producers. Ridley has
agreed to ship 2 million tonnes of American coal this year to
Asian markets and 2.5 million in each of the following four years.
This will bring Ridley Terminals close to the shipping capacity of
12 million. My question is to the Minister of Transportation. Did
Alberta Transportation have a hand in enabling the coal-shipping
arrangement between Ridley Terminals and the American coal
producer Arch Coal of St. Louis, Missouri?

Mr. Ouellette: Well, Mr. Speaker, Alberta Transportation is
aware of the agreement between Ridley Terminals and Arch Coal;
however, the ministry had nothing to do with enabling the ship-
ment of coal from the United States to Ridley Terminals. Ridley
Terminals is a federal Crown corporation that has made a business
deal with an American coal company.

Mr. Speaker, I will continue to advocate for our domestic mar-
kets and to make sure that we are looked after here. I’ll write a

letter to the federal minister to strongly encourage improved ter-
minal capacity . . .

The Speaker: The hon. member. [interjection] Okay. But the hon.
Member for West Yellowhead has the floor.

Mr. Campbell: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’'m happy that the min-
ister has talked about domestic markets, but my concern is
whether or not the Alberta government and Transportation will put
pressure on the Crown corporation to make sure that Alberta coal
producers have a viable export option.

Mr. Ouellette: Mr. Speaker, since I’ve been the Minister of
Transportation, we have always advocated for all of our producers
here to try to get our products to market. I’ve put lots of pressure,
as much as I could, on the federal ministers. I’ve gone together
with our counterparts from British Columbia and Saskatchewan to
write letters, to make sure we could have capacity on our rails to
get our products to market, and we continue to do that. I suggest
that we can improve that capacity in the ports if the federal gov-
ernment . . .

The Speaker: Thank you.
The hon. Member for West Yellowhead.

Mr. Campbell: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My final question is to
the same minister. With world export markets in turmoil, espe-
cially with what’s going on with the floods in Australia, what can
Alberta coal producers expect in the future with respect to their
ability to export coal to Asian markets through Alberta?

Mr. Ouellette: Mr. Speaker, I want to assure this member that
Alberta Transportation will continue to review the issue on behalf
of Alberta’s coal producers. We’ll continue to work with the fed-
eral government to ensure that Alberta coal producers have viable
export options. That’s very important to be able to grow Alberta’s
coal industry. In the future the federal government should care-
fully review similar contracts that have the potential to limit any
growth of Canada’s economy.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Glenmore, followed
by the hon. Member for Calgary-Nose Hill.

Capital Infrastructure Planning

Mr. Hinman: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. Albertans are disap-
pointed and are questioning the government’s integrity because of
its secret infrastructure list. The last few days the Minister of Edu-
cation has continued to erode that trust of Albertans by implying
that they’re not mature enough to understand the changing priori-
ties. The truth is that the political reasons for changing these
priorities are unacceptable to Albertans. To the Minister of Infra-
structure: will you table the government’s secret infrastructure
priority list and the criteria used to determine that list for all
Albertans to see?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Danyluk: Well, thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Let me
make it very clear: there is no secret list of infrastructure. The first
thing is that Albertans very much deserve the infrastructure and
the need for infrastructure that we are presently providing. The
infrastructure needs change throughout this province. As the hon.
member knows, populations increase, and needs for schools, needs
for hospitals and infrastructure change as times change.
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Mr. Hinman: That’s no answer. Given that this government pur-
ports that it is open and transparent, clearly it is not by that
ridiculous response.

Yesterday the Minister of Education refused to make the secret
list public. Will this minister do the right thing today here in this
House and make the list public for all Albertans to see? They un-
derstand. Show the criteria. Make the list public.

2:30

Mr. Danyluk: Mr. Speaker, spending money on projects that are
important to Albertans is what this government does. We are in-
vesting. We invested over $7 billion last year on projects. Twenty-
two schools were opened last year. We’re going to open schools
this year. We have started on hospital projects such as the Grande
Prairie hospital, such as hospitals in the northern and the southern
parts of this province.

Mr. Hinman: Mr. Speaker, talk about a secret list. Given that I
have been asking for this secret list for years and nobody has ever
seen it, this government’s priorities are a farce. For five years Fort
Macleod has been promised the police training centre. Fort
McMurray and Strathmore are still waiting for the long-term care
facilities promised by this Premier himself. For two years highway
63 has seen no paving.

The Speaker: Let’s get to the question.
Mr. Hinman: Sure. Actions speak louder than words.
The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Danyluk: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. As I men-
tioned before, whether it be transportation or whether it be health
care or whether it be education — I’m not sure if this hon. member
would expect the schools list to be in place for the time that the
schools are built. Airdrie has grown 50 per cent in the last five
years. Chestermere has grown 80 per cent. They need schools.

The Speaker: Thank you very much.

Regional Planning

Dr. Brown: Mr. Speaker, some Albertans have expressed con-
cerns over the Alberta Land Stewardship Act. They say that we
haven’t consulted adequately over the regional plans. Some of
them are saying that we are taking away landowners’ rights with-
out compensation, and some of the opposition members are even
calling for us to repeal ALSA. My questions are all for the Minis-
ter of Sustainable Resource Development. Why do we need
regional planning like in ALSA, Mr. Minister? Why can’t we
continue with what we’re doing right now?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Knight: Well, thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. The reason
that we require planning, quite simply, is that there are 60,000
new Albertans that come to this province every year, either born
here or who move here. For the last dozen years or so that’s hap-
pened. We’ve got an additional million people in the province of
Alberta, and by 2030 we believe that 5 million people will call
Alberta home. There are multibillions of capital dollars being
deployed in Alberta on an annual basis. We need to plan to go
forward, and Albertans expect solid planning from this govern-
ment.

Dr. Brown: To the same minister: if regional plans are about pro-
viding leadership, does that mean that the government is dictating
the regional plans to the people of Alberta?

Mr. Knight: Well, Mr. Speaker, I would suggest: anything but.
You know, Albertans are clear on one thing on this issue. They’re
very clear that they expect this government to move forward with
regional plans that include a recognition of cumulative effect on
air, water, and land base of all activities in Alberta. We’ve gone
out and consulted with Albertans extensively on this issue. At the
end of the day very few, if any, Albertans would argue that we
need proper planning going forward.

Dr. Brown: Mr. Minister, if the Alberta Land Stewardship Act
were rescinded, as some of the opposition politicians are calling
for, what would the result be for planning in the province of
Alberta?

Mr. Knight: Well, Mr. Speaker, I think that to that question there
is a very solid and clear answer. You don’t have to think very far
back to see what happened with the lack of planning in the lower
Athabasca region, when some $30 billion a year was deposited on
the landscape in Alberta. We need to have solid plans going for-
ward. At that point in time all Albertans were suggesting that we
weren’t planning properly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Riverview, fol-
lowed by the hon. Member for Whitecourt-Ste. Anne.

Funding Guidelines for Medical Research

Dr. Taft: Thanks, Mr. Speaker. For decades Alberta’s Heritage
Foundation for Medical Research was the envy of the nation and
was attracting some of the brightest minds in the world right here
to our province. This government replaced that foundation with a
poorly defined corporation called Alberta Innovates, that two
years later remains a giant question mark within the research and
scientific community. To the Minister of Advanced Education and
Technology: are there rules in place that prohibit political interfe-
rence in the selection of medical research projects, and if so, will
you show us?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Weadick: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s true that the funding
for AHFMR was moved into Alberta Innovates, and it’s been a
great move. The money is still in place. It’s still funding medical
projects, as it has for 30 years and continues to do so. That is op-
erated by an arm’s-length group which selects the projects that
will be funded and chooses how they’ll be funded.

Dr. Taft: To the same minister: when Alberta Innovates enters
into partnerships with industry, what guidelines protect taxpayers’
money, or is the government simply allowing that money to subsi-
dize the R and D efforts of corporations?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Weadick: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. Each agreement is
different. Within those agreements we do not subsidize the opera-
tions of businesses, but we do support the research activities that
may occur within those businesses within the partnerships.

Dr. Taft: Does the minister have any firm timelines — and I mean
firm — for when the first round of research grants will be issued
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given that Alberta Innovates officials haven’t been able to be more
specific than sometime this year?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Weadick: Well, thank you. There’s going to be some infor-

mation forthcoming shortly that may help us to talk about that a

little bit more, so I’ll leave that to the budget discussions, which

are going to happen in a few minutes right here in this Chamber.
Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Whitecourt-Ste. Anne, fol-
lowed by the hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre.

Catholic Education

Mr. VanderBurg: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. My questions
are all to the Minister of Education. Recently in my constituency
office we’re pretty well overwhelmed with cards regarding Catho-
lic education, and in talking to my colleagues, I understand that
their offices are starting to get these same cards. Minister, I’ve
never heard the Premier, I’ve never heard you, I’ve never heard
our caucus talk about removing the rights of Catholic education,
but somehow this misinformation is being passed around. Can you
clear this up for me, please?

Mr. Hancock: Mr. Speaker, I’ve been unequivocal when this
question has come up. We have a very good education system in
this province, and one of the reasons it’s very good is because we
have choice. Catholic education is one of those choices. Minority
faith education is ensconced in the Constitution of this province.
We’re not going to do anything to change that. It’s a fundamental
part of our public education system in this province, and it will
continue to be supported by this government.

Mr. VanderBurg: Thank you for that, Mr. Minister.

Since I made you aware of the situation some days ago, have
you had an opportunity to see who is spreading this fear amongst
the Catholics in our province?

Mr. Hancock: Well, Mr. Speaker, the cards that the hon. member
is talking about appear to come from the Catholic Women’s
League, and while I respect and encourage people to engage in the
discussion, I think they’re raising an issue over something that
would remain relatively small. A former Minister of Education,
David King, has started a petition to get rid of Catholic education.
It doesn’t seem to be getting any traction. I can tell you that it
hasn’t gotten any traction with this government because we be-
lieve in choice in education. We believe that choice actually
makes a good education system better, and the Catholic system is
doing a good job in this province.

Mr. VanderBurg: Well, thank you for that, and I hope that it’s
going to clear up the situation.

Can you expand on what Mr. King’s motive may be to get these
people all riled up?

The Speaker: Well, I’'m sorry, but the motive of an individual not
in this Assembly has no bearing on what we’re doing.
The hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre.

Integrated Police Information Database

Ms Blakeman: Thanks very much, Mr. Speaker. Strategic IT
initiative or Alberta police integrated information initiative or
API3 or common technology and standards to facilitate informa-

tion integration and interoperability: this obscure jargon is what
passes for this government’s explanation of a combined database
of police notes, which can include speculation, gossip, and opin-
ion. Since this system has been around so long, I’'m sure the
Solicitor General can tell us who does have access to this unveri-
fied information. Private security personnel? Government
collection agencies? Homeland Security if they ask? Who?

2:40

Mr. Oberle: Mr. Speaker, the hon. member spreads — well, for
lack of a better term I think booga-booga works quite well. The
information that police are going to collect is the same informa-
tion they’ve always collected. It’s going to be accessed by police
members, the same way it always has been. It’s going to be over-
seen by FOIP legislation and the Privacy Commissioner as it
always has been. It’s exactly the same. For the member to allege
that security guards can access it: not true. For the member to
allege that we’ll be storing children’s fingerprints: simply not true.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Ms Blakeman: Thank you very much. To the Solicitor General:
given that a privacy impact assessment is a risk management tool,
could the minister explain why it was not done five years and $65
million ago?

Mr. Oberle: Mr. Speaker, the member alleges that we started this
project five years ago and that we’ve spent $65 million on it.
That’s simply not true. But the bottom line is that if the member
knew something about privacy impact assessments, she would
understand that it’s a very detailed documentation of who accesses
the system, how it’s monitored, who reports to whom, how super-
visors oversee it, and you can’t do it before you have the system.
It doesn’t go live till the PIA is done.

Ms Blakeman: Well, speaking of done, given that the minister is
now promising that all will be revealed in the privacy impact as-
sessment, would the minister commit to not implementing this
system until the assessment has been made public?

Mr. Oberle: I thought I made pretty much exactly that commit-
ment yesterday. Is the member now asking me not to do a privacy
impact assessment? That’s exactly what we’re going to do, Mr.
Speaker.

The Speaker: Okay. Well, that was 19 members today. That was
114 questions and responses.

I want all members to take a look at the clock. We will do a
recess promptly at 3 o’clock. We have a fair amount of Routine
work to continue, so we’ll go into it right now. We’re going to
continue with Members’ Statements, where we left off.

Members’ Statements
(continued)

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

Raymond Comets

Mr. Jacobs: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It is my privilege today to
rise to recognize a group of talented young athletes from my con-
stituency of Cardston-Taber-Warner. The Raymond Comets are
the 2010 Alberta athletic tier 1 football champs. They earned the
title by defeating Edmonton’s Harry Ainlay Titans during a hard-
fought game late last year.
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Interestingly enough, Mr. Speaker, this victory marks the third
consecutive provincial win for the Comets and the seventh time in
14 years that the Comets have earned the championship title. This
record is truly reflective of the hard work and dedication exhibited
by both players and coaches.

I would like to take this time to congratulate each and every
member of the Raymond Comets. Good luck, and here’s hoping
for another victory in 2011.

Thank you.

[The Deputy Speaker in the chair]

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

Rural Teacher Practicum Program

Mrs. McQueen: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I am pleased to rise
today to speak about an innovative program that encourages
Alberta’s future teachers to consider teaching in rural Alberta. The
rural practicum initiative is part of Alberta Education’s workforce
planning framework for action and is another way that govern-
ment is partnering with Alberta school districts and postsecondary
institutions for the ultimate benefit of Alberta students.

Rural school districts around Alberta have had some difficulty
attracting and retaining new teachers. Alberta Education in part-
nership with the University of Alberta and several rural school
jurisdictions have responded with a program designed to encour-
age education students to consider a rural practicum placement.
This program gives the university students a unique opportunity to
form connections with superintendents of the rural boards and
their administration. This gives them a great advantage when it
comes to finding a job after graduation.

There are, however, challenges that remain for student teachers
who choose a rural practicum. Most students face the cost of trav-
elling or maintaining two residences as their six-week practicum
will take them away from their home. In order to ease the burden,
Alberta Education is working with Horizon school division,
Northland school division, Holy Family Catholic regional school
division, and St. Thomas Aquinas Roman Catholic separate re-
gional division, which is part of my constituency of Drayton
Valley-Calmar.

The government is providing help with the increased cost-of-
living expenses associated with a rural practicum as well as help-
ing student teachers find accommodations and make connections
within the community.

I wish these students all the best in their practicum experience.
I’'m sure that these school divisions will truly benefit from the
experience of hosting these student teachers.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

Social Enterprise in the Nonprofit Sector

Ms Woo-Paw: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I rise today to speak
about social enterprise in the nonprofit sector, which is defined as
a business operation commonly run by a charity or nonprofit or-
ganization with revenues reinvested into the programs and
operations of the nonprofit. Examples of social enterprise include
revenues the Girl Guides generate from selling over 4 million
boxes of cookies that go towards funding their programs. Selling
the cookies helps Girl Guides gain valuable skills and experience.

Goodwill thrift stores generate revenue that helps fund their
operations and also provides training for people with disabilities
and inexperienced individuals to gain work experience.

EthniCity Catering is a nonprofit venture that specializes in
multiethnic food produced by immigrant women who lack Cana-
dian work experience. The revenue from the catering company
helps support the Centre for Newcomers’ programs.

Mr. Speaker, last week our province joined a privileged rank in
Canada’s social entrepreneurship movement when Trico Charita-
ble Foundation launched three exciting new programs with a
financial commitment of $2 million. First, the Trico foundation
will provide funding and educational opportunities through their
enterprising nonprofits Alberta program for organizations to eva-
luate and enhance their social enterprise. ENP Alberta will
empower nonprofit groups to enhance their sustainability by pro-
viding grants and technical assistance to develop and grow their
profit-generating social enterprise.

Secondly, the foundation promotes and encourages social entre-
preneurship through its partnership with the Canadian Youth
Business Foundation and also by presenting four annual Social
EnterPrizes, which recognize entrepreneurship within the nonprof-
it sector.

Social enterprise builds greater resiliency and independence
within the nonprofit sector . . .

[The Speaker in the chair]

The Speaker: Thank you, hon. member.
The hon. Member for Calgary-McCall.

Calgary Airport Trail Tunnel

Mr. Kang: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Earlier this month Calgary’s
city council did the right thing for Alberta’s largest city and or-
dered to build the Calgary airport tunnel. On that day Calgary’s
municipal leaders showed that they have a vision for more effi-
cient, cleaner, and cost-effective transportation links. There was
even some talk in the media at the time that many Tory MLAs,
including the Premier himself, were finally considering the value
of supporting the tunnel. Sadly, those promising talks seem to
have been stamped out by this government, which has returned to
the old, tired line that Calgary already has enough money, that it’s
their project, and they should foot the bill alone. While Calgary
city council showed their vision, this government shows that they
have developed a case of tunnel blindness.

Mr. Speaker, with all due respect, this is far from a Calgary-
only project. The tunnel will benefit all Albertans by improving
access to Alberta’s busiest airport. Tourism, small businesses, and
big businesses will all benefit from the presence of the tunnel.
Calgarians should not have to bear the burden alone for the tunnel
construction. This issue isn’t just about traffic congestion. It is
about growth, prosperity, and positive economic development for
the province as a whole. It is about putting our money where our
mouth is when it comes to livable cities and fighting climate
change. It is about protecting small businesses and improving
quality of life for Alberta families.

It is time for this government to dig its head out of the sand and
use a shovel for a better purpose, to build the airport tunnel. Thank
you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Bonnyville-Cold Lake.
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Provincial Cabinet Tour

Mrs. Leskiw: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. On Tuesday, February 15,
I welcomed nine ministers to the Bonnyville-Cold Lake constitu-
ency as part of a province-wide cabinet tour. In both Bonnyville
and Cold Lake the ministers were greeted by well over a hundred
people in each of the communities, who were thrilled about the
chance to engage in a one-on-one dialogue with their government.
The response to their visit was excellent. My constituents and our
public officials were grateful for a chance to discuss first-hand the
issues that matter to them and to be assured of this government’s
continued commitment to prosperity and progress in Bonnyville-
Cold Lake.

Mr. Speaker, issues of health care, education, resource devel-
opment, transportation, and landowners’ rights were the major
topics of the day. The ministers did a phenomenal job not only of
addressing questions related to each, but they succeeded in provid-
ing my constituents with insight into our commitment to them and
their needs as we move forward.

I would like to thank the city of Cold Lake and both the town
and MD of Bonnyville for hosting the events and helping to make
them so successful. On behalf of the constituents of Bonnyville-
Cold Lake I urge this government to continue to plan events just
like this one and make every effort to bring our government ever-
closer to the people of this province in every constituency and
every community.

Thank you very much.

2:50 Introduction of Bills

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

Bill 201
Health Insurance Premiums
(Health Card Donor Declaration)
Amendment Act, 2011

Mr. Sandhu: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I request leave to intro-
duce Bill 201, Health Insurance Premiums (Health Card Donor
Declaration) Amendment Act, 2011.

Mr. Speaker, this bill proposes to require all Albertans to make
a choice regarding their organ donor status on the back of their
personal health cards. They would be compelled to choose either
yes, no, or undecided. This requirement would not apply to hold-
ers of current health cards or those unable to consent.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

[Motion carried; Bill 201 read a first time]

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Fort McMurray-Wood
Buffalo on behalf of the hon. Member for Airdrie-Chestermere.

Bill 202
Legislative Assembly (Transition Allowance)
Amendment Act, 2011

Mr. Boutilier: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I request
leave to introduce on behalf of the Member for Airdrie-
Chestermere Bill 202, referred to as a private member’s bill, to
amend the Legislative Assembly Act concerning the transition
allowance.

Bill 202 instructs the Members’ Services Committee, via this
amendment added at the end of section 39 of the Legislative
Assembly Act, to replace the transition allowance with a retire-

ment allowance that will not exceed one month’s pay for every
year served to a maximum of 12 months’ salary.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

[Motion carried; Bill 202 read a first time]

Tabling Returns and Reports
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Buffalo.

Mr. Hehr: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’ve got the appropriate
number of copies of a report put forward by the Alberta Electric
System Operator which clearly shows that with Sundance 1 and
Sundance 2 going down, we’ll be continuing to rely on power
from outside the province as well as most likely experiencing
price rises. I leave that to be picked up by the Clerk.

Thank you very much, sir.

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

Ms Pastoor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have two tablings today:
five copies of a letter and my cheque to the Lethbridge Food Bank
for November of 2010, to which I send a cheque every month to
support my mantra of the fact that AISH should be indexed, as are
MLASs’ salaries. It’s for $146.25, which was half of the pay raise
that I got in 2007. It will be the same for December 17, 2010, and
the food bank that month was the Coaldale Food Bank.
Thank you.

The Speaker: Are there others?

Hon. members, I wish to table with the Assembly today the
appropriate copies of the members’ allowances amendment order
which was passed at the Special Standing Committee on Mem-
bers’ Services at its February 17, 2011, meeting. The order came
into force that day.

Projected Government Business
The Speaker: The Official Opposition House Leader.

Ms Blakeman: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. If I could
prevail upon the Government House Leader to please share with
the Assembly the projected government House business for the
week commencing the evening of February 28.

Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Government House Leader.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. On Monday, February
28, of course, in the afternoon is private members’ business. In the
evening, subject to the passing of a government motion this after-
noon, we would anticipate meeting in Committee of Supply at
7:30 for the supplementary estimates. Sorry; the motion was
passed yesterday, so we will be meeting on Monday at 7:30.

On Tuesday, March 1, in the afternoon will be day 3 of consid-
eration of His Honour’s Speech from the Throne. So it will be
budget replies first and then responses to the Speech from the
Throne and, time permitting, introduction for second reading of
Bill 1, Asia Advisory Council Act; Bill 2, Protection Against
Family Violence Amendment Act, 2011; Bill 3, Engineering, Geo-
logical and Geophysical Professions Amendment Act, 2011; Bill
4, Securities Amendment Act, 2011; Bill 5, Notice to the Attorney
General Act; Bill 6, Rules of Court Statutes Amendment Act,
2011; Bill 7, Corrections Amendment Act, 2011; and Bill 8, Miss-
ing Persons Act, such of those as we might be able to get to. The
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intention would be to introduce them for second reading so that
they’re on the table. And as per the Order Paper.

Wednesday, March 2, in the afternoon we would anticipate
meeting in Committee of Supply to consider the estimates of Fi-
nance and Enterprise and as per the Order Paper.

On Thursday, March 3, in the afternoon consideration of His
Honour’s speech, day 5 of 10 for throne speech responses and
then further debate on second reading of bills 1 to 8 such as we
might get to and as per the Order Paper.

The Speaker: Hon. members, might we revert briefly to Introduc-
tion of Guests?

[Unanimous consent granted]

Introduction of Guests
(continued)

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Little Bow.

Mr. McFarland: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s a pleasure and an
honour, and thank you very much for allowing me to introduce to
you and through you two people that have made the trip all the
way up here from Vauxhall, Alberta, on this very cold day.
Dwight and Jan Tolton have come here for the very first time to
take in the budget. I wanted to especially recognize them. They’re
typical of community people that really get involved, get things
done. Jan is involved with the school. Dwight is an MD councillor
with the MD of Taber. They’re host parents at the Vauxhall Acad-
emy of Baseball, strong proponents of it. I really thank them for
taking the time to come up. I’d like them to stand and receive the
warm welcome of our Assembly.

The Speaker: Hon. members, in order to prepare appropriately
for the presentation of the provincial budget, this House will stand
in recess until 3:15 sharp.

[The Assembly adjourned from 2:58 p.m. to 3:15 p.m.]

Orders of the Day

Transmittal of Estimates
The Sergeant-at-Arms: Order!

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, I have received certain messages
from His Honour the Honourable the Lieutenant Governor, which
I now transmit to you.

The Speaker: Hon. members, the Lieutenant Governor transmits
supplementary supply estimates of certain sums required for the
service of the province for the fiscal year ending March 31, 2011,
and recommends the same to the Legislative Assembly.

The Lieutenant Governor transmits estimates of certain sums
required by the offices of the Legislative Assembly for the service
of the province for the fiscal year ending March 31, 2012, and
recommends the same to the Legislative Assembly.

The Lieutenant Governor transmits estimates of certain sums
required by the government for the service of the province for the
fiscal year ending March 31, 2012, and recommends the same to
the Legislative Assembly.

Please be seated.

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, when a set of estimates is to be
tabled, section 8 of the Government Accountability Act requires
that an amended fiscal plan be tabled. Accordingly I wish to table
both the 2010-11 quarterly budget report for the third quarter,

which serves as the amended fiscal plan, and the 2010-11 supple-
mentary supply estimates. This quarterly report has already been
provided to all MLAs, and as I speak to you now, this report is
being made public, as required by section 9 of the Government
Accountability Act.

These supplementary estimates will provide additional spending
authority to 13 departments of the government. When passed, the
estimates will authorize increases of approximately $638.7 million
in voted expense and equipment/inventory purchases, approxi-
mately $0.4 million in capital investment, and approximately
$124.3 million in nonbudgetary disbursements. These estimates
will also authorize transfers of approximately $25.1 million of the
previously approved spending authority between departments.

Government Motions

6. Mr. Snelgrove moved:
Be it resolved that the message from His Honour the Ho-
nourable the Lieutenant Governor, the 2010-11
supplementary supply estimates for the general revenue
fund, and all matters connected therewith be referred to
Committee of Supply.

The Speaker: Hon. members, this is a debatable motion, but see-
ing no members rise, should I just call the question?

Hon. Members: Question.
[Government Motion 6 carried]

7. Mr. Snelgrove moved:
Be it resolved that pursuant to Standing Order 61(2) the
number of days that Committee of Supply will be called to
consider the 2010-11 supplementary supply estimates for
the general revenue fund shall be one day.

The Speaker: This motion, hon. members, is not debatable, so I'll
call the question.

[Government Motion 7 carried]

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, pursuant to Government Motion 5,
agreed to by the Assembly on February 23, 2011, I wish to table
the 2011-12 offices of the Legislative Assembly estimates as well
as the 2011-12 government estimates.

Mr. Speaker, in addition, the Government Accountability Act
requires that the government table the government’s business
plans and consolidated fiscal and capital plans. The hon. Premier
will table the government’s strategic plans and ministerial busi-
ness plans.

The Speaker: The hon. the Premier.

Mr. Stelmach: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I wish to table the gov-
ernment strategic plan and ministry business plans as required
under sections 7 and 8§ of the Government Accountability Act. The
strategic plan sets out the government’s vision and long-term stra-
tegic plan and also includes the government’s three-year business
plan, which outlines the government’s strategies, goals, and meas-
ures necessary to track results over the next three years.

Mr. Snelgrove: 1 now wish to table the government’s consoli-
dated fiscal and capital plans for Budget 2011. The consolidated
fiscal plan is required under section 4 of the Government Ac-
countability Act, and the consolidated capital plan is required
under section 7.1 of the same act.
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3:20 Budget Address

8. Mr. Snelgrove moved:
Be it resolved that the Legislative Assembly approve in
general the business plans and fiscal policies of the gov-
ernment.

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege today as the MLA
for Vermilion-Lloydminster to present the government of Al-
berta’s budget for 2011-12, a practical, responsible budget that
respects the economic lessons of the past while continuing to build
for the future, a budget that combines restraint with the traditional
Alberta values of community and compassion.

Like so many Albertans I learned those values from my par-
ents, Bob and Margaret Snelgrove, who are in the Speaker’s
gallery today. They grew up during the Great Depression. They
learned the value of a dollar. As so many Alberta families have
done throughout the history of our province, they figured out what
it takes to prosper through difficult times: live within your means,
save something for emergencies, and plan for better days. I'm
proud to say that this budget reflects those values.

Over the last 16 years Alberta paid down $23 billion in debt. In
the good years we saved nearly $25 billion, with $17 billion of
that going into Alberta’s emergency savings account, the sustain-
ability fund. Through the recession that solid foundation allowed
the government to plan for better days, to continue our investment
in the future of our province. That’s the Alberta way, Mr. Speaker:
learn from the past; look to the future. Thanks to a combination of
prudent management and foresight, Alberta has weathered the
downturn and emerged from it in a stronger fiscal position than
any other province.

At the beginning of the recession our Premier announced a plan
to see Alberta through the difficult times, a straightforward plan
built on four simple principles. We would manage our spending
carefully, cutting back where it made sense; we would protect and
enhance funding for priority public services like health care, edu-
cation, and supports for Albertans in need; we would continue
investing in roads, hospitals, schools, and other public infrastruc-
ture, supporting tens of thousands of jobs, and preparing for a
return to economic growth; and we would continue to compete for
investment and skilled workers with the lowest taxes in the coun-
try.

We were able to carry out this plan because we had savings in
the bank to pay for it, savings that would get us through the reces-
sion with our fiscal strength intact, our core public services
preserved, and our province positioned for growth. Mr. Speaker,
growth has returned to Alberta. Led by a strong oil sector, our
economy has recovered from a deeper recession than expected and
is expanding again, with a forecast growth in the coming year of
3.3 per cent. Investment has rebounded in both oil sands and con-
ventional oil, and increasing oil exports are expected to drive
Alberta’s economic growth over the next three years. That growth
is forecast to average 3.2 per cent between 2012 and 2014, a
strong but sustainable pace that should keep inflation in check and
employment growth manageable.

Business investment outside the oil sector, following a weak
2010, is expected to pick up this year as other sectors of our econ-
omy strengthen. Alberta’s manufacturing shipments were strong
in 2010 and are expected to continue to gain strength as the global
economy moves firmly into expansion mode.

The employment picture is also forecast to continue to improve
in 2011 with the addition of over 40,000 jobs. Employment
growth is expected to continue in the years ahead, averaging just
under 2 per cent per year through 2014, driving the unemployment

rate down to 4.5 per cent. This strong labour market coupled with
solid growth in personal income is expected to boost consumer
spending. In short, the overall outlook for our economy is positive,
with most indicators looking up.

But there are reasons to be cautious. Natural gas prices are ex-
pected to remain weak for the foreseeable future, with natural gas
storage levels close to record highs as supply outstrips demand.

As an exporting province Alberta’s economic health is closely
tied to that of the U.S., and while economic recovery has taken
hold south of the border, it remains fragile. These are not reasons
to expect the worst, but they remind us of the need for ongoing
vigilance in how we spend taxpayers’ money. Mr. Speaker, Budg-
et 2011 reflects that need for vigilance.

Both operating expense and total program expense are forecast
to increase at a rate lower than population growth plus inflation.
Because the recession hit Alberta harder than first thought, reve-
nues are not projected to be as high this year and next as forecast a
year ago. However, we expect to be back in the black by 2013-14,
and we will continue to use our savings account to cover our defi-
cits as we get back to a balanced budget.

With improved overall global economic and energy price pros-
pects the outlook for Alberta revenue is positive. Total revenue is
forecast to increase $1.6 billion in 2011-12 to almost $35.6 billion,
then grow by an average of $3.2 billion over the next two years,
reaching $42 billion in 2013-14. Leading the recovery in revenue
this year is a 13 per cent increase in revenue collected from per-
sonal and corporate income tax, but to be clear, this is not because
tax rates are being increased.

As our Premier has often said, you cannot tax your way out of a
recession. This government remains firmly committed to main-
taining the lowest provincial tax regime in Canada, with low
personal tax, with low corporate tax, the lowest fuel tax, the high-
est personal and spousal tax exemptions, no capital tax, no payroll
tax, and no sales tax.

Mr. Speaker, with any other provincial tax system Albertans
and Alberta businesses would pay at least $11 billion more in
taxes each year. This is not a burden we are prepared to place on
our province. Our approach, as always, is to keep taxes low and
grow the economic pie. So the factors driving the forecast increase
in tax revenue — more jobs, higher wages, and stronger corporate
profits — are all signs of a growing economy.

Growth in the resource sector, particularly in the oil sands, is
also expected to drive revenues. Resource revenue is forecast to
increase by $300 million to $8.3 billion in 2011-12, rising to near-
ly $12 billion in 2013-14. This is due mainly to increasing revenue
from bitumen royalties, which are forecast to climb to $4.1 billion
this year, more than the combined totals of royalties from natural
gas and conventional oil. By 2013-14 bitumen royalties will grow
to over $7 billion due to increased production. Revenue from con-
ventional oil royalties is forecast to be relatively flat while
revenue from natural gas is expected to drop 38 per cent compared
to last year and remain low for the next two years.

Most other government revenue is forecast to continue to recov-
er and grow over the next three years. One notable exception is
federal transfers, which are forecast to fall by nearly $500 million,
or nearly 10 per cent. This is mainly the result of the winding
down of federal stimulus programs introduced during the reces-
sion. So it’s not a surprise, but it is a reminder of our grievance
with the federal government over the unfairness of the Canada
health transfer to Alberta.
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All other provinces will receive at least $805 per person in
Canada health transfer cash this year while Alberta will receive
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$558. Even as Albertans contribute far more per person to Ottawa
than the citizens of any other province, they are still being
shortchanged by over $900 million this year alone. Mr. Speaker, it
creates two-tier federal support for public health care. This is
clearly unfair, and your government will continue to insist, in the
strongest terms, that Albertans be treated equally.

As our revenue picture brightens, we must continue to be pru-
dent managers of Albertans’ dollars. Our emergency savings are
shrinking, and we must begin to rebuild them. That means keeping
our spending in check, Mr. Speaker, and this budget does that.
Total operating expense is forecast to be $33.9 billion, an increase
of $720 million, targeted at priority areas. At 2.2 per cent that
increase is less than population growth plus inflation of 3.5 per
cent, a trend forecast for the following two years as well. Total
expense, including capital grants and other expense, is forecast to
be $39 billion, an increase of just one-half of 1 per cent.

However, this is far from being a status quo budget. It continues
a strong investment in Alberta’s future. Our spending plan for the
upcoming year continues to focus on five priorities: increase ac-
cess to quality health care and improve the efficiencies and
effectiveness of health care service delivery; enhance value-added
activity, increase innovation, and build a skilled workforce to
improve the long-run sustainability of Alberta’s economy; pro-
mote strong and vibrant communities and reduce crime so that
Albertans are safe in their homes; provide the roads, schools, hos-
pitals, and other public infrastructure to meet the needs of a
growing economy and population; and ensure Alberta’s energy
resources are developed in an environmentally sustainable way.

Funding for health care is forecast at $14.9 billion. This in-
cludes a 6 per cent increase in the base operating grant to Alberta
Health Services, in line with the five-year funding commitment
made last year that will see a further increase of 6 per cent next
year and 4.5 per cent in each of the two years after that. This will
increase the base grant to Alberta Health Services this year by
$545 million, to $9.6 billion. Short-term results from this substan-
tial investment in health care, expected to be achieved by March
2012, include 360 new hospital beds, 3,000 more surgeries, 2,300
more continuing care spaces, and 3,000 more Albertans receiving
home-care service. We are putting new dollars into front-line ac-
tions. Albertans told us to put people first, and we are.

Funding for K to 12 education is also again being increased, and
significant support to the postsecondary education system will be
provided. Initiatives to build a skilled workforce for the future will
continue. School boards will receive $5.7 billion in operating
grants and property tax support this year, an increase of over $250
million, or 4.7 per cent. The funding will cover the salary and
associated pension costs of a forecast 4.4 per cent increase in
teachers’ wages effective September 1. It also provides for general
enrolment growth and increases in supports for students with se-
vere disabilities, English as a second language, and student
transportation services.

Advanced Education and Technology program expense is budg-
eted at $3 billion, which includes $2.8 billion in operating support.
This includes a $62 million increase in operating grants to univer-
sities, colleges, and technical institutes. More than $250 million is
budgeted for research, innovation, and technology commercializa-
tion initiatives, including $202 million in operating support for the
four agencies under Alberta Innovates. The Alberta Heritage
Foundation for Medical Research and the Alberta heritage science
and engineering research endowment fund will continue to sup-
port increased grants to maintain health research at Alberta
universities and to support long-range initiatives such as nano-
technology research.

Almost $170 million in disaster support was provided to the
agriculture industry in the past year as poor early-season weather
and other conditions impacted that sector. Although commodity
prices for wheat, canola, and beef are encouraging, ongoing agri-
culture support programs are being maintained, with nearly $1
billion budgeted in Agriculture and Rural Development. With over
$41 million budgeted this year, the Alberta Livestock and Meat
Agency will continue to implement programs to help build an
internationally respected, competitive, and profitable livestock and
meat industry.

The safe communities innovation fund in the Ministry of Justice
will continue to support crime prevention pilot projects and the
development of municipal, regional, or aboriginal community
crime reduction and prevention plans. Since 2008 300 new front-
line police officers have been added, just exactly what this Prem-
ier said, and in the coming year 30 new probation officers are
being added to target repeat or high-risk offenders.

Our commitment to Albertans most in need will continue. Near-
ly $783 million is budgeted for income and health benefits and
other supports to more than 42,000 disabled adults, an increase of
3.5 per cent. This funding provides for caseload growth and main-
tains the maximum monthly income benefit for AISH recipients of
$1,188 and the average monthly health benefit of about $370.
Since 2005, Mr. Speaker, funding to the AISH program has in-
creased by over $290 million, or 60 per cent.

The Premier’s 10-year plan to end homelessness in Alberta will
continue. Nearly $93 million in operating support is budgeted, an
increase of $7 million. This will provide about 3,500 spaces in
emergency shelters as well as outreach support services to assist
homeless Albertans. Since 2009 about 3,000 Albertans who were
homeless have been placed in permanent housing.

Budget 2011 also provides a $16 million increase to seniors’
programs, including the Alberta seniors’ benefit, dental assistance,
and special needs, and a $39 million operating increase to chil-
dren’s services programs, including intervention services, foster
care support, child care, and family support for children with disa-
bilities.

Mr. Speaker, if you believe in the future, you build for the fu-
ture, and this budget continues to do that. Nearly $2.6 billion is
budgeted over the next three years for expansion, renewal, and
maintenance of health facilities and equipment, including the re-
development and expansion of the Tom Baker cancer centre and
the completion of the south Calgary health campus; construction
of the northern Alberta urology centre, including a men’s prostate
clinic, as part of the new Edmonton clinic south; significant pro-
gress towards a new regional hospital in Grande Prairie, including
a cancer centre, and redevelopment of the Medicine Hat regional
hospital; new health centres in Fort McMurray, High Prairie, and
Edson, and a new central Alberta cancer centre in Red Deer.

More than $700 million in capital support is being provided for
Alberta schools over the next three years to create more than
15,000 new student spaces, including the construction of 14 new
schools in Calgary, Edmonton, Okotoks, Sherwood Park, Spruce
Grove, and Langdon under the second phase of the Alberta
schools alternative procurement plan and the replacement of three
other schools in Sexsmith, Drumheller, and Millet. Mr. Speaker,
the Ministry of Education is working together with school boards
on innovative ways to accelerate the school capital plan to meet
the needs of our ever-growing student population.

Alberta’s postsecondary universities and colleges will see con-
tinued investment as well, including the completion of the SAIT
trades and technology complex, the agricultural research facilities
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at Kinsella and St. Albert, the University of Alberta’s Edmonton
clinic north, and the Bow Valley College expansion project.
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The capital plan also includes more than $5 billion over three
years in municipal infrastructure support for our growing com-
munities through the municipal sustainability initiative and other
programs. It also includes $4.6 billion over three years for the
provincial highway network, nearly $1.7 billion this year alone,
one of the largest investments in our transportation infrastructure
in the province’s history. This investment will fund construction
and rehabilitation work on highways throughout the province,
with continued construction of the ring roads in Calgary and
Edmonton and continued work on highway 63.

The capital plan also includes necessary investment in water
and waste-water management. Over $750 million will be provided
over three years for monitoring and other regional projects sup-
porting the water for life strategy, for municipal water and waste-
water partnership grants, for irrigation rehabilitation grants, and
for other projects.

Mr. Speaker, as a globally important energy producer Alberta
must continue to focus on being a national and international leader
in greening its energy production. This budget continues to sup-
port the groundbreaking climate change and emissions
management fund. To date the fund has announced commitments
to support 16 clean technology projects, with more support ex-
pected shortly for energy efficiency and renewable energy
projects.

This budget also provides $70 million in 2011-12 for carbon
capture and storage projects, part of the government’s $2 billion
commitment to use this technology to help address climate
change. In addition, nearly $17 million will be provided in 2011-
12 for enhanced environmental monitoring, science, and reporting,
an increase of 21 per cent. The recently appointed environmental
monitoring panel will provide recommendations to government by
June 2011 on the development of a world-class monitoring, evalu-
ation, and reporting system for Alberta’s oil sands.

Mr. Speaker, this is a budget that positions our province for
continued growth and prosperity. It enhances Alberta’s competi-
tiveness in the global marketplace. It continues to support jobs and
create opportunity. It enhances the public services and programs
that Albertans value most, like health care, education, and sup-
ports for those in need.

Yes, this budget projects a deficit this year and a smaller one
next year, but let’s be very clear. These deficits are the result of
our commitment to build the hospitals, schools, highways, and
other public infrastructure we need as our province continues to

grow. We have money set aside to pay for that continuing invest-
ment in the future. At the same time we will continue to pursue
savings within government, building on our proven record of find-
ing in-year savings in our program expense.

Mr. Speaker, at the heart of this budget is a rock-solid belief in
Alberta’s future as an economic leader, in the potential of our
province and the potential of its people. When the recession hit,
we were faced with a stark choice. Do we stop investing in the
future, do we abandon our priorities, or do we manage through
difficult times and make sure we position our province for eco-
nomic leadership? As a government with this Premier’s leadership
we made the right decision to keep building Alberta.

Through the worst economic downturn in 80 years we chose to
continue investing in Alberta’s future, to stay true to the values
this province was built on. Why? Because sound fiscal manage-
ment has given us the resources to do it and because it’s our
responsibility to ensure this province emerges from this recession
in great shape and prepared for the future.

Mr. Speaker, as I look at my parents today, I can’t help but rec-
ognize that we Albertans have been given an opportunity and a
quality of life available to very few in this world. It didn’t happen
by accident. It was the hard work of generations of Albertans that
has made this province what it is today and the foresight of suc-
cessive governments in creating the framework of fiscal strength
and flexibility that allows us to continue building for tomorrow
even during difficult times.

Mr. Speaker, this budget remains true to the pioneering spirit
and values that made this province what it is today. It shows con-
fidence in our people and in our future. It sets us on a path to join
together with all Albertans to build a better Alberta.

I want to thank you, ladies and gentlemen. I want to thank you,
members of the Assembly. I want to thank you, Mr. Premier.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Lethbridge-East on behalf of
the Leader of the Official Opposition.

Ms Pastoor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. On behalf of the Leader of
the Official Opposition I beg leave to adjourn the debate.

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

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would move that the
Assembly do now adjourn until 1:30 p.m. on February 28.

[Motion carried; the Assembly adjourned at 3:45 p.m. to Monday
at 1:30 p.m.]
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Legislative Assembly of Alberta

1:30 p.m. Monday, February 28, 2011

[The Speaker in the chair]

Prayers

The Speaker: Good afternoon and welcome.

Let us pray. At the beginning of this week we ask for renewed
strength in the awareness of our duty and privilege as members of
the Legislature. We ask for the protection of this Assembly and
also the province we are elected to serve. Amen.

Hon. members and ladies and gentlemen, we will now be led in
the singing of our national anthem by Mr. Paul Lorieau, and I
would invite all to 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.

Introduction of Visitors

The Speaker: Hon. Minister of Agricultural and Rural Develop-
ment, you have some guests from a warm place.

Mr. Hayden: Yes, Mr. Speaker. Thank you. I rise to introduce to
you and through you to the members of this Assembly the Hon.
Peter Shanel Agovaka, the Minister of Foreign Affairs & External
Trade of the Soloman Islands. Minister Shanel is accompanied by
the Hon. Dickson Ha’amori, Minister of Education & Human
Resources Development; His Excellency Collin Beck, the high
commissioner for the Soloman Islands; Mr. Trevor Unusu, the
chief desk officer, United Nations, Treaties and Americas, Minis-
try of Foreign Affairs & External Trade; and Mr. Ashwant
Dwivedi, the chief executive officer of the Canadian International
Training & Education Corporation.

The Soloman Islands, Mr. Speaker, share similar goals and
ideals with Canada. As members of the Commonwealth, the
United Nations, the World Trade Organization, and the World
Health Organization both of our countries are committed to inter-
national co-operation and collaboration. This is the first time Mr.
Shanel has visited Alberta, and we wish him a pleasant and pro-
ductive stay. I would now invite Mr. Shanel and his delegation to
please stand and receive the warm traditional welcome of the
Assembly.

Introduction of Guests
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-McClung.

Mr. Xiao: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s a great pleasure for me to
introduce to you and through you to the members of this House
today a group of bright students from my constituency from
Patricia Heights elementary school and their teachers, Ms Shane

Boulton and Miss Nicole Dober. I would like to ask them to rise to
receive the traditional warm welcome of the House.

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

Mr. Elniski: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s a particularly special
day for me today as I introduce to you and through you to the
members of this Assembly a group of people who have come to
mean more to me than any other group aside from my family. I’1l
tell you of their remarkable achievements shortly, but for the mo-
ment [ want to introduce the Archbishop O’Leary alumni class of
1978 Al Holmes MS liberation fundraising organizing committee.
I’m going to introduce them, and then I’m going to ask them to all
stand up. First of all, Mr. Al Holmes, the reason that we’re here;
Mr. Gary Ruta; Ms Carol McDonald; Mrs. Linda Weatherbee; and
Mrs. Pat Van Meer. I’d ask this group to now rise or otherwise
indicate and receive the traditional warm greeting of the
Assembly. Wonderful. Thank you.

My second introduction, Mr. Speaker, along the same vein, is
the person who reminds me every day of just how important
friends and family really are: Dominic and Orion’s grandma, my
wife, Barb Grodaes. Please stand and get the respect.

The Speaker: Are there others? The hon. Member for Fort
McMurray-Wood Buffalo.

Mr. Boutilier: Well, thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Today I
have the pleasure to introduce two students from the University of
Alberta. As many of you may know, I do lecture at the University
of Alberta. They’re visiting today. In the public gallery we have
Jeff Simmons and Jean-Michel Auger. This is their first visit to
the Legislative Assembly to view the proceedings and, of course,
wondering about the future. I would ask them both to rise today
and receive the traditional warm welcome of the Assembly.

The Speaker: Among the visitors today should also be 50 young
people, grade 6 students, from the Academy at King Edward ele-
mentary school. I’d ask them to rise, please, and be recognized by
all hon. members of the Assembly.

Ministerial Statements
Black History Month

Mr. Blackett: Mr. Speaker, it’s my honour to speak in front of
this House today. February is Black History Month. The Canadian
Parliament officially recognized Black History Month in 1995
following a motion by the Hon. Jean Augustine, the first black
Canadian woman to be elected to parliament. Here in Alberta a
number of events are taking place over the month to celebrate
Black History Month, including workshops, presentations, and
other celebratory events.

Black History Month provides an opportunity for all Canadians
and all Albertans to share and learn about the experiences, contri-
butions, and achievements of people of African and Caribbean
ancestry. It is also a time to celebrate black heritage and culture in
our province. These contributions are even more significant if we
consider the past prejudices and discrimination experienced by
some black Canadians.

While many of the early black immigrants to Alberta were escap-
ing discrimination and prejudice, they also came to Alberta looking
to make a better life for themselves and their families, and today that
still holds true. People of all races from all parts of the world come
to Alberta for the opportunity that our province presents.
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I remember as a young person of 18 years of age, Mr. Speaker,
when the Joe Clark government appointed Lincoln Alexander to be
the first black member of the Canadian Parliament back in 1979. 1
remember the thought process going through my head was that it
truly can happen for any of us. Today we are living proof of that.

Alberta has a rich black history. From the black Americans who
established farming communities like Amber Valley and Key-
stone, later named Breton, who helped grow our province, to more
recent years, black Albertans continue to contribute and make
great achievements in the arts, science, sports, politics, and more.

I’m delighted that this year’s campaign titled Proud of Our His-
tory features prominent Albertans past and present, including
southern Alberta rancher John Ware, my son’s favourite, and
Calgary Flames’ Jarome Iginla, the first black player in NHL his-
tory to be named team captain. Other notables include Edmonton
Oilers goaltender Grant Fuhr; Clarence “Big” Miller, born in
Sioux City, lowa, who made his home in Edmonton in 1970 and
became a fixture in our city’s and provincial music scenes;
Edmonton’s poet laureate, Roland Pemberton, a.k.a. Cadence
Weapon, one of the performers at the Alberta at the Olympics
event in Vancouver last February; and Dr. Tony Fields, vice-
president of cancer care for Alberta Health Services and one of the
most outstanding and accomplished leaders in the cancer field
today. He is a distinguished oncologist and cancer agency admin-
istrator who has made a significant impact on the fight against
cancer in Canada.

1:40

I’m proud to stand here in the Legislature as the first black cab-
inet minister in Alberta and to acknowledge my colleague the hon.
Member for Leduc-Beaumont-Devon, who not only was the first
black MLA in our province in 2004 but a former mayor of Leduc
and a successful businessman.

The diversity of our province and each and every one’s history
and sense of opportunity is part of what makes Alberta Alberta.
Black Albertans from the Caribbean, Africa, America, or other
places help create the wonderful mosaic of our province and help
to lift up our spirits.

Each summer the colourful carnival costumes, the reggae, ca-
lypso, gospel music, and dancing come alive in Calgary with
Carifest and with Cariwest in Edmonton as Albertans of Carib-
bean descent and many other origins get in the spirit of the islands
even for just a few days.

I encourage all Albertans to participate in events taking place in
the province to mark Black History Month. It’s an opportunity for
Albertans to gain insight into the experience of black Canadians
and Albertans and the vital role that this community has played
throughout our shared history.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre will re-
spond on behalf of the Official Opposition.

Ms Blakeman: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It is my
pleasure to join the hon. minister in celebrating the end of Black
History Month. Alberta’s greatest strength has always been its
people. Thank you to the minister for mentioning a number of
distinguished individuals and some of the events that surround
them. As the minister has noted, black Albertans helped establish
this province’s agricultural heritage, and black Albertans have
always distinguished themselves in many fields: medicine, sports,
service, literature, music.

But while most black Albertans enjoy successful careers, taking
full advantage of Alberta’s freedoms and prosperity, we mustn’t

ignore the less fortunate members of our black communities. The
MLAs of the Official Opposition have met many times with
members of the Sudanese community, who are suffering rates of
violent crime far out of proportion to their numbers. We’ve raised
the issue in question period and hope that the government and
police can work with the Sudanese community proactively to stem
the tide of violence and bring some measure of peace to this vi-
brant community, a community with the potential to make terrific
contributions to our province.

We also note that even now in the second decade of the 21st
century, Canadian-born visible minorities earn less than their
white counterparts even when doing the same job and despite the
fact that these minorities attend postsecondary institutions at rates
much higher than the rest of the population. This, too, is part of
black history, part of Alberta history, and history we should be
trying harder to reshape into a better form.

I do want to mention that this weekend I was at the Africa Cen-
tre in Edmonton-Calder, where, as the member says, it’s all in
Calder, to celebrate the conclusion of Black History Month. Mr.
Speaker, so many people attended that there was no parking any-
where to be had. The lots were full. The street parking was packed
for blocks around. It really was phenomenal. Thank you to the
Member for Edmonton-Calder for his remarks at that event.

I also want to take the time to recognize and thank Pear]l Ben-
nett and the Caribbean Women Network, which is a great group in
Edmonton that does wonderful work year-round.

Black History Month deserves to be celebrated, and I encourage
all Albertans to keep taking part in the events that the minister has
mentioned. It is an opportunity for all of us to learn from history
so that we may build a better future for us all.

Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Airdrie-Chestermere has
risen, and I will assume that it is to seek unanimous consent to
allow additional speakers to participate. I take it there will be an
individual from the caucus represented by the hon. member who
would like to participate. Anyone else who would like to partici-
pate? Okay. An additional caucus member would like to
participate.

Hon. members, you need to provide unanimous consent. If
you are opposed to allowing further speakers to participate,
please say no.

[Unanimous consent granted]
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Fish Creek.

Mrs. Forsyth: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’'m honoured to be here
today to share our thoughts on Black History Month. We take time
to reflect on the contributions of black Canadians and Albertans to
the society we live in today. We recognize someone like John
Ware, who has a junior high school named after him in Calgary.
There are so many people we could recognize and the huge impact
that they’ve had on people’s lives.

Black History Month actually started as only one week nearly
one hundred years ago. February was selected because of the
birthdays of two great leaders, Frederick Douglass and Abraham
Lincoln. We owe Black History Month to one man, Dr. Carter
Woodson. As a child he worked in coal mines, not starting high
school until he was 20. He seized the opportunity and finished
high school in only two years. He continued his education and
earned a PhD from Harvard. Dr. Woodson was disturbed by the
absence of black Americans and their contribution to society in
American history. Not only did he start a week for black history;
he started a scholarly journal as well.
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Canada has a proud place in black history. Canada was instru-
mental in helping black Americans escape the terror of slavery
through the Underground Railroad.

While we must be aware of the past, we must firmly look to the
future. The most inspiring words, from Martin Luther King, are
familiar to all of us. “I have a dream that my four little children
will one day live in a nation where they will not be judged by the
color of their skin but by the content of their character.”

Thank you.

The Speaker:
Norwood.

The hon. Member for Edmonton-Highlands-

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, and thank you
to members of the Assembly for this opportunity.

Albertans of African origin have good reason to be proud of
their history and culture and their significant contribution to life in
Alberta in a wide range of ways. I appreciate the efforts made to
provide the rest of us with a rich menu of opportunities to cele-
brate and learn with them over the month of February. It’s great to
officially recognize how important people of African origin are to
our community, province, and country.

There is a long history of black immigrants in Alberta and
Canada, as the minister has noted, and many more Albertans need
to know about this. Canada was the end of the Underground Rail-
way, providing a welcoming place of refuge for people fleeing the
horrors of slavery. Even earlier, Americans of African origin came
to Canada as part of the Empire Loyalists, settling mostly in Nova
Scotia. Here in Alberta we have communities like Amber Valley
that were founded by people of African origin and have been vital
in the development of rural Alberta and its tradition of community
and co-operation.

I’ve been pleased to meet a number of outstanding and promi-
nent African-Canadians such as “Big” Miller, who chose to make
a home in Alberta in more recent years.

We have largely ignored the substantial history of the whole
continent of Africa in schooling in Canada and missed out on a
great body of knowledge as a result. Today we are seeing history
being made across Africa in dramatic ways, and there are many
things to learn from this as well. The past few years have seen a
significant increase in Alberta of people of African origin and of
the places of origin. It is good to honour and remember out-
standing individuals for their achievements and to celebrate with
them during times like Black History Month, Carifest and Cari-
west, and other events.

Mr. Speaker, we need also to remember during this month that
there are very difficult practical realities facing Albertans of Afri-
can origin. We have just seen changes which reduce services to
immigrants, and this directly affects their opportunities to achieve
labour market and economic success. Many of our newest
neighbours of African origin are coming from refugee back-
grounds and require specialized health services that are not readily
available. We know that many people of African origin are still
experiencing racism in a range of ways in their everyday lives, so
we must be energetic in looking for more effective ways to
counter this attitude, which diminishes us all.

I join with the minister and all Albertans in saying how good it
is to have public awareness of the history and the vital role of
people of African origin here in Alberta. I also encourage this
government to be vigilant to have the necessary programs and
services in place to ensure newcomers of African origin can find
Alberta to be a great place to make a home.

Thank you.

Oral Question Period

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

Size of Alberta Cabinet

Dr. Swann: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Alberta needs a
common-sense approach to budgeting. The shrinking sustainabil-
ity fund cannot prop up this government’s mismanagement much
longer. To the Premier: will the government follow another piece
of Alberta Liberal advice and reduce this bloated cabinet from 24
ministries to 17, saving millions of dollars for Albertans?

1:50

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, the budget that was presented by the
minister was balanced in terms of serving the needs of vulnerable
Albertans, tapping into the savings that we set aside during the
good years, the lean years. We do have the most volatile revenue
stream in all of North America, and that is why we have to set
savings aside when resource revenues are very high, to cover up
those areas where they are pretty low.

Dr. Swann: Well, Mr. Speaker, I guess the Premier didn’t hear
me. Will you cut the cabinet from 24 to 17 ministries and save the
Alberta taxpayer millions of dollars? Yes or no?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, just to go back in history, I think my
first cabinet was 18 members, and I was criticized right across
Alberta for it, but set that aside.

Not really something to be proud of, but in finding almost $2
billion of in-year savings in the budgets over the last couple of
years, we saw the ratio of the public-sector service in this province
back to about the mid-1990 levels even though we’ve seen this
huge population increase. So we have downsized government
considerably during that period of time.

Dr. Swann: Now, that’s doublespeak if I’ve ever heard it, Mr.
Speaker, expanding to 24 ministries and calling that a downsizing.
Very interesting.

Mr. Premier, why do you continue to spend millions on the
failed greenwashing branding initiative while the programming
budget for Housing and Urban Affairs has been cut by $200 mil-
lion over the past two years? Do you really think Albertans value
public relations over housing?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, we are more than meeting our goals
in affordable housing, and the minister can give further details on
that. But I can tell you that the budget that we set aside for brand-
ing was used to ensure that we get Alberta’s message out both in
the United States and in markets around the world, and we’re go-
ing to continue to do that. All the eyes of the world are on this
province because we have about a third of the world’s oil supply.

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

Emergency Room Wait Times

Dr. Swann: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Emergency wait
times have been pushed out of the headlines by the current disar-
ray in this government, but a glance at the latest Alberta Health
Services charts indicates the targets are not being met. Only 1 of 5
hospitals in Edmonton and 1 of 4 hospitals in Calgary have met
the target. To the Premier: can the Premier explain what he is
going to do now? Lower the targets?
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Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, I can only say this anecdotally, but in
talking to Albertans and, of course, having watched some of the
Twitter and the blogs of two of the Leg. media that had to use emer-
gency services prior to the Christmas break, they tweeted that
emergency waiting times were very reasonable. They were down.
We’ll continue to see those numbers improve, and further evidence
on the progress will be of course given by our minister of health.

Dr. Swann: Well, again, Mr. Speaker, Alberta Health Services
has set a target that 45 per cent of patients needing hospital stay
should be admitted within eight hours. In this case, too, only one
Calgary hospital and no Edmonton hospital met the target. What
confidence can Alberta health workers and Albertans have that
these targets will be met anytime soon?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Zwozdesky: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Let me respond to that
because, in fact, I have visited some of these emergency rooms
just in the last little while, and I can tell you that the issue that
propelled the head of emergency docs in the province to contact
me on the Thanksgiving weekend was about EIPs, emergency in-
patients. These are people who need to be admitted into hospital,
into acute-care beds, but they’re occupying emergency room beds.
Those numbers have dropped very significantly, and within a cou-
ple of weeks we’ll be putting out the exact numbers so that even
this member will know them.

Dr. Swann: Well, Mr. Speaker, the deadline was March, when the
minister promised to have changes. That’s tomorrow. Are these
targets any more than wishful thinking?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, there’s no deadline of March.
What there is is a target for the end of March with respect to the
number of people in EIPs, which I’ve just commented on, and also
with respect to the number of people who are in for minor issues
and who should be in/out in four hours or less. There’s another
target for those who need to be admitted, and they’ll be admitted
within eight hours. While those improvements are not as much as
we had hoped for, nonetheless they are improving. I’'m very con-
fident that now that we have the promised 6 per cent increase,
you’ll see even more improvements being made as we go forward,
and the wait times will be reduced.

The Speaker: Third Official Opposition main question. The hon.
Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Provincial Fees

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Last week’s budget
fees for vehicle registration and vehicle plates went up by 23 per
cent. Land titles fees for mortgages are up 133 per cent. Fees for
registering a business or a nonprofit are up 150 per cent or more.
This is really a $157 million tax increase. My first question is to
the minister of finance. Why increase these taxes by $157 million,
yet you cut a cheque before Christmas for $140 million to Suncor
in a royalty rebate at a time when they have record profits and the
price of oil is close to $90 a barrel?

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, we have an obligation as a govern-
ment to try and have even cost recovery when we deliver services.
We have not increased these fees since 2002, and everyone with
any kind of a business mind would understand how much it has
cost to deliver these services and that coming back to cost recov-
ery is just a prudent financial measure.

Mr. MacDonald: It’s not cost recovery, Mr. Speaker.

Again to the minister: given that this minister claims that this is
merely cost recovery, will the minister table the analysis that
backs up his statement just now?

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, we’d be happy to have the Minister
of Service Alberta provide to the opposition and all hon. members
in Alberta how we arrived at the breakdown of the costs.

Mr. MacDonald: Again, Mr. Speaker, to the same minister: why
did the minister think increasing fees for businesses by 150 per
cent and creating all these other new fees, which really are taxes,
was necessary? Why force these costs onto businesses when other
businesses, like Suncor before Christmas, get a $140 million roy-
alty rebate cheque from your government at a time you have a
megadollar deficit?

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, we are talking about apples and
oranges and grapefruits and some lemons. There is a responsibil-
ity, when we deliver services to Albertans, to run it on a cost-
recovery basis. Should we have reviewed these possibly four or
five years ago? Yeah, we probably should have, but we have now,
and we’ve moved back to cost recovery, which is the prudent
thing to do.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Fort McMurray-Wood
Buffalo, whose birthday it is today.

Provincial Budget

Mr. Boutilier: Yeah. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. On
Friday the finance minister broke with a long tradition by calling a
news conference to respond to the Wildrose balanced budget al-
ternative. Usually it’s the opposition who responds to the
government’s budget, but it’s nice to know that we’ve got the
minister’s attention. Now that we’ve got it, I have a question for
him. Given that this year’s deficit of $3.4 billion was projected
only to be $1.1 billion a year ago, why should anyone in Alberta,
including those in his own caucus, believe this minister, and do
you actually think Albertans will believe this minister?

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, when we are asked by the media to
comment on an item, whether it is newsworthy or not, we make an
attempt to do just that. Our budget deals with real people, with
real issues, and with real numbers.

Mr. Boutilier: Well, Mr. Speaker, given that non answer of ap-
ples, oranges, and turnips, let me ask you this. The minister made
the comment: back in the black by 2012. How quickly one forgets.
You know what? That actual comment would actually be right
next to the horoscope.

The Speaker: Hon. member, with due respect, remember a
document that said “no preambles,” signed?

Mr. Boutilier: Right. Yes
The Speaker: Let’s get to the question.

Mr. Boutilier: Yes. Thank you. Given that, Mr. Speaker — and it’s
right next to the horoscope — will the minister please tell me and
tell Albertans: what is he basing his projections on? It is clearly
not new math.

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, I would presume that someone with
a number of years’ experience in this House would have the abil-
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ity to read the budget and to understand what the different lines in
the budget mean. Our budget is based on industry projections for
the revenue sources that we get. It’s based on a compilation of
figures from Stats Canada, has to do with the growth in popula-
tion, tax revenues, and such. All of that information is included in
the budget documents.

Mr. Boutilier: Given the comment, Mr. Speaker, last week in this
House I had posed to the Minister of Education about his secret
list as well as to the Minister of Infrastructure. To the Minister of
Infrastructure. His secret list: will he make it a priority to table it
in this House today so all Albertans can understand the difference
between a want and a need and a priority and a nonpriority for our
communities across Alberta?

2:00

Mr. Danyluk: Well, Mr. Speaker, I think the only secret list is the
Wildrose secret list of capital projects that they would cancel, $2.4
billion, so I need to ask the hon. member: is it the Grande Prairie
hospital, is it one of the 22 new schools currently being built, is it
the south Calgary hospital, or is it a continuing care in Fort
McMurray?

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

Qil Sands Reclamation

Ms Notley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. For more than a decade the
Tories have dragged their feet on implementing a plan for industry
financing of oil sands reclamation, exposing Alberta taxpayers to
an immense burden of unfunded liability. Independent estimates
show that the taxpayer liability for reclaiming currently disturbed
land is up to $15 billion. My question is to the Premier. In light of
this massive and unjust downloading of risk to Alberta taxpayers,
how can the Premier possibly consider a plan that will reduce
industry’s financial security obligations by half a billion dollars
over the next nine years to be anything other than a complete be-
trayal of our trust?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, I certainly appreciate the question,
but the premise is completely wrong. This will actually give more
safety to Albertans as owners of the resource. The Minister of
Environment very clearly articulated the new policy, and I’ll ask
him to do that with the next question.

Ms Notley: Well, Mr. Speaker, given that documents released
today by the NDP show that the government’s too-little-too-late
plan for financing oil sands land reclamation was drafted in secret,
behind closed doors, with industry and given that this plan has
severe long-term consequences that place Alberta’s environmental
legacy at risk, will the Premier stop this practice of pandering to
their big oil friends, spike the current plan, and commit to starting
fresh in consultation with the public and environmental scientists
and community members?

Mr. Renner: Mr. Speaker, if only everything was so black and
white as this member would like the world to be. The fact of the
matter is that this is a very complex issue. Albertans, quite rightly,
care and are concerned and should be concerned that we protect
the public purse and that we do not have the taxpayer on the hook
for mine liability. That’s what this program is all about. As for
consultation the member knows perfectly well that she wouldn’t
be in possession of the document that she has if we hadn’t been
doing consultation. That’s where she got it from, Mr. Speaker.

Ms Notley: Well, Mr. Speaker, I find it really offensive that the
minister would suggest some issues are just too complex for the
public.

Now, given that the Royal Society’s report in December com-
pletely discredited this government’s model of allowing industry
to monitor itself and given that this plan does not appear to in-
clude protection against groundwater and airshed contamination,
will the minister admit not only that is he overseeing a failing
Tory monitoring strategy but that his government has sold out on a
plan for securing the sustainability of Alberta’s environmental
future?

Mr. Renner: Mr. Speaker, if this member would wait until the
announcement is made on this plan and those kinds of questions
can be answered for her, I think she’ll find that this plan will bring
additional security from a financial perspective. It will bring pre-
dictability. It will bring transparency. Above all, it will bring
about progressive reclamation so that no longer will members like
this be able to claim that this government is not looking after rec-
lamation in this province.

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

Wait Times for Cancer Treatment

Dr. Sherman: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It has been brought to my
attention that due to fierce competition for finite operating time
between surgeons about 1,200 Albertans are on a wait list for lung
surgery, and 250 died waiting on that list, many with lung cancer.
I’ve also been told by others that this happened under Minister
Mar and the hon. Member for Sherwood Park and that Dr. Trevor
Theman of the College of Physicians and Surgeons and Capital
health and Sheila Weatherill knew about this. Is the Minister of
Health and Wellness aware of this, and will he call the Health
Quality Council of Alberta and carry out a fatality review?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, I’'m not aware of that, but I’ll cer-
tainly have a look into it and see what information I can find.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Dr. Sherman: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and thank you, Minister.
Given that it has also come to my attention that physicians who
raised these issues were either punished or driven out of the prov-
ince or paid out in millions to buy their silence and the costs
buried in the books under the former Capital health region, I'm
not surprised that this was never made public. Will the hon. minis-
ter commit to investigating and auditing these payouts in addition
to the deaths and delays in cancer care?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, I don’t know if those allegations
are correct. They’re certainly sounding inappropriate to me, but I
won’t challenge them at this time. I said I will have a look into
this issue, and I will do that.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Dr. Sherman: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Given that people dying
on cancer wait lists is absolutely inappropriate — and I agree with
the minister; he is an honourable, caring, and honest man — will
the minister conduct an independent forensic audit of AHS and
Capital health records as it has also come to my attention that
there were two sets of books while I was in the ministry, one bal-
anced and the other with the details mentioned that may have
contributed to the $1.3 billion deficit inherited by Dr. Duckett
when he took over?
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Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, I said that I’1l have a look into this
matter, but what I’d like to know is where this hon. member is
getting this information and if he is prepared to share that or table
it or somehow live up to the allegations that he’s making. I’m not
aware of them whatsoever.

The Speaker: Hon. members, there always is an onus of respon-
sibility on all of us to bring forth proof, which would be helpful.

The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar, followed by the
hon. Member for St. Albert.

Drilling Stimulus Program

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. This government
plans on throwing additional money away, unnecessarily subsidiz-
ing the oil and gas drilling industry at a time of record prices and
record profits. Permanently including the drilling stimulus initia-
tive in times of high-priced oil in the royalty framework not only
robs government coffers but is an uneconomic subsidy. My first
question is to the minister of finance. With the government pre-
dicting $90 per barrel oil, why do oil companies need a subsidy
like this at this time of high prices and record profits?

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, we set out to make sure that we
could get Alberta workers back to work. We set out to set a
framework that would attract foreign investment to Alberta so that
the jobs that were there would be back. We haven’t projected $90;
we’re projecting $88.95. We’re projecting what’s given to us. The
fact is that as world oil prices rise, we get more royalties.

Mr. MacDonald: Mr. Speaker, he’s getting less royalties, and the
hon. minister knows that.

Why would this government permanently incorporate a program
intended to temporarily support the industry during a time of low
prices and world-wide recession?

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, it was put in place to make us com-
petitive with the rest of the world. We need to be on an equal basis
to attract long-term, solid investment to that industry, and that’s
exactly what we’re doing.

Mr. MacDonald: Mr. Speaker, this doesn’t make us competitive.
This government sold us out, and the minister knows this.

Now, with this program reducing government revenue last year
by $1.7 billion, where will taxpayers or resource owners find in
the fiscal plan this year the amount that has been used to subsidize
these drilling programs when they’re no longer necessarily?

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, the drilling stimulus program is
incorporated into our revenue totals. If he doesn’t think the stimu-
lus worked, look at land sales: record high land sales last year.
That didn’t come as an accident. That came about because the
stimulus program was put in place, attracted more people here
looking for more areas to drill to provide more jobs for Albertans.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for St. Albert, followed by the
hon. Member for Calgary-Buffalo.

Fusion Energy

Mr. Allred: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I understand that an alliance
of Alberta’s industry, government, and postsecondary institutions
has developed a multistage proposal for an Canada-Alberta fusion
energy program. To the Minister of Advanced Education and
Technology: what is the current status of this program?

Mr. Weadick: Mr. Speaker, fusion energy could provide an op-
portunity in the future for incredible energy, but at this point in
time we’re not quite there. However, my department did provide
some seed funding to the University of Alberta to help create the
Canada-Alberta fusion energy program. At this time that program
has not received increased funding. However, many of those sci-
entists continue to work in the area of fusion within the province.

2:10
The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Allred: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. My second question to
the same minister: what is the potential for adopting fusion energy
as an alternative to coal-fired power plants?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Weadick: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Although fusion is a
potential for the future, we continue to look at shorter term options
such as clean coal, such as carbon sequestration as the shorter
term potential ways of reducing our carbon footprint, but fusion
could play an increasing role as we go down the road.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Allred: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My final question is again
to the same minister. What is the timeline for the commercializa-
tion of this new technology?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Weadick: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My understanding is that
although work goes on around the world in many places, including
scientists here, we’re still a ways away from any commercializa-
tion of fusion energy. We’ll continue to monitor that, see what
research is being done, and as researchers in Alberta can provide
support, we’ll continue to do that.

Charter Schools

Mr. Hehr: Mr. Speaker, earlier this year Alberta Education qui-
etly posted a survey on the idea of converting charter schools to
so-called innovation centres for educational researchers. Some of
the questions in the survey such as allowing private corporations
to operate charter schools deserve significant public debate. My
questions are to the Education minister. Is the ministry using a
rushed survey to claim public support for rewriting the mandate of
charter schools in the new education act?

Mr. Hancock: Absolutely not, Mr. Speaker. What’s happened is
that, first of all, we have been talking about charter schools and
permanence for a number of years. There was a position paper
developed, I believe, in the fall of 2008. It was released in the fall
of 2009 for discussion. There’s been discussion around Inspiring
Education for the last two years in terms of what we need in our
system, and we’re now at a stage where we’re talking specifically
about what permanence would mean for charter schools and what
should be in a charter school mandate. The purpose of the survey
is to gather information on that and to broaden the discussion.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Hehr: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I thank the minister for
that answer. It’s my understanding he met with the Association of
Alberta Public Charter Schools in October of last year. What was
their response to the idea of them becoming innovation centres?
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Mr. Hancock: I can’t respond specifically to the meeting in Oc-
tober at the moment, but I can tell the hon. member that, generally
speaking, we’ve had ongoing discussions with the charter schools
about permanence, about what the raison d’étre would be for an
ongoing permanence for a charter school. Obviously, they must be
different than just the regular public school system. They provide
choice. They’ve always been intended to provide innovation. The
question is: how is that innovation shared with the broader public
system? So there have been very positive discussions around that
nature, and we will be continuing those discussions.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Hehr: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Is the innovation and re-
search mandate for charter schools so that they can take over from
the much-admired Alberta initiative for school improvement pro-
gram, that was cut in half by your government in last week’s
budget?

Mr. Hancock: Absolutely not, Mr. Speaker. Research and inno-
vation are at the core of the future of education. The provincial
Department of Education will have a role in making sure that we
have available the best research from around the world, but we
will continue to expect the public school system to participate in
research through the AISI program, which is a very important
program. The purpose of this discussion is to say: if charter
schools are there to push the envelope in education to introduce
new techniques or new pedagogy or to show where existing peda-
gogies may make a difference, they should be research based so
that we can share that information on a database and research-
driven approach.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Lesser Slave Lake, followed
by the hon. Member for Calgary-McCall.

Alberta Initiative for School Improvement

Ms Calahasen: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. All my questions are to
the Minister of Education. I recently met with some of my school
boards, and they’re reeling over the 50 per cent funding cut to the
Alberta initiative for school improvement program. Given that this
program has been recognized all over the world for its innovative
approach to education research and best learning practices,
Albertans are grappling with what this means to the future of this
program, especially since there was such a successful conference
held here in Edmonton recently. So, Mr. Minister, why of all the
programs would you cut this one? Do you not support innovation
in schools?

Mr. Hancock: Well, Mr. Speaker, I very much support innovation
in schools. Quite frankly, this is one of the most difficult decisions
I’ve ever had to make as Minister of Education. The AISI program
is a jewel in this province. Other provinces and other countries
look to what we’re doing. We’ve just had an international review,
which has pointed out what a wonderful project it is. The fact of
the matter is that we’re in a period of restraint, and rather than
cutting the direct budgets to school boards, I had to look at the
various grant programs that we have, and we had to make a very
difficult decision. I’'m very fortunate to have been able to save 50
per cent of the AISI.

Ms Calahasen: Well, if it’s such a jewel, can you explain what
impacts will be felt within the education system now that this
program has been cut in half?

Mr. Hancock: Well, Mr. Speaker, it will be an opportunity for us
to look at the program with school jurisdictions and with the AISI
partnership to see how we can retool the program, how we can
make sure that it’s focused in the right direction. It’s a very good
program, but with every program you ought to look and say: are
you getting value for your investment? Yes, it will be difficult in
mid-cycle. School boards are going to have to relook at their pro-
grams. The important part of this is that we managed to keep it
alive and keep it substantially funded at 50 per cent. Is it unfortu-
nate that we have to cut back? Absolutely. But let’s look at it as an
opportunity to recreate it.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Ms Calahasen: Mr. Speaker, thank you. The innovation is great,
and if we’re really about research, is less emphasis being put on
the educational research now since you’ve cut this by 50 per cent?

Mr. Hancock: No, Mr. Speaker. In fact, as we go forward, we
need to put more emphasis on research and more emphasis on
understanding, on a research-based and data-driven decision-
making process, what makes for good educational opportunities
for students and how we ensure that every student has an opportu-
nity to be successful. Research is going to be the core of that, and
we will continue to focus on it and make it a priority.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-McCall, followed by
the hon. Member for Olds-Didsbury-Three Hills.

Homeless Management Information System

Mr. Kang: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. This year more than 25
Calgary agencies that work with homeless people will start using
the homeless management information system. The project is co-
ordinated by the Calgary Homeless Foundation, and Calgary will
be the first city in Canada to track the homeless. My questions are
to the minister of housing. Since the nonprofit agencies that will
be using the system are not subject to any privacy laws, how is the
minister going to ensure that the tracking system protects privacy?

Mr. Denis: First off, Mr. Speaker, I’'m happy that this member has
moved away from some tunnel vision as in his questions in the past.

All kidding aside, we do take privacy concerns very seriously,
and the Calgary Homeless Foundation’s homeless management
information system is something that we have talked about. The
most important thing to us is that we have a province-wide system
because I don’t want to have seven or eight systems that don’t
integrate with each other. There has to be good value for the dol-
lars. It is subject to privacy legislation.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Kang: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I will not give up until the
tunnel is built.

To the minister again: given that many homeless people have
had run-ins with the law at some point in their lives, can the min-
ister tell us whether police will have access to this tracking
system?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Denis: Thank you. Once again, Mr. Speaker, the privacy act
does apply to anything collected by the Calgary Homeless Foun-
dation, and we will respect those particular laws and concerns.
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Mr. Kang: Well, to the minister again: will any of the personal
information in the tracking system be included in the new TALON
police database?

Mr. Denis: Again, Mr. Speaker, we will respect existing privacy
legislation. It is my understanding that it has nothing to do with
that particular database. I’d be happy to meet with that member
afterwards to discuss further.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Olds-Didsbury-Three Hills,
followed by the hon. Member for Airdrie-Chestermere.

MRI Wait-list

Mr. Marz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Recent announcements of an
increase of 9,000 more MRIs over the next two months is cer-
tainly welcome and good news for those who have been waiting
for months for this service. My first question is to the Minister of
Health and Wellness. Where is the money coming from to fund
the extra labour and overtime and other costs associated in dealing
with this extra surge in MRIs?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, it’s true that we are adding about
9,000 more MRI exams to the schedule. The direct answer to the
member’s question is that we’re able to do that through Alberta
Health Services because they have some money in their budget
right now as a result of the stable five-year health funding that we
provided last year, and we’re continuing with that promise this
year. Secondly, there are some savings that have been attracted as
a result of amalgamation, and those millions of dollars are going
right back into improving health care for Albertans, including this
announcement of MRIs.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Marz: Thanks, Mr. Speaker. Again to the same minister: if
we can afford to do these extra MRIs to deal with waiting lists,
why not just do more every month of the year so that waiting lists
don’t accumulate in the first place?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, increasing access to important
health services is one of our main goals of the five-year health
action plan, and reducing wait times is another one. In this particu-
lar case we are already performing over 165,000 MRIs province-
wide. We’re adding 9,000 now because Alberta Health Services
has the capacity to do that. Will they be adding more in the com-
ing year? Yes, they will until we get those waiting lists down to a
more manageable level and until Albertans feel comfortable that
they’re accessing the services in a much more timely basis as a
result of the predictability and stability of our action plan.

2:20

Mr. Marz: Can the minister tell me, then, as my last question: are
the extra number of MRIs they’re going to deal with in the outgo-
ing years going to be able to deal with the waiting lists so that no
more accumulate?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, I think they’re going to be able to
be handled very efficiently. I know that as added capacity comes
into the system, be it the finances or be it the staff or be it the fa-
cilities or the equipment — we have now mobile MRI units, for
example — they will find their proper place. I’'m happy that we’re
able to add 9,000 more MRIs, and I’m happy we’re able to add
3,200 more cataracts. I’'m happy we’re able to add 5,000 more
surgeries in general to the 250,000 we already do. There’s much
more good news. Maybe I’ll get another chance later to address it.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Airdrie-Chestermere, fol-
lowed by the hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre.

School Construction in Airdrie

Mr. Anderson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Last week the Wildrose
presented an alternative, balanced budget proposal that would
erase this government’s $3.4 billion deficit. Our proposal includes
the spending of $4.2 billion on infrastructure. That’s higher than
the Ontario, Quebec, and B.C. average. Airdrie-Chestermere has
roughly 65,000 people in it, so our share of that $4.2 billion would
be $73 million. This is more than enough for three schools. To the
Treasury Board president: will you ensure that this $73 million is
spent on three new schools this year for my constituents? They ask
for nothing else than that.

Mr. Snelgrove: That is exactly what they asked for, Mr. Speaker.
That is exactly what they asked for: their schools, their long-term
care facilities, everything in their community, and the rest of
Alberta can just go to hell.

Mr. Anderson: Well, Minister, people from Airdrie and
Chestermere pay their taxes, too. Maybe you should review that
answer. They’ve been greatly shortchanged these past 10 years.
We ask only for fairness, Mr. Minister.

Let’s try this. Given that Budget 2011 allocates $115 million for
the newly renovated MLA offices in the federal building, would
this minister be willing to put these new MLA offices on hold and
use this $115 million instead to build urgently needed schools in
Airdrie, or is that a big priority for Albertans, Minister?

Mr. Snelgrove: What we said: as long as it’s being built in their
community, they’re happy. Mr. Speaker, we recognize — we’ve
met with the school board in Airdrie. We’ve met with town coun-
cil. I’ll tell you: a great problem Alberta has is that we do have a
growing student population, and we can solve the problem. The
minister is working diligently and carefully with the school boards
to see how we can accelerate the school building program.

Mr. Anderson: Well, that sure wasn’t my question, but that’s
good that they’re looking into schools for Airdrie. What did that
have to do with anything I said?

You know, given that it appears this minister doesn’t seem to
understand what the difference between a need and a want is or
what it is to make a priority and given that he asked for the Wil-
drose to be more specific on what it would cut and that then we
tell him what we would cut, MLA offices for example, and that’s
clearly not good enough, I see no need for asking this big-
spending minister another question.

The Speaker: Okay. Then the hon. Member for Edmonton-
Centre, followed by the hon. Member for Grande Prairie-Wapiti.

Industrial Development in the Eastern Slopes

Ms Blakeman: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The primary use for the
heavy magnetic iron ore magnetite is to refine coal for use in elec-
tricity generation. Now, given that our largest source of
greenhouse gas production in Alberta is coal-fired electrical gen-
eration, my question is to the Minister of Sustainable Resource
Development. What is the government thinking when it ponders
exploiting the Livingstone Range of the eastern slopes, pristine
Crown land, to mine magnetite?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.
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Mr. Knight: Well, thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. The hon.
member opposite, I’'m sure, would be very interested to know that
I don’t ponder on a lot of things, and that most certainly isn’t one
them. With respect to the fact that there are some legitimate peo-
ple in the province of Alberta that have freehold mineral rights in
the area, I think it behooves us to make sure that we understand
exactly what it is that they intend to do.

Ms Blakeman: To the Minister of Energy: given that carbon cap-
ture and storage does not reduce greenhouse gases — it just stuffs
them underground — and given that every other western country is
moving away from dirty coal technology, why doesn’t the gov-
ernment invest in alternative energy production rather than
enabling and expanding development of old technology? Could
you run backwards any faster?

Mr. Liepert: Well, Mr. Speaker, that’s exactly what is happening
in Alberta. I had the opportunity this morning to meet with a
Spanish company, NaturEnergy, who is, in fact, in the throes of
developing almost 400 megawatts of electricity through wind
farms east of Medicine Hat. That’s going to be, all things being
equal, coming on stream in the next four or five years. Actually,
wind production now makes up 8 per cent of Alberta’s energy
base, and that’s expected to double in the next couple of years.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Ms Blakeman: Thank you. Back to the Minister of Sustainable
Resource Development. If not the minister, then who is standing
up for the land-use framework and protection of the land, because
the former minister of finance stood up for postponing major de-
velopment anywhere — and I’'m thinking the Livingstone Range —
until the regional plan was completed, but the current Minister of
Sustainable Resource Development says that development can’t
be stopped.

Mr. Knight: Mr. Speaker, in fact, what I have said is that through
the history of the province of Alberta we’ve done a lot of different
planning exercises. During the current planning exercise, which is
a major piece of business for all Albertans, the development of the
land-use framework and the development of the seven regional
plans — we cannot just turn the key off and stop the province of
Alberta from doing anything or continuing to develop and pro-
gress. Both of these things can be done and will be done at the
same time.

Grande Prairie Hospital Construction

Mr. Drysdale: Mr. Speaker, last July the Premier announced that
a new hospital would be built in Grande Prairie. Since then many
people in my constituency have asked about what’s happening
with the project. My questions are for the Minister of Infrastruc-
ture. What progress is being made on the new hospital?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Danyluk: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. In fact, excel-
lent progress is being made, and the project is moving ahead. It is
in our budget. We bought the land, and the soil testing has been
done.

1 just want to say that we’re ready to announce the design teams
in five major hospitals. The design teams for southern Alberta,
Medicine Hat and Lethbridge, will be announced tomorrow, and
the design teams for Grande Prairie and High Prairie and Edson
will be announced on Thursday.

Mr. Drysdale: Mr. Speaker, to the same minister: how will the
design team ensure that local health professionals and the people
of Grande Prairie have real input into the design of their new hos-
pital?

Mr. Danyluk: Mr. Speaker, the design teams will work with local
professionals. They’ll work with the officials at the college, with
the municipalities. When they do have that design, they will take it
further to the public for their input.

Mr. Drysdale: Mr. Speaker, with the design work set to begin,
when can we expect to see actual work beginning on the site?

Mr. Danyluk: Well, Mr. Speaker, first of all, I just want to say
that we use a progressive construction model, and that saves about
a year or two in design. Construction can start before detailed
plans are in place, and this allows us to do more in a shorter time.
I need to say that some work will start in late summer or early fall,
and we are on track for having the project completed.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Riverview, fol-
lowed by the hon. Member for Edmonton-Ellerslie.

Alberta Health Services CEO Position

Dr. Taft: Thanks, Mr. Speaker. My questions are to the Minister
of Health and Wellness. The Alberta Public Agencies Governance
Act requires public disclosure of the knowledge and experience
required of appointees before recruitment. That’s the law. Can the
minister of health inform Albertans when this information will be
publicly available for the position of CEO of Alberta Health Ser-
vices?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, I’'m sure that [ can get a very spe-
cific answer for the member. The point is that they have recruited
now a firm that will undertake and perhaps already has started the
recruitment process. I’m not personally involved in that at all. But
I understand that there is an active recruitment process that has
started or will be starting very, very soon, compliments of Alberta
Health Services.

2:30

Dr. Taft: Well, I recommend the minister check the law, then, of
his own government.

Can the minister provide any other information about the pro-
posed term of the appointment and remuneration for the position
of CEO of Alberta Health Services such as: what’s the pay?
What’s this pay range?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, that’s a recruitment process that
Alberta Health Services undertakes. It has nothing directly to do
with me, but I will get the information for the member. The chief
executive officer of Alberta Health Services is an employee of that
board. I’ll get you the information, hon. member. As I say, I’'m not
involved in that process.

Dr. Taft: Well, Mr. Speaker, given that this minister has to sign
off on that position, will he admit, then, that he’s not doing his job
if he doesn’t know if recruitment has begun, if he doesn’t know
the job description and he doesn’t know what they’re going to
pay? Do your job or get out of it.

Mr. Zwozdesky: You know, on the one hand they accuse us of
interfering, right? On the other hand they say: get in there and
interfere. Come on; let’s get serious here. The point is that this is
an employee of Alberta Health Services. They are doing the re-
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cruitment, not me. I will get you the information you seek. You
could just as easily phone Alberta Health Services yourself, but if
you want me to do it for you, I’d be happy to do your job for you.

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

Special Education Consultation

Mr. Bhardwaj: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. From 2008
to 2009 we consulted with over 6,000 Albertans regarding their
concerns with special education through the setting the direction
initiative. During those consultations we heard an overwhelming
majority of Albertans who wanted a different funding formula
than the current system of coding and labelling. My questions are
to the Minister of Education. Given that you accepted the recom-
mendation of the setting the direction framework in June 2010,
when will we have an adequate funding formula in place? What is
taking so long?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Hancock: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. I can appreciate that
the hon. member was the chair of the setting the direction process
and is understandably concerned that implementation happen. I
can assure him that while it’s taking a little longer than we had
hoped, we’ve spent a lot of time in this last year co-ordinating
internally in government to make sure that every government de-
partment that’s involved is part of the task force, understands the
role and function, and that we use government resources most
effectively. The next step is the provincial advisory committee,
which is being put in place as we speak. We will be moving for-
ward towards a new funding formula, which won’t be fully in
effect this fall but will be over the course of the next year.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Bhardwaj: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Given that
special education funding has been frozen for two and a half years
and that work is still ongoing for setting the direction, how are the
school boards currently being funded in the interim, and what
assurance do we have that this funding is adequate?

Mr. Hancock: Well, Mr. Speaker, we still continue to fund on the
basis of the model that was in place. School boards get funded on
a demographic model for the percentage of students they have
with severe and special needs. We have in this year’s budget allo-
cated $12 million more, which will be used as targeted funding for
specific circumstances and to promote and lead the implementa-
tion of the setting the direction framework.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Bhardwaj: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. My final
question to the same minister. Parents have also expressed con-
cerns to me that individualized program plans, known as IPPs, are
going away. Can the minister tell all parents what they will be
replaced with?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Hancock: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. There is a complete
culture shift which is being proposed in this, and that takes some
time. We’re working on a pilot basis with some boards and some
schools on this as we speak, but whether there’s a formal IPP or
whether there’s just an understanding, in order to ensure the best

and the most appropriate educational experience for a child with
severe special needs, the teacher, the school, the parent, and any
support resources from Health and other places need to come to-
gether to work for that child. There needs to be a plan for the
child, whether it’s a formal IPP or not.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Lethbridge-East, followed by
the hon. Member for Whitecourt-Ste. Anne.

Political Contributions by Municipal Officials

Ms Pastoor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. In October of 2010 the
Rimbey council members and administrative staff were found to
have made expense claims for political contributions to the Pro-
gressive Conservative Association of Alberta, and over five years
the total was $9,539.60. I don’t believe they’re the only munici-
pality that has this practice. To the Minister of Municipal Affairs:
is the minister aware if this money has been paid back to the tax-
payers of Rimbey?

Mr. Goudreau: Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the question as asked
by the hon. Member for Lethbridge-East. Municipalities are re-
quired to follow the rules that are established under a number of
acts, including the Municipal Government Act and the Local Au-
thorities Election Act as well as the Election Finances and
Contributions Disclosure Act. Those three acts talk about contri-
butions that municipal leaders are responsible to deal with.

Ms Pastoor: I was looking to see if the money was paid back.

You’ve quoted the laws, but does the province provide munici-
palities with guidelines to clearly indicate the difference between
the government of Alberta functions and the Progressive Conser-
vative Association of Alberta, or is it left to their interpretation of
ethics?

Mr. Goudreau: Mr. Speaker, we do a number of inspections on
individual municipalities as requested by individual residents. In
this case, in the Rimbey situation, it’s my understanding that all of
the money was repaid, and that’s the same for a number of other
municipalities across the province.

Ms Pastoor: Thank you for that, Mr. Minister.

Given that there are leadership races and a possible election in
the near future, what assurances can the minister make that what
happened in Rimbey will not happen in other municipalities going
forward?

Mr. Goudreau: Mr. Speaker, I can’t promise or provide assur-
ances that other municipalities won’t fall into the same, you know,
concerns or have the same issues with our particular ratepayers.
Nonetheless, we’ll continue to work with individual municipalities
to make them aware of the rules and the regulations surrounding
contributions towards political parties.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Whitecourt-Ste. Anne, fol-
lowed by the hon. Member for Calgary-Mackay.

Drilling Stimulus Program
(continued)

Mr. VanderBurg: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’ve been hearing
from constituents this past weekend, and I’'m not sure, but it may
have been fuelled by misguided reports that our budget deficit
could have been wiped out if the province hadn’t granted $3.4
billion in royalty incentives over the past year. My question is to
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the Minister of Energy. Sir, do you have any proof whatsoever
that shows the deficit could have been eliminated by not granting
these royalty programs?

Mr. Liepert: Well, Mr. Speaker, I think it’s important first off to
say that with the highly successful drilling stimulus program the
cost to the provincial treasury for the current fiscal year is about 1
and a half billion dollars, not the $3.4 billion that has been alleged,
so tying it to next year’s deficit is completely wrong. But I need to
remind — I know the hon. Member for Whitecourt-Ste. Anne un-
derstands this, but I’m not so sure that all members of the House
do, judging by some of the earlier questions. You know, it was
partially due to the stimulus program that last year record land
sales of some 2 and a half billion dollars were attained in this
province, and that went a long way to ensuring that last year’s
budget deficit was only . . .

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. VanderBurg: Well, thank you. Again to the same minister. It
was obvious in Whitecourt-Ste. Anne that people were back to
work, but around the province I’m not sure if that message got
across to all Albertans. Do you have any proof or statistics on how
many people actually did go back to work?

Mr. Liepert: 1 don’t have any statistics as to how many people
went back to work, Mr. Speaker, but I know that the Canadian
Association of Oilwell Drilling Contractors recently said that the
number of drilling rigs that were operational at the end of last year
was twice the year previous. They’re expecting that to even in-
crease this year. In fact, the number was up some 80 per cent in
the last quarter of 2010, and that doesn’t just mean increased jobs
on the rigs. It also applies to coffee shops, hotels, restaurants, car
dealerships in all of the members’ constituencies.

Mr. VanderBurg: Again to the same minister: constituents, again
I believe fuelled by these inaccurate reports, are wondering why
we provide subsidies to big oil at all when we’re running a deficit.

Mr. Liepert: Mr. Speaker, you know, that big-oil thing is some-
thing that many of our opposition members have raised in this
House and some of the members of the media, but, you know, it’s
really small and medium-sized Alberta businesses and companies
that have benefited from these programs. What has happened is
that if we hadn’t had the stimulus program, there would be no
jobs, there would be no land sales, and there would be reduced
personal and corporate income tax, not more.

The Speaker: Hon. members, 19 different members were recog-
nized today. There were 113 questions and responses.

We have seven members wanting to participate in Members’
Statements. We will reconvene in 15 seconds from now.

2:40 Members’ Statements

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

Al Holmes

Mr. Elniski: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Colleagues, as I mentioned
in my introduction not so very long ago, I’m here today to talk
about my friends and the support that they gave to one of their
own. Al Holmes was diagnosed with multiple sclerosis in 1989.
Recently he was identified as being a good candidate for the Zam-
boni treatment, an experimental and somewhat controversial
procedure that is not offered in Canada.

To make this happen, Al’s friends had a party and raised the
money, proving that friendship is not only one big thing but some-
times many little things. People will tell you that the liberation
procedure has many risks, and Al knows them all. He knows and
we his friends fully support that Al’s future with the treatment is
quite likely brighter than his future without it, so the committee I
introduced earlier and a couple of hundred other people got to-
gether and solved the money part of the problem. It’s simply what
friends do.

I invited these people here today for two reasons. One is to let
them know just how proud I am to be one of them and, two, to
show what can happen when a group decides to solve a problem
for one of their own. The Spartan class of *78 meet on an ad hoc
basis, and we’ve been doing so for a long time. This event and the
phenomenal results it has achieved have quite likely changed us
all and taught, so long after the lessons ended, that maybe Kevin
Murphy was right about Proverbs 17:17 when he said: “Friends
always show their love. What are brothers and sisters for if not to
share troubles?”

Interestingly, Mr. Speaker, Archbishop O’Leary high school
turned 50 last year, as did most members of the grad of *78.

Good luck, Al I hope that very soon I can introduce you to this
Assembly while you show us a few of your old moves. Remember
that “there is no medicine like hope, no incentive so great, and no
tonic so powerful as expectation of something tomorrow.”

Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Mountain View.

Provincial Budget

Dr. Swann: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. This government must aim
higher to protect Alberta’s economic future. Folks on the far right
say that the government has a spending problem. Folks on the left
say that the government has a revenue problem. The truth is that
this government has a management problem. This is the third defi-
cit budget in a row. The sustainability fund will soon run dry, and
this government acts as though they’re playing with an endless
supply of Monopoly money, that they can just start the game over
when they go bankrupt.

This is not a game. Alberta Liberals believe in stable funding
for core people programs such as health, education, and social
services. These are essential public institutions and services, that
Albertans value tremendously. They protect public health. They
enhance Alberta’s prosperity. If we want to protect core people
programs for the long term, this government needs to start slash-
ing wasteful spending now. Government travel, communications,
external consultant spending can and should be significantly
trimmed. Trim the size of your bloated 24-member cabinet to a
more efficient 17. Scale back investment in carbon capture and
storage. Stop throwing subsidies at private golf courses and horse
racing. Spread out the spending on capital projects. Perhaps more
importantly, this government needs to build a comprehensive
long-term savings strategy.

The sustainability fund was a fine Alberta Liberal idea designed
to pull Alberta through short-term financial problems, but we’ve
also advocated strongly for a long-term savings plan, with targeted
investments to fund core people programs for the long term.
Albertans shouldn’t have to choose between the extremes on ei-
ther end of the political spectrum and the incompetence of a tired
Tory government. There is a better way. Alberta Liberals are
committed to protecting people programs while eliminating waste-
ful spending. That’s our common-sense solution for Alberta.

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

Cardston Cougars

Mr. Jacobs: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’m honoured to rise today
to share with the Assembly the outstanding accomplishments of
young athletes from my constituency of Cardston-Taber-Warner.
Last year the Cardston Cougars won the Alberta tier 3 football
championship, defeating the Peace River Pioneers by a margin of
8 to 6 in a closely fought defensive battle. The last time the Cou-
gars won this championship was in 1993, 17 years ago.

I would like to take this time today to applaud all of the players
of the 2010 Cardston Cougars for all their hard work, grit, and
determination. I would also like to thank the coaching staff and
volunteers who made the victory possible. Sport is an important
part of our community, and I am sure that the success of the
Cardston Cougars will serve as an example to our younger genera-
tion. Through hard work and dedication anything is possible.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: The hon.
Clareview.

Member for Edmonton-Beverly-

Balwin Villa

Mr. Vandermeer: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s a pleasure to stand
here today to highlight a noteworthy designated assisted living facil-
ity that is located in my constituency of Edmonton-Beverly-
Clareview called Balwin Villa. Balwin Villa was developed by the
Excel Resource Society and opened in September 2010. This desig-
nated assisted living facility is designed to meet the needs of family
members with early onset dementia or brain injury. Eighty-nine of
the units accommodate individuals with dementia and 16 accommo-
date individuals with brain injury. Of the 105 units 80 are for clients
referred by Alberta Health Services. Through the affordable suppor-
tive living initiative this government has provided $7 million
towards the facility construction.

Mr. Speaker, this development is truly visionary as it provides
an invaluable service through its enhanced facility design. Balwin
Villa offers health care services as well as extensive support ser-
vices and amenities. Residents of this facility can rest assured that
there is a 24-hour nurse presence and round-the-clock security.
Not only are the needs of the residents met, but also their lifestyles
are maintained.

This designated assisted living facility is great news for my
constituency and for the city of Edmonton and for this province.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

Training Program for Older Workers

Mr. Mitzel: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I had the honour of attend-
ing an event in Medicine Hat on Friday, February 25, to
acknowledge Alberta’s first training program funded under the
recently signed targeted initiative for older workers federal-
provincial agreement. This cost-sharing agreement will see the
province providing a maximum of $1.6 million and the federal
government providing up to $8.45 million over the next two years,
benefiting up to 1,600 people.

Funding for this agreement is provided through Employment
and Immigration’s Alberta Works program to assist unemployed
older workers between the ages of 55 and 64 gain new skills, pre-
paring them for new jobs. Eligible communities include those with
a population of less than 250,000 that have experienced high un-

employment and/or a high reliance on a single industry affected
by downsizing.

Mr. Speaker, Medicine Hat is Alberta’s first training initiative,
which will see 24 older workers obtain the support and training
they need to secure employment and adjust to the changing world
of work. Many of these older workers may have retired from their
original career or have been laid off due to the economic downturn
we’ve experienced over the past two years.

There is no question that some older workers are having diffi-
culty getting back into the workforce even as we continue to see
steady improvements in the economy. The skill sets required are
vastly different from what they previously used.

Older workers are part of Alberta’s growing labour force, and
we cannot afford to have them sitting on the sidelines. Alberta
needs a fully utilized labour force, connected with the community
and engaged in meaningful work. Every indication is that there
will be labour shortages again in the near future, and these older
workers bring a maturity and life experience to the labour market.

Mr. Speaker, I look forward to seeing the positive impacts that
this new funding will bring to unemployed older workers in the
Medicine Hat community and many others across Alberta.

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

2:50 Industrial Energy Efficiency Projects

Mr. Bhardwaj: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. The Confer-
ence Board of Canada recently estimated that $6.1 billion will be
spent in Alberta on clean energy technology over the next five
years. That’s more than all other Canadian provinces combined.

Earlier today the Climate Change and Emissions Management
Corporation contributed to this exciting story of leadership. More
than $27 million from the climate change and emissions manage-
ment fund is benefiting six new projects that promote energy
efficiency right here in Alberta. This investment means we are
now pioneering advancements in nanotechnology, gas capture
methods, and electricity generation.

With this announcement the corporation has invested nearly
$100 million dollars in clean technology projects since its creation
in 2009. This money is collected from industry as part of comply-
ing with our climate change regulations and leveraged into
significant emission reduction projects that demonstrate Alberta’s
commitment to a clean energy future. The fund is an integral part
of Alberta’s innovative system for regulating greenhouse gas
emissions. After all, technology is the foundation of Alberta’s
climate change strategy and will ultimately help transition our
province to a clean energy future.

Please join me in commending the Climate Change and Emis-
sions Management Corporation for their important work and in
congratulating NRGreen Power, ConocoPhillips Canada, Weyer-
haeuser Company, Cenovus Energy, EnCana Corporation, and
Quantiam Technologies as recipients of this latest round of funding.

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

Alberta Achievements at 2011 Canada Winter Games

Ms Tarchuk: Mr. Speaker, I’'m pleased to rise today to congratu-
late Team Alberta on their tremendous performance at the 2011
Canada Winter Games in Halifax. Three hundred and thirty-seven
athletes, coaches, mission staff, and artists from 49 communities
represented our province with pride and enthusiasm at the games.
They collected an impressive 75 medals, finishing fourth overall
in team standings.
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Team Alberta had a strong blend of talent, experience, and en-
thusiasm, exemplified by our success on the podium, and a strong
sense of camaraderie, with team members cheering each other on
at every event. Our flag-bearer, Canmore’s Scott Gow, raced his
way to the podium, winning four gold medals in biathlon, part of
the 12 total medals collected by Alberta’s biathlon team. But, Mr.
Speaker, Calgary snowboarder Pierce Mimura wins a gold medal
for overcoming adversity. He dislocated his jaw and shattered
several teeth in a race before the games yet toughed it out without
pain medication to finish sixth overall in the men’s half-pipe.
Jesse Cockney, also from Canmore, captured an emotional bronze
and two gold in cross-country, matching his father’s gold medal
count from the 1975 games.

Mr. Speaker, I wish I could list all of the competitors and their
many achievements. Obviously, I can’t in this short time, but suf-
fice it to say that they all deserve our congratulations. They have
made Albertans very proud.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Introduction of Bills

The Speaker: The hon. Solicitor General and Minister of Public
Security.

Bill 7
Corrections Amendment Act, 2011

Mr. Oberle: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I request leave to introduce
a bill being the Corrections Amendment Act, 2011.

[Motion carried; Bill 7 read a first time]

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Whitecourt-Ste. Anne.

Bill 8
Missing Persons Act

Mr. VanderBurg: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I rise today to re-
quest leave to introduce first reading of Bill 8, the Missing
Persons Act.

The Missing Persons Act will allow police agencies in Alberta
to access the personal information they need to help find missing
persons in cases where the police have no reason to suspect that a
crime has been committed. This act also ensures that the informa-
tion collected is protected if the former missing person does not
want to be contacted once found. Information collected under this
act is confidential and can only be used in situations cited in the
legislation. Records and information collected must be kept sepa-
rate from other police agency records and will not be shared
through the TALON database.

Thank you, sir.

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

Mr. Renner: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I move that Bill 8 be
moved onto the Order Paper under Government Bills and Orders.

[Motion carried]

Tabling Returns and Reports

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Energy.

Mr. Liepert: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would like to table today
the required number of copies of a report of the Energy Resources
Conservation Board on a well blowout, Canadian Natural Re-
sources, in February of 2010. This particular blowout was the
subject of an inquiry by the Member for Calgary-Currie last fall in
the House, so I’d like to table the number of copies today.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Banff-Cochrane in her capac-
ity as chair of the Standing Committee on the Alberta Heritage
Savings Trust Fund.

Ms Tarchuk: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. Pursuant to section

15(2) of the Alberta Heritage Savings Trust Fund Act as chair of the

Standing Committee on the Alberta Heritage Savings Trust Fund it

is my pleasure to table the 2010-2011 third-quarter update on the

fund, and copies will be distributed to members this afternoon.
Thank you.

The Speaker: Hon. members, pursuant to section 39(3) of the
Legislative Assembly Act the chair wishes to table with the
Assembly copies of orders that were passed by the Special Stand-
ing Committee on Members’ Services at its December 8, 2010,
meeting. Included are the Executive Council salaries amendment
order No. 6, members’ allowances amendment order No. 19, and
members’ committee allowances amendment order No. 7. All of
the orders came into force the day they were passed.

The chair would also like to table some other related orders for
the records of the Assembly: Executive Council salaries amend-
ment order No. 5, members’ allowances amendment order No. 18,
members’ committee allowances amendment order No. 6, and for
the sake of completeness the constituency services amendment
order No. 22 and the records management order No. 2.

Orders of the Day

Public Bills and Orders Other than
Government Bills and Orders
Second Reading

Bill 201
Health Insurance Premiums
(Health Card Donor Declaration)
Amendment Act, 2011

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

Mr. Sandhu: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I am pleased to rise today
and begin second reading debate on Bill 201, the Health Insurance
Premiums (Health Card Donor Declaration) Amendment Act,
2011.

I am proud to say that this is my first bill since being elected.
Mr. Speaker, I am bringing forward this bill because I believe that
it will help people all over the province and Canada. It would do
this by changing the way we become organ donors. If Bill 201 is
passed, all Albertans would have to declare their organ donors
choice on the back of their Alberta health card. People would not
be forced to become donors, but they would have to choose either
yes, no, or undecided. Bill 201 would not apply to people under
the age of 18 or to people otherwise unable to provide their con-
sent, and Bill 201 would not apply to holders of current Alberta
health cards unless they lose their old one and need to apply for a
new card.

[Mr. Mitzel in the chair]
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Changing the way we declare our organ donor status has the
potential to greatly increase the amount of organ donors. As it
stands right now, all of Canada is facing a serious shortage of
usable organs, and the problem stems from our volunteer rates. In
fact, in Canada only 13 out of every million people successfully
donate an organ. This is alarming, Mr. Speaker. This is one of the
lowest rates in the developed world.

The organ system that we use now lets people choose the option
of doing nothing. Mr. Speaker, unless an individual chooses to
become a donor and takes the steps to make it so, we assume that
they did not want to donate. I believe that our failure to donate
organs comes from how easy it is to simply ignore the question
and avoid the topic of death. If I were to pass away, my wish
would be yes to donation, hoping I could help someone, but it is
not written anywhere, so my wife may not know my wish and
choose differently.

No one wants to think about their own death, and no one wants
to think about an organ being taken from their body. Rather than
confront this difficult scenario, we ignore the choice and do noth-
ing, and in Alberta doing nothing means that organs stay where
they are. It means that people wait in pain for life-saving trans-
plants, and it means that people die. This bill would not force
people to become organ donors. That would be wrong. Instead,
Bill 201 would require people to think about organ donation even
if they choose to remain undecided.

3:00

Mr. Speaker, I believe this is a good bill. I believe this will save
a great many lives and will improve the quality of life for many
more. I believe that this bill could save our health care system
millions of dollars and improve the quality of life for numerous
individuals.

As it stands right now, treating one person for kidney disease
can cost up to $60,000 per year. This means that if a person was
living with kidney failure for five years, that would cost our health
care system well over $250,000. However, transplanting an organ
would now only cost about $20,000 plus around $6,000 per year
for the cost of transplant medications. This not only represents
huge savings but also greatly improves the quality of life for the
patient. This is only one example of many, Mr. Speaker. This is
just for one patient.

At present Canada has well over 3,000 people on waiting lists;
Alberta has well over 600. If we were able to provide working
organs to all of these people, the total savings could be great. This
is money that could then be used in other areas of our health care
system for helping and saving lives. Donating an organ is one of
the most noble, selfless things that a person can do once they pass.
In fact, every donor has the ability to save the lives of eight
people. In addition, over 75 people can be helped with the tissues
of one donor.

Second, I have heard concerns that not providing an Alberta
health care card if they failed to answer the organ donation ques-
tion would be heavy-handed, and I agree with this statement, Mr.
Speaker. It’s not my intention to deny people a health care card or
health care if they choose not to declare their organ donation sta-
tus. I believe that this bill could be amended to remove this
misinterpretation. I believe that the idea of this bill is good and
that if we move it forward to Committee of the Whole, we can
make the change needed to finalize this idea.

Mr. Speaker, I would now like to take some time to address
some of the concerns I have heard about Bill 201. First, there is a
concern that Bill 201 would force people to become organ donors.
This is not the case. People would be compelled to choose either
yes, no, or undecided but would not be forced to donate an organ

if they do not want to. In addition, a person could choose to stop
being an organ donor whenever they wanted.

Second, there is a concern that if a person did not wish to
choose yes, no, or undecided, they would not receive an Alberta
health care card and would not be able to get health care. Again,
this is not the case. If people refuse to select either yes, no, or
undecided, they would not receive an Alberta health care card, but
they would still receive health care card numbers and receive
health care. So in the end, the punishment for not choosing be-
tween yes, no, or undecided would be nothing more than a minor
inconvenience. As well, an exemption would be in place for
people’s religious or moral concerns about declaring organ donor
status.

Third, there is a concern that the bill may overstep personal
boundaries, that organ donation would not be a personal decision
made between individuals and their family. Mr. Speaker, I agree
with this and would stress again that Bill 201 does not force a
person to become an organ donor. Rather, I believe that Bill 201
will raise awareness and give people the push they need to talk
with their family and make their wish known.

Finally, there is a concern that issuing a new Alberta health care
card may be a financial burden on our health care system. While I
agree that the change in Bill 201 may lead to a small increase in
costs, I would argue that these costs would be easily offset by
savings to our health care system that are the result of increasing
organ transplants.

Mr. Speaker, Bill 201 is a measured approach that has the po-
tential to increase organ donation rates in Alberta without
overstepping government boundaries. I believe that this legislation
is fair and in the best interests of the health care system. In addi-
tion, I believe that this change is supported by many Albertans. In
fact, I’ve received many phone calls from people and organiza-
tions all over the province and Canada, and they all agree that this
legislation has the potential to save many lives.

In closing, I would like to say that the impact of the bill could
be great. It could incredibly increase the amount of organs donated
by Albertans, it could save our health care system millions of dol-
lars, and it could save the lives of hundreds and improve the lives
of thousands more. I believe that this bill is in the interests of all
Albertans, and I strongly urge all Members of the Legislative
Assembly to support Bill 201. Everyone here today may be faced
with a tough situation where a loved one or themselves need an
organ donation. This bill is truly good for all. I would appreciate
your support.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity.

Mr. Chase: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Speaking to
private member’s Bill 201, I want to begin by thanking the hon.
Member for Edmonton-Manning for bringing this forward. There
is no doubt that improving the number of organs for donation will
contribute to lives and quality of life. The problem with this par-
ticular piece of legislation is the mandatory nature. I agree with
the hon. member that promoting education is key, but the manda-
tory nature suggests that there’s some sort of penalty associated
with not filling out your card. Whether you say yes, no, or unde-
cided, there is the expectation of enforcement, and with that
enforcement comes a cost.

Now, when we have discussed how best to indicate your desire
to donate your organs, one of the problems that occurs is the first
on the scene being police and ambulance paramedics and the pos-
sibility of your intention not going along with your body or your
damaged circumstance to the hospital so that the organs that you
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have indicated clearly that you wish to be donated can be present.
I’ve suggested, for example, in terms of trying to improve the
availability of organs for donation and the decision that a person
has made to provide those organs, it would be either as a part of
their driver’s licence, where that is the singular piece of informa-
tion that is most likely to be collected at the scene of an accident —
obviously, the intention would be clearly represented — or if not on
the driver’s licence, I’ve also suggested previously on an elec-
tronic health card which a person would carry with them and
would be also available for easy access to hospitals to determine
their health care record so that it would be of a more permanent
nature. Also, there would have to be security clearance proof so
that it couldn’t be accessed by anyone other than the medical sys-
tem or the police forces for which it was intended, so that desire to
provide that donation would be clearly indicated.

3:10

While I support the whole idea of improving the importance of
the education process of Bill 201, unless individuals can come up
with some type of an amendment that would get beyond the man-
datory nature, which is the sticking point of this particular
legislation, I’'m not sure how it can be viewed successfully.
There’s no doubt about the value of organ donations, and there’s
no doubt about the need to improve the procedure by which or-
gans can be donated. The reality is that currently — and I believe
it’s correct — a family member can potentially overrule an individ-
ual’s donation request, so even if an individual indicated with this
new process that they were willing to donate their organs, there is
the possibility that in the time it takes to get the approval of the
family members to the original consent, the time for harvesting
would have gone by. So it’s an additional complication.

I do want to thank the hon. Member for Edmonton-Manning for
raising an extremely important issue. I’m just concerned that this
may not be the most appropriate vehicle to achieve the improved
education that the hon. member is trying for. I support the intent.
I’m just not sure about this being the best vehicle to accomplish
that intent.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Drayton Valley-
Calmar, followed by the hon. Member for Calgary-Fish Creek.

Mrs. McQueen: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. I'm pleased today
to rise and join the debate on Bill 201, the Health Insurance Pre-
miums (Health Card Donor Declaration) Amendment Act, 2011,
brought forward by the hon. Member for Edmonton-Manning. Bill
201 proposes to ensure that all Albertans make an explicit choice
regarding organ donation through indicating their intention on the
back of their Alberta health cards. In the event that an individual is
not yet ready to make such a decision or if they have made their
choice but are uncomfortable making that choice publicly known,
the opportunity would remain to select undecided as their official
organ donor status. Children below the legal age of consent and
adults who are unable to provide consent would be completely
excluded from the requirements proposed in the bill.

Mr. Speaker, the intent of this bill is to increase the amount of
organ donors in our province, which would save the lives of many
who are waiting for transplants. I am just one of many examples
of many Albertans who have needed a transplant organ. Years ago
I received a cornea transplant thanks to an individual who signed
their health card or made their intentions known to their family.
This bill fills a very important void and deserves our consideration
in this House.

There are several legislative ways in which to approach organ
donation, the most common of which are the consent solution, or
opt-in, and dissent solution, or opt-out. The consent solution
would require individuals to explicitly state their desire to be an
organ donor. Should they not make this declaration, it would be
assumed that they do not want to become donors. Conversely, the
dissent solution would require individuals to state that they do not
want to become organ donors; otherwise, by default they would
be.

In Alberta, as in the rest of Canada, we currently use the con-
sent solution, requiring Albertans to declare their intention to
become organ donors. If this declaration is not made, no organs
would be donated. Mr. Speaker, this declaration is usually made
on the back of the health care insurance card, but it can also be
made in writing in the presence of two witnesses. Unfortunately, it
seems that this approach is not always as effective as we would
hope. While there are no organ donation statistics specific to
Alberta, only 13 Canadians of every million actually donate their
organs. This is one of the lowest organ donation rates in the west-
ern world, and this lack of organ donation means the difference
between life and death for many across this country and Albertans.

For whatever reason, it seems many Albertans have not signed
the back of their health cards or spoken with family members
about their final wishes. Bill 201 would make the declaration of
one’s decision regarding organ donation via their Alberta health
card, and while there is an option to remain undecided, the fact
that one must indicate as such compels each and every Albertan to
seriously consider the matter of organ donation.

While I believe this bill fills a very important role, there is one
particular issue that causes me to hesitate in supporting it com-
pletely. According to this bill if an Albertan were not to sign their
declaration, they would not be issued an Alberta health card. They
would receive a health care number and would be required to be
treated by law but would not receive the actual physical card. This
is a great concern as I have heard first-hand accounts from consti-
tuents and Albertans who have required medical treatment but, for
whatever reason, did not have their card on their person and were
turned away.

We cannot deny Albertans the right to health care, and in with-
holding the physical document from them, this could become an
obstacle to the delivery of timely medical care. So I look forward
to the hon. member bringing forward amendments in committee to
ensure that Albertans still receive a card, no matter what their
declaration is.

Mr. Speaker, I am confident that this bill will help to increase
awareness in our province regarding organ donation and, hopeful-
ly, help to increase the number of donors, which would in turn
save more lives. For example, in 2008 there were 4,380 Canadians
nation-wide on organ transplant waiting lists. Of those individuals,
215 died waiting, including 60 Albertans. Perhaps making a clear
declaration regarding one’s desire to become an organ donor
would have saved more of those lives.

Mr. Speaker, Bill 201 would absolutely not force Albertans to
become organ donors; it would simply require Albertans to make
a decision regarding the matter. That way, should the unthinkable
happen, health care professionals would know right away if an
individual was a donor, saving precious time. I would urge all
Albertans to have this conversation with their families to ensure
that their wishes are followed.

The choice to become an organ donor is a very personal one and
requires a great deal of consideration. We recognize that there are
Albertans who are not comfortable with becoming an organ donor.
The intent of Bill 201 is to get Albertans thinking about organ
donation and its potential to save the lives of many and greatly
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improve the lives of many more. For this reason I feel this debate
is very important, and I thank the hon. Member for Edmonton-
Manning for bringing this important issue to our attention.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Fish Creek,
followed by the hon. Member for Calgary-Nose Hill.

Mrs. Forsyth: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’'m pleased to stand up
and speak to Bill 201, which amends the Alberta Health Insurance
Premiums Act, called the Health Insurance Premiums (Health
Card Donor Declaration) Amendment Act, 2011. I am going to
listen carefully to the debate and will put on the record that I'm a
huge organ donor/transplant supporter. I brought forward a private
member’s bill many, many years ago, and we had this discussion.
I think the Member for Calgary-West also brought forward a bill,
if I recall.

I can’t help but wonder — and I speak from experience because I
had the honour of chairing the Advisory Committee on Organ and
Tissue Donation and Transplantation probably a decade ago. I’'m
finding it ironic that we’re debating Bill 201, on the subject of
organ donation, when five years ago we were debating Bill 201,
the Human Tissue Gift (Notification Procedure) Amendment Act,
2006. That act had made it mandatory for medical professions to
notify the human organ procurement and exchange program when
a person dies or is about to, and there is a suitable donor.

There are so many things that I like in this bill, and there are
things that I like about the intent of the bill. I'm a little hesitant
when we talk about mandatory and then talk about some of the
things that I’m hearing from the hon. Member for Drayton Valley-
Calmar when she speaks about not being able to get their health
card.

I guess I'm wondering, and I’'m sure the member can tell me.
There was a committee that I chaired that talked about compre-
hensive legislation to improve organ and tissue donation in
Alberta. Sadly, it seems that the progress has been somewhat slow
and uneven. Again we’re relying on a private member’s bill and
not a government bill to bring this important issue forward.

3:20

The member can maybe tell me what’s come out of that com-
mittee. I know that it was a very, very comprehensive committee
and had some wonderful health experts and professionals on it. It
would be interesting to see what they have to say about this pri-
vate member’s bill and, particularly, if this has stemmed from that
particular committee and this is what they’re recommending to
speed up the organ donation. As long as I can remember I’ve been
a donor, since 1976 — and I hate to put that on the record because
then it really does age you — and I’ve gone through all the tests,
which I’m sure many people in Alberta haven’t. I can pull out my
organ donation card, that will give you exactly what my blood
type is, what my tissue type is. That’s what they did many, many
years ago.

The experts are calling and have been calling for as long as |
can remember for greater co-ordination and long-term planning
for organ donation and how we need to think ahead, if a catastro-
phe appears. There’s nothing worse in my mind, God willing, than
being a parent and having to make a difficult decision when you
have a child that is in intensive care. We travelled with the safe
communities task force. I had a friend go through that when her
son was murdered, not only having to deal with this child who
looked perfectly, perfectly normal and making the decision, one,
that there was no brain activity left but, two, then being ap-
proached by the same people asking if they would be willing to

donate Devin’s organs. I don’t know how many times I’ve heard
the mother speak. I can only tell you that every time I do hear her
speak, there isn’t a dry eye in the house in regard to her horrific
story about her son.

Currently, from the quick numbers that we were able to grasp,
there are over 400 people in Alberta waiting for organ donation.
While the stats are telling us that half of them will receive the
needed transplants, many unfortunately do not receive theirs in
time. As I indicated, as the organs shut down, they must endure
the pain along with the family watching the lives of those they
love slip away.

Canada has one of the lowest donation rates in the world. One
dying person can have a huge, huge impact on saving someone
else’s life, and I’m sure the hon. Member for Drayton Valley-
Calmar can tell of the impact that she’s received from her cornea
transplant. It’s indicated in the records that we’ve been able to
find that one donor can help as many as 80 people. Most people
don’t realize just how long people wait for donations. Albertans
have a shorter wait than most for kidney transplants, but the wait
is still two and a half years. The financial implication with regard
to being on dialysis — and the member brought that up — is about
$60,000 a year.

A very simple but overlooked step to improve donation rates is
education, and we’ve heard some discussion about that. I think
Ontario and B.C. have taken a leadership role by creating donor
registries. Government agencies — and I say that with all sincerity;
the government, not a private member’s bill — have actively pro-
moted organ donation, and the results are worthy to look at.

The committee that I chaired called for a provincial organ and
tissue donation and transplant system. You know, I keep alluding
to this committee, and I’'m hoping that as we go through this de-
bate, the member will bring out the committee’s findings. In my
mind that has been a worthwhile procedure from the government.
I haven’t seen what the committee’s recommendations are, and it
certainly, I think, would be worth while as he proceeds through
the processes of second reading and committee. There already
have been some recommendations in regard to bringing some
amendments forward, and I think that, rightfully, that’s something
that we have to do.

I think what’s important to remember is that this donation sys-
tem that we have currently in this province relies on the goodwill
of others. A living donation is a serious decision, and I think it’s
another thing that needs greater support from our government. The
government has taken a small step by allowing compensation to
living donors for their travel expenses and income losses up to
$5,000. At the federal level — and I’ve had the opportunity to meet
with the people involved in this — caregivers are given compassio-
nate leave.

It’s interesting that this bill has also been introduced in the
spring session. National organ and tissue donor awareness week is
in April, and I’m sure we can count on a member’s statement from
the member that’s bringing this private bill forward. I hope, again,
that the debate of this bill — and I said that this is the third private
member’s bill: myself, and I’m sure it was the hon. Member for
Calgary-West, and now we have the hon. member bringing for-
ward another private member’s bill.

Ms Calahasen: Are you going to vote for it?

Mrs. Forsyth: Yes.

Mr. Speaker, I guess one of the things that I want to reiterate
over and over again — and I was with the government when I
brought that private member’s bill forward, and I know that the
other two members are still with the government — is that nothing
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will move this further and faster and get it done quicker than if it’s
a government bill. If the priority is for us to increase organ dona-
tion, then instead of a private member bringing this bill forward —
and as I explained, we’re on our third private member’s bill — why
is the government not bringing this bill forward? There is a huge
cost savings by getting people off dialysis and all the other things
that go with it. I’'m going to look forward to the debate.

I’'m going to end the same way as I ended probably 10 years ago
when I brought my private member’s bill forward: don’t take your
organs to heaven; heaven knows we need them here.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Nose Hill,
followed by the hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona.

Dr. Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s an honour for me to rise
today and speak to Bill 201, the Health Insurance Premiums
(Health Card Donor Declaration) Amendment Act, 2011. Unlike
the previous speakers, I’'m pleased to give my unqualified support
to Bill 201. Bill 201 has the important objective of increasing
organ and tissue donations in the province.

Specifically, the bill is proposing to create a requirement that
Albertans of legal age would make an explicit expression regard-
ing their organ donor wishes and that those wishes would be
inscribed on the back of their Alberta health card. Now, Mr.
Speaker, when I say wishes, I mean just that. When a person dies,
they no longer have any personal capacity to direct what might
become of their organs or their tissues or their body. Wishes re-
garding the disposal of one’s remains after death are just that:
wishes or desires. The final decision always rests with the next of
kin or those who are the personal administrators of the estate of
the deceased. No one is ever going to be forced to become an or-
gan donor by virtue of the fact that they’ve chosen one way or the
other on this card. They’re merely expressing their wishes as ei-
ther yes or no or undecided. What could be more simple?

Mr. Speaker, people are dying needlessly in our province and
across Canada, people who could lead productive lives, people
who will die far too young, leaving behind grieving families, chil-
dren without parents, parents who’ve lost a child, husbands or
wives who’ve lost their spouse. They’re going to die because
there’s a critical shortage of organs in this country for transplanta-
tion. They will die because families or their executors have not
taken the opportunity to donate their organs to an organ bank.
Currently there are almost 4,000 Canadians, including more than
400 Albertans, on the waiting list for an organ transplant. This
proposed legislation has the potential to decrease the waiting list
and to save lives.

Mr. Speaker, I know that the issue of tissue and organ donation
can sometimes be a sensitive topic. First of all, I think the reason
behind that is that no one likes to contemplate dying, but die we
all must at some point.

3:30

Secondly, there is a reluctance to contemplate someone some-
how violating the corpus delicti, the person’s body after death.

Thirdly, there may be some particular custom or ritual that we
associate with one’s faith or one’s culture, and those must be res-
pected, of course. But the fact of the matter is that most religious
beliefs do not in any way conflict with the process of organ dona-
tion. The Bible says words to the effect that greater love hath no
man than that he should lay down his life for his fellow man, and I
would say that a corollary of that teaching is: what greater bequest
can we as human beings leave behind when we depart this mortal
coil than to give the gift of life to another person? The Bible also
talks about faith, hope, and charity and that the greatest of these is

charity. It also says, “Thou shalt love thy neighbour as thyself.”
These are moral principles that transcend human philosophy.

Mr. Speaker, the process of organ and tissue donation is an
amazing and innovative development of modern science. I re-
member on December 3, 1967, when the news came out that a
South African doctor, Dr. Christiaan Barnard, performed the first
heart transplant operation. The patient was a Mr. Louis Wash-
kansky, a 54-year-old grocer who only survived 18 days after the
transplant. But it was an important step. Those two people made
an important step forward in medical science.

The improvement of antirejection drugs has enabled us now to
have almost routine transplantation of many organs, including
heart, liver, pancreas, kidneys, lungs, small intestines, and even
parts of the brain, the dura mater. If organs and tissues are healthy
and in good condition, nowadays there is about an 85 or 90 per
cent success rate with transplantation. These organs are vital to
our lives and maintaining our quality of life. Tissues that can be
transplanted, as I mentioned, in addition to those organs, are
things like bone marrow, cornea, sclera, the brain’s dura mater,
heart valves, skin, tendons, veins.

Mr. Speaker, voluntary donations from living individuals, such
as where a person donates a kidney or a lobe of a liver, would not
be affected by this legislation. The bill is only a means of signify-
ing the wishes of a person who has become clinically dead, and
thereby making their wishes known is assisting the next of kin in
making that decision.

The organ donation process also has a time limit that is critical,
and that’s where this signifying of the wishes is so important.
Organ donations come from traumatic accident victims sometimes
such as fatal head injuries resulting from motorcycle crashes or
vehicle crashes. Organs can also be donated from persons who are
under active medical care in very limited circumstances. Accord-
ing to Alberta Health Services transplantation can be permitted
with the specific consent of the next of kin in circumstances where
the donor is brain-dead and where the donor is also reliant on ar-
tificial life support.

We know that organs can be preserved for a very limited time in
a refrigerated state before the cells begin to die and they are no
longer useful, so the bottom line is that decisions on organ dona-
tions have to be made quickly. They have to be made
expeditiously, and that is why having the deceased person’s wish-
es known to the next of kin will help the next of kin to make those
decisions in an expeditious way while those organs can still be
harvested and used to donate to others.

Just for information, colleagues, some of the times that these
organs can be kept are very, very short. For a heart and a lung it’s
about four hours, for a liver somewhere in the neighbourhood of
18 to 24 hours, for a kidney 12 to 24 hours, and for a pancreas 12
to 24 hours.

As I mentioned, most of the patients who have the opportunity
for organ donation have been determined brain-dead, and often
they are in a hospital intensive care environment.

Some tissues, of course, can be preserved for longer periods of
time, and we call those banked tissues. An example of a banked
tissue could be something like skin tissue that’s preserved for
reconstructive surgery or skin grafts for burn victims and so on.

Mr. Speaker, the personal choice of donating organs and human
tissues is the right thing to do. One person, through signifying
their organ donation and through having their next of kin follow
through with those wishes, can actually save the lives of up to
eight other individuals.

We must never lose sight of the fact that becoming an organ and
tissue donor is a personal decision. It’s a personal decision not of
the deceased but of the next of kin, but for the reasons mentioned,
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those next of kin have a decision which is much easier taken when
they know what the wishes of the deceased would have been. It’s
a decision that is best discussed beforehand with family and
friends.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I would strongly support Bill 201 as
an interim step towards increasing the supply of organs and tissues
and saving Albertans from premature death. I’d like to thank the
hon. Member for Edmonton-Manning for bringing Bill 201 for-
ward, and I urge all of my colleagues to give this bill their
wholehearted support.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-
Strathcona, followed by the hon. Member for Edmonton-Beverly-
Clareview.

Ms Notley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s a pleasure to be able to
rise to speak very briefly to Bill 201, the Health Insurance Premi-
ums (Health Card Donor Declaration) Amendment Act.

I rise to indicate that certainly I will be giving my support to
this bill, and I would like to offer my thanks to the Member for
Edmonton-Manning in his decision to bring this bill forward. It
strikes me that for the most part this is a bill that’s designed to get
at some of the administrative roadblocks that sometimes arise in
terms of ensuring that the desire or the wish, as had been so
clearly pointed out by the previous speaker, of a potential donor is
communicated in the way necessary to ensure that that wish is
acted on.

At this point we have a system that still makes it difficult some-
times to connect that desire on the part of the potential donor to
the process whereby that desire is appropriately acknowledged. It
appears to me that this is one strategy, not the only strategy, cer-
tainly, but one strategy, to ensure more opportunity for Albertans
who likely wish to have that donor decision made and recorded in
a way that will ensure that their wishes are taken into considera-
tion when the time comes. It ensures that those folks have better
opportunities, and for that reason I support the purpose of this bill.

I note that at this point there aren’t a lot of other jurisdictions, as
far as I can see, that have legislation like this in place, but our
trusty researchers indicate that similar legislation has been put in
place in New Jersey, I understand, and that that has resulted in
quite a significant increase in the number of donors in the system.

I think as well that when previous speakers have raised con-
cerns around the potential cost of enforcement around this
process, it is important for us to remember to balance whatever
costs might accrue through this bill being implemented against the
cost of not providing the treatment to those Albertans who require
organ transplants, and previous speakers have already identified
that we have roughly 400 Albertans currently on our waiting lists.
It has been reported that by moving those people off the waiting
list through increasing access to donors, we could save up to $20
million per year.

I think that the cost savings to our health care system achieved
through giving people the health care that will result in them not
having to get intensive care while waiting for donors ultimately
need to be taken into account. So this is not only a bill that would
improve the quality of health care made available to Albertans, but
it is also a bill that might and will likely result in achieving cost
savings to our health care system.

3:40

I have noted the concern raised by one particular member about
whether or not withholding the production of the actual card is the
best mechanism to ensure that people fill out the card, and I antic-
ipate hearing more about that issue from the sponsor of this bill as

the debate unfolds. However, overall I certainly do believe that we
need to find as many ways as we can to link people who wish to
donate organs to the institutional mechanisms necessary to ensure
that those wishes are acknowledged.

Of course, should we get to the point where this bill is not only
passed but implemented, we will need to turn our minds to other
issues that impact on this; for instance, the wait-lists that currently
exist for many surgical procedures across the province. We would
want to ensure that we have the capacity to capitalize on the bene-
fits of additional organ donors in Alberta should this piece of
legislation pass, and that is a very important issue to consider.

Previous speakers have also questioned why this is not a gov-
ernment bill because, of course, that would ensure its speedier
passage and implementation, and that is certainly a good question
to ask.

Certainly, I do want to thank the Member for Edmonton-
Manning for bringing this bill forward, and again I will say that on
behalf of the NDP caucus this bill will receive our support. Thank
you.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Whitecourt-Ste.
Anne.

Mr. VanderBurg: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I appreciate the op-
portunity to join the debate on Bill 201. I’d like to thank the
Member for Edmonton-Manning for his work and dedication on
this bill.

Mr. Speaker, Bill 201 provides the opportunity to rethink atti-
tudes and approaches surrounding this very serious issue, organ
and tissue donation. While I speak, for people that are listening, I
hope that they look in their wallets or purses and pull out their
Alberta personal health care card and check the universal donor
declaration on the back and see if they have at least done that. If
you haven’t, I encourage you to make that declaration right now,
while we speak.

You know, since I’ve been 17 years old, I’ve been giving blood.
I was as a very young man awarded by the Red Cross Society a
certificate for donating over a hundred pints of blood and very
early signed onto the bone marrow transplant program as well.
Again, things that we can all do in our daily lives: every 56 days
just go across the river, have a cup of coffee and a cookie, and
take half an hour to give blood. What an easy way to contribute to
mankind.

You know, Bill 201 makes it a requirement to say, “Yes,” “No,”
“I’m undecided” regarding their organ status on the back of their
health card. I don’t know if that’s the right way to do it or if it’s
the wrong way to do it, but like earlier said, through the discussion
in this House we’ll find the right way. This is a right motion. It’s
the right thing to do. If we overlook this opportunity and we over-
look the dedication that this man on this private member’s bill has,
I think we make a mistake. If the wording is wrong, let’s correct
it. We have lots of time during the debate, whether it’s in Commit-
tee of the Whole or further on, to make amendments, but let’s hear
what everybody has to say on this. You know, there’s a lengthy
wait-list for those in need of organ or tissue transplants in Alberta,
across Canada, throughout the world, and there are many strate-
gies that might work or might not work, but I think what’s
unacceptable is to do nothing. It’s unacceptable.

In Ontario, in Quebec, you know, they’re rethinking this
process right now. Ontario introduced some new legislation. What
happened? People got talking about it. Organ donation went up 17
per cent. So one man can do something different. In the Legisla-
ture there that’s what it took, one person to introduce the
legislation and his colleagues to get behind him.
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I don’t care about the wording. I care about the motive of this
individual, I care about this piece of legislation and what it says,
and I care about the people that are in need of the transplants,
whether they be our children or our parents or our friends or our
neighbours. We have an obligation to help out, and this Legisla-
ture can fulfill that obligation very, very simply by supporting this
bill, by helping this member rework the wording in this bill. To-
gether we’ll make a difference. Together we’ll save lives, and
there’s not a better calling than that.

Mr. Speaker, I think we need to take a look at the intent of this
legislation. I know in my heart and I know that in everybody’s
heart here we can find a way to make this thing work.

To you, Member for Edmonton-Manning, I thank you for intro-
ducing this. I thank you for getting this discussion on the floor. I
hope that people here can all look upon themselves to do what I
just asked. Just take a couple of minutes and look at your health
care card. Sign it if you haven’t. Support this legislation, and let’s
move on.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

Mr. Kang: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s my great pleasure to
speak in favour of Bill 201, brought forward by the Member for
Edmonton-Manning. As mentioned before, too, there are 400
Albertans that are on the waiting list. It seems like when we’re
talking about the waiting list, there is a bigger waiting list, but I'm
shocked that only 400 people are waiting, you know, for organ
donations. I think one person, by bringing this bill forward — you
know, this is like giving a ray of hope to those 400 people who are
on the wait-list. This bill, I believe, will go a long way, if passed,
to help reduce those waiting lists.

We all have obligations to our families, and we have obligations
to society as a whole as well because when we get out of our own
family circle, you know, we are a big family. In Alberta we are a
big family. In Canada we are a big family. There are 4,000 people
on the waiting list Canada-wide. Bill 201 would make it manda-
tory for any Albertan over the age of 18 to fill out their organ
donor card when they receive their health card ID. I think that will
be a little reminder for everybody that this is a good deed we
should all be doing.

My only concern is that if the member doesn’t fill out their do-
nor card, they will get the registration number, not the health care
card or some kind of health care ID, and that may be prone to
abuse. Maybe a person is sick, you know, he doesn’t have the
proper ID, and he has the registration number. He can maybe be
turned away from the medical facility, saying: that’s not your
number. That’s my only concern, and I hope that concern can be
dealt with as the Member for Edmonton-Manning assured me
earlier that he will be bringing an amendment that people not fill-
ing out their donor card will still be getting their registration card.

As we know, Alberta has the lowest donor rate in Canada. We
have to do something, have some kind of method in place, to im-
prove our donor rate. This will impact Albertans receiving the
health card. It would be required to fill out the organ donor infor-
mation by indicating yes or no or undecided.

3:50

Although it’s very difficult to estimate the impact that this re-
quirement would have on the organ donations, we have to start
somewhere. The likelihood is that in the beginning it will have
minimal impact as family members still would remain able to
override the preference indicated on the deceased individual’s

donor card. I think we will have to have more education with that,
too, like saving lives.

Organ transplant surgery costs significantly less than the medi-
cal support we provide to people who could otherwise be healthy
and contributing to the economy. Reports estimate that the cost of
kidney dialysis equipment is $60,000 per year. Remember, if
somebody donated the kidney, that’s a savings for everybody, and
the person may contribute fully to society.

Still more needs to be done to boost Alberta’s low organ dona-
tion rate relative to the size of our population. I think that with Bill
201, at least, this will roll the ball in the right direction to bring
awareness amongst Albertans.

You know, every person goes. We have to rise above the emo-
tions, rise above all the religious beliefs we have. I know this one
gentleman who has donated his body. He’s a Sikh. He has made a
will. He has given his will to his kids, and he said: you cannot
change it. He said: after I go, my body should be donated for stu-
dies to the medical school. That’s with much awareness. You
know, once we start educating people, start talking to people about
the benefits of organ donation, I think a lot more people will come
around.

At least this bill will give people a chance to make the decision
as to whether or not they want to donate. This bill doesn’t take
away individual choice as they can indicate no or even that they
have yet to make a decision. By increasing the amount of filled-
out organ donor cards, Bill 201 would also provide more guidance
to family members asked to decide about the wishes of the de-
ceased. If the family knows that the deceased had indicated that he
was leaning towards maybe donating, it will be easier for them to
make the decision to donate the organs.

I congratulate the Member for Edmonton-Manning for bringing
this bill forward. I will wholeheartedly support this bill. Thank
you.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Calder,
followed by the hon. Member for Airdrie-Chestermere.

Mr. Elniski: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’d like also to offer my
congratulations to my good friend the MLA for Edmonton-
Manning for bringing forward this Bill 201, the Health Insurance
Premiums (Health Card Donor Declaration) Amendment Act,
2011. This particular piece of legislation reminds me that often
nothing really makes you think more about what you can do than
actually doing something.

It’s been mentioned here this afternoon by the hon. Member for
Whitecourt-Ste. Anne that he’s a long-standing and committed
blood donor. I can’t help but think that there is no one in this
Assembly who, if they had a child or a sibling or a spouse who
was in need of a kidney, for example, would not be, I think, first
in line to have that particular test performed and, hopefully, be
able to offer that particular bit of comfort or salvation to some-
body that they love. This bill simply takes that idea and expands
it, and it expands it to allow that same offer and that same contri-
bution that you might be willing to make to your family member
to virtually anyone that is in need.

Now, I don’t know as a 50-year-old guy, you know, what parts
you’d have that would have enough mileage left in them that
you’d be able to use them to donate to somebody else.

An Hon. Member: Your legs.

Mr. Elniski: And I’m not so sure that a lot of them would fit,
frankly. Thank you, hon. member, for the comment there. I sup-
pose if there were someone out there who were five foot eight that
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wanted to suddenly be six foot seven, we could probably cut a
deal on that one.

This, I suppose, is a very good reason why we have the boxes
that are indicated yes, no, and undecided. I think that the whole
concept of organ donation is one that’s very personal to the indi-
vidual involved. Ultimately, I think there is no prior or more
personal thing than one’s right to the privacy of their own being,
and I would suspect that while certainly that applies while people
are alive, such a similar thing should also apply after they’re gone.
I think that the individual does in fact absolutely have the right to
decide what will or will not happen to their remains. If that means
that you can use them for some means, be that a donation to an
institution for research or for the assistance in helping somebody
else perhaps enjoy a longer life than you did, then I think that
that’s a very worthwhile and noble pursuit.

With this, I have to comment here briefly on some of the poli-
cies in a number of places. There are a number of European
countries that operate on the basis that if you don’t decide to do-
nate, then we are in fact going to harvest, and there are other
jurisdictions where if you don’t explicitly say that organs can be
harvested, then in fact organs will not be harvested. I think that
this particular piece of legislation, the proposal that my member
friend brings forward here in Bill 201, offers us something of a
compromise on that point. It allows us to say: Yes; I am fully
prepared, and I’'m willing to allow my body to benefit whoever
may so benefit from it after I pass on. It allows me to opt out of
that process entirely for whatever, you know, philosophical or
religious purpose or whatever it happens to be. If you don’t want
to do it, you can opt right out of the thing. It gives you the flexibil-
ity to do either/or.

I think the beauty of that is, of course, that it also doesn’t create
in mandate and in legislation some sort of government control or
government intervention over, ultimately, what happens to your
remains as you pass on from your mortal coil, so to speak. I think
that that in and of itself is what makes the bill appeal to me.

You know, when you have a yes or no question, you always
have people that will fall into the grey area. I do think that the
undecided is very much likely the place where most people would
find themselves.

It’s not so much the recording of the documentation or the re-
cording of the information that’s going to make the difference to
us here today. What is going to make the difference to us today is
the actual conversation itself, the debate that we’re having in the
House here today with respect to: how do you want to structure
something like this? We’ve talked about these things many, many
times. How do you structure them so that individual citizens nei-
ther feel pressured to donate their organs nor feel that there’s no
desire or want or need for them but that individuals are allowed to
make the choice? The choice comes very, very simply from you
having that option of one of those three choices: yes, I want to do
this; no, I don’t want to do this; or maybe I don’t want to do this.

You sort of have that today; however, your family can in the
current system overrule. So if your family decides that they want
to preserve you in your current and consistent glory, then they can
certainly do that. I don’t know in this bill, hon. member, and I
would certainly like to ask the question at some point in time as
to: does the declaration that you make have any possibility of
being overruled by anyone at any particular time, or once you’ve
made that declaration as an indication of your final wishes, is that,
in fact, then the declaration of your final wishes?

You know, I think also, member, that it makes a very difficult
time for family members much easier. I think that in and of itself
is certainly a worthwhile consideration. As I look through some of
the other documents that I have in front of me here — and I'm

going to skip towards the very end because I see I’ve used up a
fair amount of my time — I’'m going to have to say, hon. member,
that I do believe the conversation is imperative on this topic.

4:00

I don’t know, to be honest, if from a legal perspective this is
in fact the correct wording or if we need to alter something or if
there’s some minor change that needs to be made. I do think,
nonetheless, hon. member, that the value here is absolutely in
the conversation. The value here is that everyone in this
Assembly and everyone that listens to these things should take
out their wallet, look at the back of their Alberta health care
card, and make a decision with respect to their own personal
choice for organ donation.

On that point, Mr. Speaker, I thank you very much.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Airdrie-Chestermere,
followed by the hon. Member for Strathcona.

Mr. Anderson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’d like to rise today and
speak in favour of Bill 201, the Heath Insurance Premiums
(Health Card Donor Declaration) Amendment Act, 2011, put for-
ward by the hon. Member for Edmonton-Manning. I want to
congratulate him on a very well-thought-out and a very useful bill.
Because of this bill and because of the words of my esteemed
colleagues there, the hon. Member for Whitecourt-Ste. Anne as
well as the Member for Calgary-Nose Hill, I am taking out my
card because I just realized that I don’t have a checked box. So if
nothing else good comes of this bill, at least I will check this out.
I’m sure some of the folks over there think I’d be much more use-
ful as an organ donor than I would as an opposition member, so |
will sign up so that it is checked.

Anyway, I just wanted to say that, you know, everyone in this
Assembly probably has had someone in their life — a friend, a
family member, et cetera — that has benefited from an organ donor
or from someone who’s given blood, and my experience is no
different. It seems like the least that we can do. Obviously, there
are some people whose faiths might conflict with that, but I think
the vast majority of people are in a position where that would not
conflict. I hope that everybody in the constituency of Airdrie-
Chestermere as well as in the province of Alberta will take the
time to take out this donor card and check the appropriate box.

I would make one suggestion aside from this particular bill, that
I think it would make a lot of sense if when we reregister our ve-
hicles every year, we could maybe make it mandatory for people
to check yes or no at that point as part of their registration form.

An Hon. Member: Saskatchewan does that.

Mr. Anderson: Does Saskatchewan do that? There you go. Sas-
katchewan does it. You know, it would seem like a good idea.
That way we could for sure get everyone to sign either yes or no,
at least know where people stand.

Unfortunately, I don’t think that this will reach a ton of people,
but it will definitely reach some people, hon. member, so it’s defi-
nitely worth having.

I will absolutely support this bill. Thank you.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Strathcona, followed
by the hon. Member for Bonnyville-Cold Lake.

Mr. Quest: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. I, too, had to pull out
my donor card. Fortunately, it was checked off in the right place; I
had done it some years ago. You’re right that it’s not something
that we typically give a lot of thought to.
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I’'m happy to speak today on Bill 201, the Health Insurance
Premiums (Health Card Donor Declaration) Amendment Act,
2011, brought forward by the hon. Member for Edmonton-
Manning. Thank you for bringing it forward. This bill touches
upon a subject that we can all relate to.

Being in good health is perhaps one of the most precious things
in life. Unfortunately, there are many individuals in this province
that suffer chronic health problems which in some cases may re-
sult in tissue or organ malfunction. Indeed, every year hundreds of
Albertans experience a situation which requires or, ultimately, can
require a tissue or organ transplant. Mr. Speaker, as we speak,
there are more Albertans who require a tissue or organ transplant
than what our system can handle. Waiting lists are long, some-
times too long, and this alone is enough to prompt some debate on
ways to improve the system. The Health Insurance Premiums
(Health Card Donor Declaration) Amendment Act, 2011, as pro-
posed by the hon. member may achieve just that.

Mr. Speaker, Bill 201 tends to at the very least increase aware-
ness of organ donation. I think we all agree that that is something
that needs to be done. It would also be a departure from the cur-
rent opt-in system, which encourages individuals to donate their
organs but does not require it. Indeed, individuals are asked to
register their willingness to be a donor upon their death, but decla-
ration is not mandatory. It’s a simple process, but it’s not as
effective as it could be. Bill 201 would help improve that by re-
quiring all adult Albertans to make an explicit decision regarding
their organ donator status on the back of their Alberta health card,
and I think that’s a good place for it.

Mr. Speaker, I think it was mentioned before that a similar bill
was considered in Ontario in 2006. That was the Organ and Tissue
Donation Mandatory Declaration Act. That would have required
that a health card or driver’s licence not be renewed unless the
person had completed a declaration. The declaration would have
specified whether or not the person was willing to donate his or
her organs or tissue upon their death.

Closer to home, in B.C., which uses an opt-in program like
Alberta, the focus has been to increase exposure and availability
of organ donor forms. British Columbians can now register to
become organ donors online, request an organ donation brochure
by mail, or download an organ donor form. Brochures are also
available in a wide range of service centres like motor vehicle and
driver service centres, doctors’ offices, pharmacies.

Another example is our federal counterparts with an approach
similar to B.C.’s, favouring the promotion of both public educa-
tion and awareness. With the National Organ Donor Week Act, or
Bill C-202, Ottawa ensures that every year the last full week of
April is known as National Organ Donor Week.

Mr. Speaker, in the United States, where the donor rate is ap-
proximately 20 per million, compared to Canada’s 13 per million,
the federal government has pushed the envelope further. Although
legislation regarding organ donation is under state jurisdiction, a
Uniform Anatomical Gift Act was drafted by the national confe-
rence on uniform state laws in order to attempt to harmonize
public policy on organ donation. This law prescribes how organ
donations for transplantation and the study of medicine can be
made. The act, enacted in 39 states, states that a donor can make
an anatomical gift by authorizing a statement or symbol to be
imprinted on the donor’s driver’s licence, in the donor’s will, or
during the donor’s terminal illness or injury. It can be done orally
with at least two adult witnesses, at least one of whom has disin-
terest. In essence, each state has an opt-in program whereby
individuals are not donors unless stated otherwise.

However, many states demonstrate an individual’s consent to
organ donation via a symbol that appears on their driver’s licence.
It’s believed this also promotes awareness and encourages indi-
viduals to become donors. New Jersey is one example of a
jurisdiction that went beyond the opt-in program prevalent in
North America. Reminiscent of Ontario’s Organ and Tissue Dona-
tion Mandatory Declaration Act, the New Jersey Hero Act made
New Jersey the first state to require individuals to declare their
organ donor status before applying for a driver’s licence. It re-
quires that they either agree to donate their organs following their
death or, if they decline, review information about the importance
of organ donation. Further, the new law mandates high school
education on organ donation. Finally, Mr. Speaker, as recently as
last year the state of New York contemplated the idea of making
everyone an organ donor unless the individual opts out.

I must remind this Assembly that in the system of opting out or
presumed consent, every person living in a jurisdiction is deemed
to have given their consent to organ donation unless they have
specifically opted out by recording their unwillingness to give
organs. This is the preferred method used in several European
countries like France, Spain, and the Netherlands.

Mr. Speaker, as I mentioned before, better methods of encour-
aging organ donations are needed. The question is: which path
should Alberta take in order to achieve our goal of increasing
organ donation and, ultimately, saving lives? We now know that
Ontario has been attempting to change the legislation from an opt-
in system without mandatory declaration to one with mandatory
declaration. B.C. chose to more actively promote organ donation
by using conventional means. Our federal government is doing
much the same with the National Organ Donor Week Act. In the
U.S. the government is attempting to harmonize public policy on
organ donations through the states, some of which, like New Jer-
sey, are opting for more proactive reforms. Finally, in New York
an opt-out system was considered as recently as last year.

Mr. Speaker, I’'m not sure which avenue is better for our prov-
ince and our citizens, but Bill 201 may be a step in the right
direction. At the very least it’s providing worthwhile debate. Id
like to thank my colleague the hon. Member for Edmonton-
Manning for bringing this bill forward. I look forward to the re-
mainder of the debate and potential amendments in committee.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

4:10

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Fort McMurray-
Wood Buffalo, followed by the hon. Member for Bonnyville-Cold
Lake.

Mr. Boutilier: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I want to also
congratulate the member for such an important bill. I do believe
that this is something in that as I looked, similar to the Member
for Airdrie-Chestermere, I also had not completed that form. I
think that the spirit of this bill is something that will serve
Albertans well, and I want to congratulate him for the forward
thinking on this particular initiative. I think it will serve all
Albertans very well.

I want to say that I have a person that works in my MLA office
who was the recipient of a cornea transplant, a transplant she had
due to a tragic accident. She can see today because of the organ,
the cornea, that was given in the first 24 hours because someone
was so gracious to donate. This, again, is the same spirit of what
the hon. member is attempting to do here today. As a member of
the Wildrose I can probably stand here today and say that I sup-
port this very forward-thinking bill, one that will help all
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Albertans, and one that I believe will serve humanity in a better
manner.

I would like to add, Mr. Speaker, just some friendly thoughts to
this. Saskatchewan was mentioned earlier, which I think was an
important note. I find that when I go to register my vehicle or to
get my licence, it would be really nice — and I know there was
consideration in the past where, in fact, the folks in the registry
under regulation would actually be in a position to ask the ques-
tion: would you be willing to donate? I think I might have sat on
that side when that actual report by Service Alberta came in. It
was really good. It’s just really about reminding Albertans.

So when you go into a registry branch to register and to get your
licence, I thought that in strengthening the spirit of what is well
intended in this bill, the civil servants could ask the question:
would you consider? I think, really, that if Albertans were posed
that question, the majority of them would answer yes. If that was
intended to help and assist and broaden and to help even more
Albertans, | think that would be a consideration that perhaps the
member would consider.

I know there was good work done previously in a report relative
to this issue, where, actually, civil servants at the registry, be it
private registries, would ask the question. And by order in council
as a regulation I actually think that it would be very valuable. I
know that if I were asked the question there, clearly, the answer
would be, in my judgment, keeping to the spirit of this bill, the
right one, saying: yes, I would be willing to help. So it’s friendly
advice to consider if perhaps that could be worked through. There
was good work done in previous years by the government in
studying this type of proposal. It really is about interacting with
Albertans, yet ultimately the responsibility is with Albertans for
saying either yes or no.

Having said that, I do believe that this is very positive. I con-
gratulate the member once again, and I encourage all members of
this Assembly, in keeping to the spirit of what’s intended, to sup-
port this very worthwhile bill.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I will take my seat. Thank you.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Bonnyville-Cold
Lake.

Mrs. Leskiw: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I am pleased to rise today
to speak to Bill 201, the Health Insurance Premiums (Health Card
Donor Declaration) Amendment Act, 2011, which has been pro-
posed by my colleague the hon. Member for Edmonton-Manning.
Organ donation has always been an important topic, with many
important and diverse viewpoints and opinions that should be
heard and explored.

Mr. Speaker, I think it is important to discuss what exactly the
purpose of Bill 201 is and what it is not. It’s not a way to force all
Albertans into organ donation. It is not a way to force Albertans to
consent to something on which they do not agree. What Bill 201 is
trying to do is ensure that all Albertans are educated about their
choice of whether to be an organ donor and to have them declare
this choice on their Alberta health care card.

If Bill 201 were to pass, a process would be created by which
Albertans would be required to indicate whether or not they wish
to be an organ donor or if they still are undecided. Mr. Speaker,
declaring one’s organ donation status is a very important decision,
and I believe that many Albertans are willing to be organ donors. |
also believe that due to many different circumstances there are
some who do not indicate on the back of their Alberta health care
card what their organ donor status is. This can lead to confusion if
one of these persons is ever in a situation where their organs could
be used to help another patient. This confusion could possibly cost

lives, which is why the topic of organ donation is such an impor-
tant issue to be discussed. We recognize that every time someone
confirms their willingness to be an organ donor, it could potential-
ly save lives.

Mr. Speaker, there are several ways in which different jurisdic-
tions handle the declaration of organ donor status. Some
jurisdictions consider their citizens to be organ donors unless they
specifically indicate on some form of documentation that they do
not wish to be an organ donor. Some jurisdictions go even further
and mandate that regardless of one’s objections all citizens will be
considered organ donors. This system may not be appropriate for
all Albertans. I believe that the current way in which Albertans are
asked to declare their organ donor status, by explicitly making a
declaration of intent, works for our province.

That being said, changes to the way we ask Albertans to declare
their status may be beneficial and deserve consideration. This bill
cannot completely change the system, but it would ensure that our
citizens declare their organ donor status. This would help to en-
sure that every available organ that could be donated would get
donated.

Now, Mr. Speaker, with any program in which citizens’ in-
volvement is required, there are real concerns and legitimate
exemptions that must be considered. As Bill 201 was being consi-
dered and drawn up, I know that the hon. Member for Edmonton-
Manning made sure that apprehensions from religious and cultural
groups were addressed as well as some of the logistical worries
about how this process would work in reality.

First of all, Mr. Speaker, there is a legitimate concern that the
bill would make it so that Alberta Health Services would have to
reissue all Alberta health care cards that are currently in circula-
tion. Obviously, this would be a large undertaking, requiring extra
staff, overtime hours to make sure that proper checks and quality
control procedures were followed for the issuance of over 3 mil-
lion health care cards. All this would cost Alberta Health Services
and taxpayers a significant amount of money and would take the
focus away from the important work that they are performing.

However, Mr. Speaker, this concern is addressed in Bill 201.
This bill would ensure that mandatory declaration of one’s organ
donor status would be phased in. Only when a person applies for a
new or a replacement health care card would they be required to
declare their organ donor status. This bill would not try to disrupt
or reinvent the process that is already in place for issuing Alberta
health cards. It will simply use the existing method, that already
works.

The bill also respects the personal choices of each individual
with respect to organ donation and makes sure that a person’s
religious and cultural customs are respected. This is not the first
time this government has paid attention to this important concern.
On August 1, 2009, the Human Tissue and Organ Donation Act,
2006, came into force. The purpose of this act was to encourage
Albertans to be organ and tissue donors. Along with this act
Alberta Health Services and other groups have been actively edu-
cating Albertans with facts and choices regarding their organ
donor status. These education and awareness campaigns have been
successful, and I would dare to say that today more than ever our
constituents are aware of the choices they have. Bill 201 ensures
their choices are indicated so those life-saving organs and tissues
make it to people waiting for them.

4:20
It is important to note that Bill 201 would exempt those who are
not able to make that declaration for themselves. For example, Mr.

Speaker, many Albertans receive their health care card before they
reach the age of 18. Those who are under the age of 18 would not
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have to make that mandatory declaration regarding their organ
donor status. This ensures that our children will not be pressured
into making that declaration without their parents or guardians
present. I do not think that it would be a good idea to pressure our
youth into making decisions they do not quite understand or know
the scope of.

We also want to ensure that those who are eligible to make this
crucial and important decision can do so with input and education
from those who care for them. This leads to a similar exemption,
that provides for those who are not able to give legal consent for
themselves. Those who would fall into this category would be the
developmentally disabled, for example. Again, Mr. Speaker, these
exemptions would ensure that individuals who are not able to
make such an important decision are not forced to donate their
organs without proper guidance and education.

In the end, this bill seeks to make sure that those who decide to
be an organ donor make sure they indicate it on their Alberta
health care card. Since we know that the number of people who
are willing to be organ donors is higher than actual donation rates,
this bill could increase the number of available tissues and organs
for transplant.

Mr. Speaker, again, [ am pleased that I can take part in this de-
bate about such an important topic. Modern medicine has
provided many life-saving techniques and procedures, and organ
and tissue transplants are of a high importance in this regard. The
decision to be an organ donor is an important one and should not
be taken lightly, and the exemptions provided for in this bill are
designed to make sure that those who may not be ready to make
this decision do not have to.

I would like to express my gratitude to the Member for
Edmonton-Manning for bringing up organ donation in this House.
I know that our discussion today has provided me with more of an
understanding of this important issue, and I hope that the bill will
encourage awareness of this subject throughout the province.

With that, I will take my seat, and I look forward to the continu-
ing discussion about Bill 201. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Bow.

Ms DeLong: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It’s my pleasure
to rise today to speak to Bill 201, the Health Insurance Premiums
(Health Card Donor Declaration) Amendment Act, 2011. This is
an issue I’ve been interested in for quite a while. In fact, when I
first became an MLA, 1 sort of looked at this and I said: “Hey,
maybe that’s something that I can do that would really help
Albertans. Maybe there’s something that can be done to actually
increase the number of donors.” I looked at it early on, and then,
you know, with all the things that come at you as an MLA, it was
one of the things which I did not move forward on.

Anyway, as some of you might know, I lost my best friend last
year. I remember how very, very happy she was that even though
she had been so very, very sick with cancer for so many years, she
was able to donate her corneas, and when she went into the hos-
pice, that was one of the real bright lights for her. This got me
thinking that, hey, I’ve got to start looking at this again. First of
all, I met with the Lions Club, and the Lions Club got me onto a
lady by the name of Mrs. Sharon Hovey with the HOPE organiza-
tion. HOPE is an organization in Canada, actually, human organ
procurement and exchange, and it has been the provincial group
responsible for managing the donation, recovery, and distribution
of organs for transplantation within Alberta. I sat down and talked
to her about, you know, what can be done. What changes can we
possibly make to legislation which would end up with more do-

nors? It’s very clear to everybody that, hey, we’ve got a lot of
really sick people out there that we can help.

The first thing that was a real surprise to me is that there’s a big
difference between eye donations and organ donations. Just about
everyone can donate their corneas, but it turns out that there are
very, very few people who can donate their organs. It turns out
that, essentially, you have to have been in a traumatic accident to
be able to donate your organs. You have to essentially be on life
support, and that has all sorts of implications for how we handle
this whole issue.

What the HOPE organization does — and I will table these doc-
uments with the Speaker — is that they approach the families of
possible organ donors. They talk to them and ask them to please
allow the organs to be donated. Now, from their website are a
couple of very interesting pages. First of all, how many of the
possible donors do they approach? Well, it turns out that in most
three-month quarters they approach 100 per cent of the possible
donors. They actually approach 100 per cent of those families.
The times when they don’t approach them: what happens? For
instance, somebody was in a car accident, and they already had
cancer. Okay? Even though they at first appeared to be possible
donors, it turns out that they can’t because they’ve got cancer or
they have ALS or they have viral encephalitis. So even though
most of the time it’s at a hundred, the times when they don’t ap-
proach those families are times when there are other reasons why
the person couldn’t have been a donor anyway.

The next page that we need to look at here is that of those fami-
lies that are approached by the HOPE organization, pretty well in
the last four months 100 per cent of those Albertan families have
donated those organs. One hundred per cent. So I guess there are a
few questions here. Now 100 per cent of the possible donors are
donating, so why is there a decline in donors?

Well, it turns out that we in this Assembly have been doing the
right things, what might be considered the wrong things, but I
think they’re the right things. We have worked to make our high-
ways safer. We have fewer people dying in car accidents. We have
come out with helmet legislation, so we have fewer people having
accidents on their bicycles or on their motorcycles. There is ac-
tually a decline in the number of donors, but the reason that there
is that decline is because we have been doing the right things. Our
cars are safer now. There are fewer people dying in car accidents,
and that’s the bottom line of why we have so few donors.

So what’s wrong with this legislation? What would it matter?
Why not just put it through? You know, why not just put it
through? Well, it comes to this whole question of yes, no, unde-
cided. The problem is that it is government saying: you have to
make a decision. When government says, “You have to make a
decision,” you are going to end up with some people saying:
“Well, get out of my way. I’'m just going to say no.” So what
you’re actually going to end up with is some people with noes.
With that no, what we’re doing is we’re kicking the feet out from
this organization that provides all of these donors. When there’s a
no on there, then what that means is that HOPE can no longer
approach the families and ask for that donation. So we will actual-
ly end up with fewer donors. Right now we are at 100 per cent. By
doing this, we’re going to be cutting out a number of possible
donors for these organs.

4:30

Now, when it comes to corneas, that’s a different issue alto-
gether. Just about everyone can donate a cornea, and that’s one
thing that we really need to push harder, in getting the general
population to donate their corneas. I'm hoping that out of this
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whole discussion there will be more awareness out there that you
can donate your corneas and that we do need more corneas.

When it comes to the organs, we are now getting 100 per cent
of those organs that we could possibly get, so I am very concerned
— very concerned — that if we pass this legislation, we will actually
end up with fewer donations. There will be people that HOPE can
no longer approach, the families of people that HOPE can no
longer approach, and we will thus end up with fewer donations.

You know, my heart goes out to this member in that he has his
heart in the right place. He is working really hard here to try to get
more donors, but it isn’t a matter of people not stepping forward.
It’s not a matter of Albertans not doing the right thing. Albertans
are doing the right thing. They are donating their organs, but as a
result of our safer community, our safer roads, our safer vehicles,
our helmets there are fewer people in Alberta dying traumatic
deaths. So it’s one of our losses. Everything has a pro and a con to
it, unfortunately.

I do ask you all, very reluctantly, to defeat this bill. Thank you.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Olds-Didsbury-Three
Hills.

Mr. Marz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’m pleased to rise today as
well to speak in the debate on Bill 201, the Health Insurance Pre-
miums (Health Card Donor Declaration) Amendment Act, 2011.
I’d like to thank the Member for Edmonton-Manning as well for
his thoughtfulness in bringing this bill forward.

Organ donation is a very important topic, as we’ve heard, as
many lives are affected by the selfless act of organ donation. Ul-
timately, this is a discussion that needs to occur within families.
Mr. Speaker, it’s estimated that well over a million people in the
world have benefited from organ transplantation, yet long wait-
lists for organ donations prevail.

Alberta along with the rest of Canada uses an opt-in system for
organ donation. Under this system individuals are presumed to
have said no to organ donation unless they have left explicit direc-
tion to do otherwise. In comparison to what’s done in Canada,
many European nations and several South American nations ad-
here to an opt-out, or presumed consent, system of organ donation.
This presumed consent system allows organs to be harvested from
an individual even in the absence of explicit consent of the de-
ceased. In such a system an individual must inform the relevant
authorities if they wish to opt out.

Mr. Speaker, I’d like to explore the European case of presumed-
consent policies and the impact that these policies have had on
organ donation. In the early years of organ donation, in the 1960s
and ’70s, most countries used the opt-in system. However, as de-
mand for organ donation grew, a number of countries abandoned
the opt-in system in favour of the presumed-consent system.

An interesting fact is that Singapore was the first nation to enact
presumed consent, with several European nations following suit.
To date approximately 24 European countries have some form of
presumed consent, with the most prominent systems in Austria,
Belgium, and Spain.

In those countries they’ve shown great success with their pre-
sumed-consent policies. In fact, several before-and-after studies
reported an increase in donation rates following the introduction
of a presumed-consent system. For example, kidney donation rates
in Austria grew from 4.6 to 27.2 donors per million people over a
five-year period while rates in Belgium increased from 10.9 to
41.3 donors per million during a three-year period. Some have
argued that it’s not just the change in systems that has elicited this
increase in donors. It’s argued that a combination of legislation,
availability of donors, transplantation systems organization, in-

vestment in health care as well as underlying public attitudes to
and awareness of organ donation and transplantation may all play
a role although the relative importance reach is not that clear.

Mr. Speaker, presumed-consent systems can be hard, as in Aus-
tria, where the views of close relatives are not taken into account,
or soft, as in Spain, where relatives’ views are sought. The hard
systems are known as pure presumed consent, and an individual
must register at a courthouse and establish that he or she does not
wish to be an organ donor. Such registration is the only way indi-
viduals can prevent their organs from being removed upon death.
An interesting twist in the pure presumed-consent system is that if
an individual who has refused to be a donor ends up needing a
transplant, then he or she would automatically be placed at the end
of the list. These countries operate under the mantra that those
who wish to receive an organ must be willing to give one.

In addition, Austria and Belgium practise pure presumed con-
sent for tissues only and will confer with families regarding organ
donor donations. Spain, on the other hand, has had phenomenal
success with organ donation following the implementation of
presumed consent, and as mentioned earlier, this soft presumed-
consent system still consults with families. Spain has seen the
number of donations increase by 142 per cent since 1989. Not
only does Spain have the highest donation rate in Europe, with 34
donors per million people, but it also has more than two times the
donors of Canada, where the rate is approximately 15 donors per
million people.

Spain may attribute some of the success to another factor, active
detection, which is a key aspect of the Spanish model. That means
having transplant co-ordinators such as doctors visit emergency
rooms and the ICU on a daily basis, checking the roster of patients
and their status.

The success that Spain has achieved in increasing organ dona-
tion rates has attracted attention across the European Union. In
the drive to facilitate donation, transplantation, and exchange of
organs in Europe, the European Parliament voted in May 2010
to pass legislation that sets common quality and safety standards
for transplants across European Union nations. The aim is not
only to increase the supply of organ donors across the EU but
also to enhance the efficiency and accessibility of transplant
systems and ultimately to ensure the quality and safety of those
procedures. The directive came into force in late 2010, and
member nations will have two years to transpose this directive
into national legislation.

According to the new rules, EU member states must set up a
national authority responsible for maintaining quality and safety
standards for organ transplantation processes. The authorities will
approve procurement organizations and transplant centres, set up
reporting and management systems for serious adverse reactions,
collect data on the outcome of transplants, and supervise organ
swaps with other member states and third countries. This legisla-
tion must include the following item, that all organ donations must
be voluntary and unpaid. Living donors may receive compensation
provided it is strictly limited to covering the expenses and loss of
income related to the donation. Additionally, member nations are
required to ban any advertising of the need for or availability of
human organs where the aim is financial gain.

Furthermore, a pan-European certification system designed to
provide proof that human organs and tissues have been obtained
legally must be put in place. So this is a far more complex issue
than what this current bill is presenting to us, Mr. Speaker.

4:40

The EU initiative to increase organ donation is also to address a
dark underworld of illegal organ trafficking. Long wait-lists have
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created a practice which benefits organized crime and can have
profoundly negative consequences, particularly for the donor.

Mr. Speaker, presumed consent is not without its criticisms.
Opponents of presumed consent suggest that such a system could
force someone to become a donor against their will. Furthermore,
opponents also argue that it might lead patients viewed as pros-
pective donors to worry about how hard a medical team will work
to save them if there’s greater benefit to harvesting the organs, and
that’s a real concern for many people. However, citizens of coun-
tries where presumed consent is law feel that they are given a fair
chance to say no to organ donation.

Mr. Speaker, the debate on Bill 201 allows us to further under-
stand the issues at hand. Furthermore, this debate in this House
today should encourage all of us and all Albertans to sit down
with their families and decide what our wishes are. I do have some
concerns with parts of this bill, in particular the condition of not
receiving an Alberta health card if you don’t sign the back of your
card. You'll receive a number instead. I’'m not sure how we’re
going to get that number, probably on another card. Is this going
to create two classes of Albertans, in which some have a health
care card and some have just a registration number? I think some
Albertans would be very concerned about that.

I’'m going to reserve judgment on this until after I see what
amendments may be coming forth in committee on this bill. I"d
like to once again thank the Member for Edmonton-Manning for
bringing this bill forward and this topic to the attention of the
members of this Assembly.

Thank you.

The Acting Speaker: Hon. Member for Stony Plain, do you wish
to join the debate?

Mr. Lindsay: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’'m pleased to rise
today and participate in the debate on Bill 201, the Health Insur-
ance Premiums (Health Card Donor Declaration) Amendment
Act, 2011. First of all, I'd like to thank the Member for
Edmonton-Manning for bringing this bill forward. Organ donation
is a very important topic to discuss as organ transplantation can
and does improve the quality of life of patients and reduce health
costs in the long term. Transplants have been taking place in
Canada since the 1950s. Organ transplants most often are kidney,
heart, lung, pancreas, and liver.

Mr. Speaker, many people are affected by organ failure. In fact,
according to a new report from the Canadian Institute for Health
Information, or CIHI, the number of Canadians living with kidney
failure, for example, has been steadily increasing for 20 years.
CIHI’s report shows that the rate of people living with kidney
failure had steadily increased between 1990 and 2000 but appears
to have levelled off since 2005. This may be due in part to patients
seeing a specialist in the early stages of the disease, possibly con-
tributing to a delay in the onset of kidney failure, for example.

Research, in fact, shows that many people are seeing specialists
sooner, which is a very positive trend. For example, in 2009 only
31 per cent of patients were what we refer to as late referrals. This
is down from 42 per cent in 2001. Late referrals means patients
that need to start dialysis less than three months after first seeing
their specialist.

Mr. Speaker, CIHI’s report goes on to indicate that close to
38,000 Canadians were living with kidney failure in 2009. This is
more than triple the number, 11,000, of those living with the dis-
ease in 1990. The largest increase occurred in older age groups,
with prevalent rates escalating more than 500 per cent for those
age 75 and older. Patients in this age group account for 20 per cent
of all kidney failure cases.

Mr. Speaker, a person who needs a transplant usually has to go
on a waiting list and wait for someone to donate that needed or-
gan. For instance, of all Canadians living with the disease in 2009,
59 per cent, or 22,300 people, were on dialysis, and about 3,000
people were on the wait-list for a transplant. Compare this to 1990
when 53 per cent, or 5,900 people, were on dialysis and roughly
1,600 people were on the wait-list. The point is, Mr. Speaker, that
it is clear that organ donation and transplantation are growing
concerns as there is a critical shortage of organs available for
transplantation around the world.

Mr. Speaker, an organ transplant is no minor surgery. Not only
does it affect the lives of many Canadians, but there are also
health care costs associated with organ failure. There needs to be a
focus on educating Canadians on how to prevent the onset of dis-
eases that add a heavy burden to our health care system. For
example, research has shown that diabetes continues to be a lead-
ing cause of kidney failure. The cost of a transplant, including
preliminary testing, the surgery itself, and postoperative recovery,
varies. These costs start to add up even before a person’s trans-
plant.

Kidney failure, for example, results in substantial cost to the
health care system. In fact, the estimated cost for hemodialysis
treatment is approximately $60,000 per patient per year of
treatment. Hemodialysis is a treatment for kidney failure. Compa-
ratively, a one-time cost for a kidney transplant is approximately
$23,000 plus $6,000 for the necessary annual medication to main-
tain that transplant. So based on these estimates, over a five-year
period the cost savings of receiving a transplant rather than dialy-
sis is approximately $250,000 per patient.

In 2009 more than 1,500 patients living with kidney transplants
saved the health care system an estimated $800 million. There are
currently under 3,000 Canadians on the wait-list for a kidney
transplant. If they were all to receive that transplant, it would re-
sult in additional savings of $150 million annually.

Mr. Speaker, this is a very important discussion. I, too, am of
the opinion that it’s great to have this discussion here in the Legis-
lature. I'll look forward to others adding to this important
discussion, and I’ll reserve my judgment, whether or not I will
approve this legislation, for a later time.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

[The Speaker in the chair]
The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Infrastructure.

Mr. Danyluk: Well, thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It is
indeed a pleasure to stand up and speak to Bill 201. I want to just
talk about a couple of things if I can. First off, I would like to say
— I thought of this yesterday, and it was something that I heard
previously — that what you do for yourself dies with you; it’s what
you do for others that lives forever. I just want to say that the hon.
Member for Edmonton-Manning is a member that is very commit-
ted to his constituency. He’s committed to the people of Alberta
and very much puts his efforts towards the good of individuals.
He’s very much a proponent about need.

4:50

Now, we can talk about words that need to be changed, and I do
agree that there are some things in this bill that don’t make me feel
very comfortable, in fact, to the point that, you know, I have hesi-
tation. Of course, the question that comes up is: what is the
solution? First of all, in order to look at what the solution is, let’s
talk about why people have concerns. Well, it is a concern or fear
of the unknown. I think that we need to have better information.
We need to have better opportunity for people to understand ex-
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actly what does take place when they sign their name on the back
of their health card. I feel that there isn’t enough public awareness,
and this particular bill does bring the awareness forward. So, in
essence, this member has achieved and has won this bill because
of bringing forward awareness, and I think that that is critical.

As I said before, Mr. Speaker, most people are afraid to donate
because | think most people don’t know the parameters that are
necessary or what takes place when a donation does happen. I
know there is a lot of discussion, or at least some discussion, that
the cost of an organ transplant is cheaper than maybe an individual
staying on dialysis. But at the end of the day to me this is about
education. Families need to be educated if a person wants to do-
nate and sign his donor card.

I want to say to you, Mr. Speaker, that I have signed my donor
card. I signed it years ago. When I was thinking about it, as we
heard individuals speaking about the importance of communica-
tion with the family, I can say to you that I don’t think that we’ve
had that discussion. My children . . .

The Speaker: 1 hesitate to interrupt the hon. Minister of Infra-
structure, but under Standing Order 8(7)(a)(i), which provides up
to five minutes for the mover of the bill to close debate, I invite
the hon. Member for Edmonton-Manning to close debate on Bill
201.

Mr. Sandhu: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. First of all, I’d like to
thank all of the members who joined in the debate in favour and in
opposition. I have listened to all of your concerns.

Mr. Speaker, I’'m not lucky enough to have been born in this
country. I came about 30 years ago. The first time I got elected, I
was talking to my son. He just finished his BCom and is becoming
a chartered accountant, and my daughter is in third-year nursing. I
asked them: “What should I do? How can I save Albertans or Ca-
nadians?” The first thing they said to me was: Dad, we need to
bring awareness to body organ donations. That’s how I started this
bill, by listening to lots of concerns. I’m not an expert on the side
of how to put all the wording together, but I do understand that we
can save Canadians. Like the hon. Member for Calgary-McCall
said: we’re all Canadians. We have to look after other family
members who need body organ donations.

This is a topic of debate about awareness, education so that
people can talk, to bring more people into the discussion through-
out Alberta, and so we can increase the body organ donation list.
Mr. Speaker, Bill 201 is all about improving. Every year thou-
sands of Albertans and Canadians wait on donor lists, never
knowing if they are going to live or die. The reality is that many
wait too long; many don’t make it. The problem is that we have
low donor rates, and I believe that this is a result of how our sys-
tem is set up.

Mr. Speaker, I was born into the Sikh religion. There’s not
much awareness when I go to Sikh temple on the weekend and
talk about this. I try whenever I get opportunity to say something.
I’d like to increase awareness in this society. Whenever I go to my
constituency of Edmonton-Manning and get a chance to say the
same thing to my constituents, they all like to say: you know, this
is a very good bill. Before I came into the House today my leg.
assistant — she’s not working with me anymore, but she works
with the Member for Drayton Valley-Calmar — got tears in her
eyes and said: “Peter, good luck to you. This is the way to go.”

Mr. Speaker, it’s simply too easy to ignore the question. It’s too
easy to do nothing. Doing nothing means that people die. Howev-
er, | also understand organ donation is a very personal decision
and one that should not be forced on anyone. That’s why this bill

does not make you choose yes or no. You can still remain unde-
cided if you don’t know, but it brings the discussion.

I also recommend that we alter this bill in the Committee of the
Whole to reflect the fact that we do not want to deny people health
care through this bill. Mr. Speaker, studies all over the world have
indicated that people are most likely to remain with the default
organ choice for all the reasons; however, if people are given the
choice, the majority will choose yes.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

[Motion carried; Bill 201 read a second time]
The Speaker: The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.

Mr. Renner: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Given the hour it has been
the practice of this Assembly to defer the introduction of new bills
when there is such a short amount of time allowed for the pre-
senter of the bill to do so. On that basis, I would like to seek
unanimous consent to now call it 5 o’clock and move on to Mo-
tion 501.

[Unanimous consent granted]

Motions Other than Government Motions

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

Organ Donation Leave of Absence

501. Mr. Amery moved:
Be it resolved that the Legislative Assembly urge the gov-
ernment to introduce amendments to the Employment
Standards Code that would require all employers to provide
an unpaid leave of absence of up to 13 weeks for employees
who donate organs.

Mr. Amery: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. We had about two full
hours of discussion about organ donations, and I will continue on
the same theme. I am very pleased to rise today and open debate
on Motion 501. I am proposing this motion because I believe there
is an urgent need to address the current disparity in supply and
demand of organs in our province. I believe the wait-lists for peo-
ple in need of organ transplants are far too long. More than 4,300
people are currently in need of an organ in Canada. As many as 6
per cent, or some 250, will die while on waiting lists.

Mr. Speaker, Motion 501 urges the government to introduce
amendments to the Employment Standards Code that would re-
quire all employers to provide an unpaid leave of absence of up to
13 weeks for employees who donate organs. By providing formal
job-protected leave for employees wishing to donate an organ or
tissue, we can encourage those considering donating an organ to
carry through with this potentially life-saving decision while pro-
viding peace of mind that their job will not be in jeopardy given
their absence.

5:00

The act of donating an organ to someone in need is a very hu-
mane act. It takes a very noble and special person, and it is
something to be commended. While I do not believe an employer
would discourage an employee or otherwise endanger their posi-
tion for taking this time off, I feel the need for actual legislation to
be in place. This legislation or potential amendment to existing
legislation must formally recognize the need for job-protected
leave as it pertains to organ donations. Such a safety net is crucial
for Albertans who are considering donating. Mr. Speaker, I be-
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lieve that by providing this recognized job-protected leave, we can
give assurance to those considering donating as well as an added
incentive to actually follow through. After all, those who perform
such an admirable act ought to be protected for their courage and
selflessness.

Mr. Speaker, while I wish to raise awareness of the challenges
surrounding organ and tissue donations and emphasize the need to
recruit living donors, it is important to note that not everyone can
actually become a living organ donor. All prospective organ do-
nors in the country must first meet several screening criteria
outlined by Health Canada, and they must also pass the donor
suitability process in order to qualify. I understand this may be a
disincentive, but it is necessary for the safety of those in need of
the organs.

We would not be alone in providing job-protected organ donor
leave should we move forward with this proposal. Two other Ca-
nadian provinces provide job-protected leave for living organ and
tissue donors in their employment standards legislation. I feel that
these two provinces have paved the way for providing this type of
job security in other jurisdictions and can be looked upon as ex-
amples going forward.

Mr. Speaker, Ontario was first when it amended its Employ-
ment Standards Act to create a specified unpaid 13-week organ
donor leave in 2009. This amendment also carries a special provi-
sion whereby the organ donor can extend their leave for an
additional period of up to 13 unpaid weeks in certain cases. Mani-
toba formally recognized job-protected leave for organ and tissue
donors. This occurred with a 2010 amendment to Manitoba’s em-
ployment standards act. Just like Ontario, employees in Manitoba
are entitled to a 13-week unpaid leave for the purpose of donating
an organ or tissue. This leave may also be extended by an addi-
tional 13 weeks if recommended by a physician. In the case of
both Ontario and Manitoba the employee must have been em-
ployed at their current job for at least 13 weeks prior to taking the
organ donor leave.

A number of U.S. states, Mr. Speaker, have also enacted laws
that provide unpaid or, in some cases, paid leaves of absence for
the purpose of organ and tissue donations. More than 100,000
people in the United States are currently on a waiting list to re-
ceive an organ. State legislators and state-run campaigns have
magnified the need for living organ donors in recent decades. This
has acted as a vehicle to enact this type of job-protected legisla-
tion. I feel it’s now our turn to do the same.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly believe that one way to significantly
provide awareness of our organ transplant wait-list is to offer for-
mal job-protected leave for living organ donors, and with recent
reports suggesting that our province has the lowest proportion of
living donors in the country, I feel that now is the time to amplify
awareness efforts. This is why I felt compelled to introduce this
motion. More must be done to recruit living organ donors. In a
perfect world there would be no one on a wait-list to receive an
organ, but we must acknowledge that this is not the case.

With Motion 501 we could take a positive step towards reduc-
ing the organ wait-list. This could at the very least be a step
towards saving the lives of several Albertans. Mr. Speaker, for-
mally requiring all employers to provide an unpaid leave of
absence for employees who wish to donate organs would ultimate-
ly provide would-be donors the security needed in that their jobs
would be legally protected during their absence. I do not wish to
propose anything that’s dramatic or unrealistic. I believe Motion
501 to be a very moderate and realistic step towards saving lives
as it would be a sensible way of providing very necessary job
security for prospective donors.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I would like to invite all my colleagues
to join in the discussion surrounding Motion 501. Thank you.

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

Mr. Chase: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, for this opportu-
nity to speak in favour of Motion 501. It’s very appropriate, as the
hon. Member for Calgary-East has pointed out, following on the
heels of Bill 201, the Health Insurance Premiums (Health Card
Donor Declaration) Amendment Act, 2011. In fact, this motion
would be one of the ways of instituting what is hoped for in Bill
201.

There are a number of organizations whereby individuals who
may not be of the same blood type or the same compatibility — for
example, with kidney donations — are part of larger organizations
where upon requirement individuals have indicated that they
would be willing to donate their organ to a complete stranger with
the thought that a family member closely related to them would be
also a recipient of the generosity of individuals.

This unpaid leave also follows in the historical precedent estab-
lished I believe it was last year of our military job-holding
legislation, where it was recommended that individuals who serve
in our armed forces be recognized for their personal sacrifices and
that the jobs they held as militia members in civvy life they would
be able to go back to. I see this along that same line. Individuals
who provide donations, especially those who are living and donate
one of their kidneys, are heroes. They’re taking on a circumstance
to ensure the well-being of another individual. As the hon. Mem-
ber for Calgary-Nose Hill indicated, quoting the Biblical scripture
of “greater love hath no man” applies very directly to this type of
situation of donation. If a person is willing to make a donation of
this type, then the least we can do for them is to have their job
ready for them when they are sufficiently well enough to recover
and return to work.

I do realize, Mr. Speaker, that this does put a fairly significant
degree of onus on the employer to be without their employee for
the number of weeks involved, but I think the type of employee
that would offer this kind of contribution, I would suggest sacri-
fice, would certainly be worthy of retention by their particular
employer. I would hope that the employer would recognize the
quality of their employee in offering such a donation. The reality
of our human body is such that this is not the type of donation that
you could make repeatedly, unlike blood for example.

5:10

Also, we’ve had an hon. member previously mention his in-
volvement with bone marrow donation. He’s indicated his
willingness should his marrow match with a needed recipient. A
bone marrow transplant is considerably more involved than a sim-
ple blood transfusion or donation and, therefore, I would think
probably would be included in the same type of legislation and
protection as is involved with the organ donation. I would hope
that Motion 501 would include, as I say, bone marrow transplants,
which, after a fashion, are a donation.

I think this is a very good piece of legislation. As I say, employ-
ers are going to be affected by the loss of their employee over that
time period, and I’'m not sure to what extent their contribution of
holding that person’s job could be recognized. That would be an
interesting part of the ongoing debate with this motion. But I think
the concept is worthy of support, and therefore I lend my support
and my thanks to the Member for Calgary-East, who put forward
Motion 501.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
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The Speaker: Additional speakers? The hon. Member for
Bonnyville-Cold Lake.

Mrs. Leskiw: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I am pleased to rise today
and join the discussion on Motion 501, which is being brought
forward by the hon. Member for Calgary-East. The objective of
Motion 501 is to encourage the government to introduce amend-
ments to the Employment Standards Code which would require all
employers to provide an unpaid leave of absence of up to 13
weeks for employees who donate organs. With this change
Alberta organ donors would obtain a greater level of comfort with
the donation process, knowing that their jobs are not in jeopardy
should they decide to make the decision of becoming an organ or
tissue donor.

Currently, Mr. Speaker, Alberta does not have any legislation
that allows Albertans to take a leave of absence from their job in
order to donate their organs; however, the nature of the idea is not
unprecedented. In fact, other jurisdictions across Canada and the
United States have enacted similar legislation to that proposed by
Motion 501 in order to protect jobs of living organ donors. In
order for this government to make responsible decisions on this
issue, it is important that we take a close look at the legislation
created by other jurisdictions and the impact that it has created. In
Canada Manitoba and Ontario are two other provinces that have
legislation protecting the job security of living organ donors.

In Ontario an amendment was made to the Employment Stan-
dards Act on June 5, 2009, which created job protection for living
organ donors. The amendment allows job-protected leave for up to
13 weeks for the purpose of undergoing surgery to donate all or
part of a certain organ. However, organ donors can be granted an
additional 13 weeks based on the recommendation of a physician.
The amendment to the Ontario Employment Standards Act also
mandates certain criteria that have to be met in order to be granted
a protected leave of absence. These criteria include that the em-
ployee must have been working for their employer for at least 13
weeks and that the employee undergoes surgery to donate all or
part of one of the following organs to another person: liver, kid-
ney, pancreas, lung, and/or small bowel.

Comparatively, the legislation in Manitoba is quite similar to
that in Ontario. In June 2010 an amendment to the Employment
Standards Code was created to recognize the right of Manitobans
to take an unpaid leave for the purpose of organ or tissue donation.
It provides organ donors with a 13-week recovery period and an
additional 13 weeks if recommended by a physician.

Looking south may also help us assess the merit of this Motion
501. Mr. Speaker, in the U.S. there are 29 states that have enacted
laws that provide either paid or unpaid leave for organ donors. On
average, the leave of absence period is 30 business days, which in
the grand scheme of things is not burdensome to business.

Mr. Speaker, both Ontario and Manitoba acknowledge the fact
that the employers of organ donors need to be protected as well.
After all, they are directly affected by the absence of their em-
ployee. As such, a two-week written notice from an organ donor
to their employer is required in both jurisdictions before the dona-
tion process begins. This allows employers time to adjust their
business accordingly.

Mr. Speaker, 1 believe that job protection for living organ do-
nors is an important issue. It could provide one less thing for
donors to worry about before they start the demanding process of
donating an organ. However, we must take into consideration the
impact that this may have on employers and try to find a happy
medium to have all parties benefit.

With that, I will conclude my comments and look forward to the
rest of the debate. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: Additional speakers? The hon. Member for
Edmonton-Mill Woods.

Mr. Benito: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would like to rise today
and join debate on Motion 501, which is being brought forward by
the hon. Member for Calgary-East. This motion urges the gov-
ernment to introduce amendments to the Employment Standards
Code that would require all employers to provide a leave of ab-
sence for employees who donate organs. This would encourage
organ donation by giving donors peace of mind, knowing that
their job would not be in jeopardy should they choose to donate
organs.

Mr. Speaker, the Canadian Institute for Health Information re-
leases extensive data for organ transplants in each province. In
2009 there were a total of 54 live organ donor transplants per-
formed in Alberta. Forty-five of these were kidney transplants.
However, there were also nine liver transplants.

I know the concept of live donor liver transplantation may be
surprising to some, but this advancement has been around for a
few decades. This medical miracle works because of the extraor-
dinary regenerative capacity of the liver. However, it is not a
minor procedure, and the donor must visit a physician constantly
throughout the recuperative process, which normally lasts between
two and three months. Kidney transplants are also major proce-
dures, which require several weeks of recovery time before an
individual can safely return to work.

Mr. Speaker, at the end of 2009 there were a total of 472 pa-
tients awaiting a transplant in our province. However, not all of
these patients can receive an organ from a live donor as some of
them are waiting for organs such as the heart, that can only be
donated by the recently deceased. Even though most organ dona-
tions in Alberta, about 80 per cent, are from the recently deceased,
encouraging live organ donation could also contribute to reducing
the waiting time for organ transplants.

Mr. Speaker, there is currently no legislation in our province
that guarantees employees time off in the event that they donate an
organ. However, this practice is becoming increasingly common
in other jurisdictions as employment standards continue to evolve.
We should commend those who choose to donate organs as it
takes plenty of courage to go through the process, but we should
also respect the rights of employers and employees to come to a
reasonable understanding on their own in the event that the em-
ployee is donating an organ.

Contrary to popular perception, I think many employers would
understand the gravity of such a decision and would give as much
time as needed for the employee to recover. They might even go a
step further and pay the employee’s wages for part of their recovery.

Mr. Speaker, I think all members can agree that shortening the
waiting lists for organ transplants would be a tremendous feat. The
reality is, however, that we do not know of a silver bullet which
will substantially increase the number of organ transplants per-
formed without raising certain ethical questions. I believe that this
motion could help ensure peace of mind for those who are about
to donate organs.
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However, I also believe that communication between employers
and employees may be able to provide this peace of mind without
government interference. For these reasons I think that we should
consider more investigation with respect to this issue.

With that, I will conclude my comments. Thank you to the hon.
Member for Calgary-East for bringing forward this motion, and I
look forward to the remainder of the debate.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
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The Speaker: The hon. Member for Livingstone-Macleod.

Mr. Berger: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’'m pleased to rise today to
join the debate on Motion 501, which urges the government to
introduce amendments to the Employment Standards Code that
would require employers in Alberta to provide up to 13 weeks of
unpaid leave for employees who donate organs.

I’d like to begin by thanking the hon. Member for Calgary-East
for bringing our attention to this important issue. Mr. Speaker,
there are well over 4,000 Canadians who are currently awaiting
organ transplants, and unfortunately some will die waiting. Many
of those lives can be saved with the help of a living donor. The
kidney, liver, lung, pancreas, and small bowel along with some
vital tissues can all be donated by living donors, making them
much more readily available than organs from the deceased. Un-
fortunately, a barrier for many potential living donors is the
amount of time that must be taken to prepare for and to recover
from such surgeries.

Many fear that their jobs might not be waiting for them when
they are ready to return to work. While it is commonplace for
employers to grant extended leaves of absence to living organ
donors, this is not always the case, and as such we should consider
the possibility of enshrining this level of job protection in formal
legislation. Mr. Speaker, legislated job protection may encourage
individuals to become living organ donors who would not have
otherwise done so for fear of unemployment. This increase in the
number of living organ donors would no doubt save the lives of
many who currently sit on transplant waiting lists.

There is indeed a shortage of living organ donors both here in
Alberta and across the country. Organ donation is a potentially
life-changing decision that is certainly not to be taken lightly, and
many choose not to take the risk. In addition, Health Canada has
stringent donor screening guidelines, that exclude many from
becoming donors. As such, not everyone can become a living
organ donor, but those who are able to should be given every op-
portunity to save another’s life. This enhanced level of job
security could help to balance the supply with an ever-increasing
demand for organs.

However, while there are many potential benefits to Motion
501, an item of concern for me is the possible burden that job-
protection legislation could put on Alberta businesses should a
large number of employees take advantage of this leave. Here in
Alberta we pride ourselves on being one of the best jurisdictions
in North America to do business. Our tax regime alone has helped
to ensure that the entrepreneurial spirit remains alive and well in
our province. Since we are all recovering from the recent eco-
nomic downturn, we certainly do not want to enact legislation that
would discourage investment and economic growth.

Another potential problem with providing up to 13 weeks of
unpaid absence for living organ donors is sometimes the conten-
tious nature of organ donation itself. For religious reasons some
people do not believe in organ donation, and it could become con-
troversial if we were to compel employers who are against it to
provide employees with 13 weeks of unpaid leave to donate an
organ.

That being said, I believe that the intent behind this motion is to
help raise awareness of the need for living organ donors to possi-
bly save the lives of Albertans awaiting transplants. For this
reason | believe that more debate is required before we can deter-
mine whether or not Motion 501 is in the best interests of all
Albertans.

With that, I will conclude my comments and look forward to
hearing other perspectives from my hon. colleagues. Thank you,
Mr. Speaker.

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

Ms DeLong: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I would like to
rise today and join debate on Motion 501, which is being brought
forward by the hon. Member for Calgary-East. This motion urges
the government to introduce amendments to the Employment
Standards Code that would require all employers to provide an
unpaid leave of absence for employees who choose to donate their
organs. With a large disparity in the supply of and the demand for
organs across our country, new initiatives are necessary to address
this growing concern. Because donating an organ is a life-
changing decision and can potentially carry serious personal con-
sequences, many people considering this undertaking simply
decide that the health risks are too great. A risk to one’s employ-
ment only enhances this danger, making this decision even more
difficult to make.

As we know, no legislation is currently in place to formally
protect those willing to take a leave of absence from their em-
ployment for the purposes of donating an organ. I firmly believe
that such formal job-protection legislation is needed for the secu-
rity of would-be donors as well as to address the length of wait
times for those in need of an organ. Ontario and Manitoba already
offer a job-protection leave for organ donors in their employment
standards legislation, and a number of U.S. states do also. In the
majority of these examples the donor leave is unpaid, yet a recent
law passed last month in California mandates that employers are
required to offer a paid leave of up to 30 days; however, this is
contingent on the employer having more than 15 employees. If the
employer has fewer than 15 employees, they’re not legally re-
quired to offer the 30-day organ donor leave to an employee.

Mr. Speaker, we must also take into consideration how many
employees realistically would take an organ donor leave at the
same time. I don’t believe that if we enacted the job-protection
legislation proposed in this motion, many employees from the
same company would simultaneously take organ donor related
leaves of absence. For a small business with fewer than 10 em-
ployees having even a couple take a leave simultaneously would
be difficult to overcome. However, if just one is gone at any given
time, I do believe that the employer would be able to adapt, espe-
cially given the reason for the absence. This example is amplified
when we look at how a single employee on organ donor leave
would affect a larger business with more employees. For all in-
tents and purposes missing one employee would not have a
substantial impact on day-to-day operations, and missing an em-
ployee for 13 weeks or less is certainly worth saving a life.

Mr. Speaker, Motion 501 does not seek to cause undue harm to
Alberta businesses, nor will it. It simply offers peace of mind to
those already considering becoming a live organ donor. Knowing
that their job is secure may be just what would-be donors need in
order to commit to the procedure, in turn enhancing and poten-
tially saving someone else’s life. For this reason I am happy to
vote in support of Motion 501 as I feel it is in the best interests of
all Albertans.

With that, I will conclude my comments and look forward to
hearing other perspectives from my hon. colleagues. Thank you
very much.

The Speaker: Hon. members, my speaking list is exhausted. Shall
I call on the hon. Member for Calgary-East to close the debate?

Hon. Members: Agreed.

The Speaker: The hon. member.
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Mr. Amery: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I’m pleased to
rise and offer closing remarks on Motion 501. The goal of this
motion is to encourage the government to add extra incentives to
prospective living organ donors through offering a formal job-
protected organ donor leave by amending our Employment Stan-
dards Code. With this a would-be donor would be provided the
peace of mind that their job would not be compromised in any
way while on leave.

5:30

Mr. Speaker, given the length of present donor lists I believe this
motion could help in reducing wait times for those in need of an
organ transplant. Donating an organ to someone in need is a very,
very humane act and one that is to be commended. A person who
commits themselves to such a life-saving feat deserves to have their
job protected. This government has and continues to take a leader-

ship role in ensuring that people are protected. I believe that Motion
501 will only enhance our efforts to ensure that Alberta remains the
best place in which to live, work, and raise a family.

Mr. Speaker, I value and respect my colleagues’ comments
regarding Motion 501 and urge their vote of support. I would like
to thank everyone who participated in this motion debate.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

[Motion Other than Government Motion 501 carried]
The Speaker: The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.

Mr. Renner: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would like to move that
the Assembly now adjourn until 7:30 this evening, at which point
we would reconvene in Committee of Supply.

[Motion carried; the Assembly adjourned at 5:31 p.m.]
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Legislative Assembly of Alberta

7:30 p.m. Monday, February 28, 2011
Committee of Supply
[Mr. Mitzel in the chair]

The Deputy Chair: I’d like to call the Committee of Supply to
order.

Supplementary Supply Estimates 2010-11
General Revenue Fund

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Minister of Finance and Enterprise.

Mr. Snelgrove: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would like to move
the 2010-11 supplementary supply estimates for the general reve-
nue fund. These estimates will provide additional spending
authority to 13 government departments. When passed, the esti-
mates will authorize increases of about $638.7 million in voted
expense and equipment/inventory purchases, $0.4 million in voted
capital investments, and $124.3 million in voted nonbudgetary
disbursements. The estimates will also authorize, when passed, the
transfer of approximately $25.1 million of the previously ap-
proved spending authority between departments. These estimates
are consistent with the third-quarter fiscal updates, which are in-
cluded in the 2010-11 fiscal plan for all government entities.

The estimates will authorize increases for the departments of
Aboriginal Relations, Advanced Education and Technology, Chil-
dren and Youth Services, Culture and Community Spirit,
Employment and Immigration, Environment, Infrastructure, Jus-
tice, Municipal Affairs, Seniors and Community Supports, Service
Alberta, Sustainable Resource Development, and Tourism, Parks
and Recreation.

Finally, the estimates will also authorize a transfer from the
Department of Treasury Board to the departments of the Solicitor
General and Public Security. The ministers or their designates that
are responsible for these departments will be happy to answer any
questions from any members of the House.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The Deputy Chair: Before we begin, I’d like to just mention that
according to Standing Order 59.02 members may speak more than
once. However, speaking time is limited to 10 minutes at a time,
and the minister and a member may combine their time for a total
of 20 minutes. Members are asked to advise the chair at the begin-
ning of their speech if they plan on combining their time with the
minister’s time, both taking and yielding the floor over the com-
bined period.
The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Aboriginal Relations

Mr. MacDonald: Yes. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I
appreciate this opportunity to participate in the debate this evening
on supplementary supply. I must say that I had, for the record, the
pleasure of attending the minister of finance and President of the
Treasury Board’s speech earlier today.

The Deputy Chair: Will you be combining the time, hon. mem-
ber?

Mr. MacDonald: We could certainly ask a question and get a
reply from the hon. minister and proceed that way. I think that’s

worked in the past with this hon. gentleman, and I’m confident it
would work tonight.

Mr. Snelgrove: Could I just ask the hon. member: would he be
following the list of departments as outlined in the supply, or do
you intend to start with Aboriginal Relations and work down? Is
that the understanding?

The Deputy Chair: Yes.
Mr. MacDonald: Okay. Sure.
Mr. Snelgrove: Thank you.

Mr. MacDonald: Okay. We got that settled, and we got it settled
quite quickly. I would just like to say to the hon. minister before I
get started that that was a nice speech he gave today, but I was
struck by the fact of his predecessor Steve West, a former very
influential cabinet minister on the Conservative side. I was sitting
there listening to your remarks, wondering how Dr. West would
feel with four successive budget deficits, totalling close to $10
billion, and the fact that this year it is $3.4 billion. Last year it was
anticipated that it would only be a little bit more than $1 billion. I
was sitting there, I was listening to your speech, and I was won-
dering, “What would Steve think?” with you being from the same
end of the province as he and having had the privilege and honour
of representing the same constituency as he.

Now, we could perhaps get right to the point, Mr. Chairman,
about Aboriginal Relations. The supplementary amount here is for
over $32 million, which is net of the $8 million that was budgeted
spending in the First Nations development fund and in other pro-
gram areas as requested. The ministry’s 2009-10 annual report,
page 16, noted progress on the Bigstone treaty land entitlement
claim, and it indicated ratification in 2010-11. Can the minister
please explain how this settlement compares to a land entitlement
claim among the 15 that are reported to have been settled, also in
the annual report on page 15? Given that there are still 30 claims
to be settled, can the minister explain the process that is used in
Aboriginal Relations to plan for the significant sums that may be
expected to be involved in the settlements that are still outstand-
ing? If the minister could respond, I would appreciate it.

The Deputy Chair: Hon. member, are you directing those ques-
tions to the Minister of Aboriginal Relations?

Mr. MacDonald: Sure.

The Deputy Chair: Okay. Fine. Thank you.
The hon. minister.

Mr. Webber: Well, thank you, Mr. Chair. Thank you, hon. mem-
ber, for the questions. If you enjoyed the speech this morning by
the hon. minister over here, you’re going to really enjoy my
speech here tonight.

I’ll start off by saying that you may be aware that for many
years Canada, Alberta, and the Bigstone Cree Nation have been
negotiating Bigstone’s claim to a remaining land entitlement un-
der Treaty 8. Last year Canada, Alberta, and the Bigstone Nation,
as you know, finalized the largest treaty land entitlement claim in
Alberta, and it includes the communities of Peerless Lake, Trout
Lake, Chipewyan Lake, and Calling Lake.

Now, the Canada-Alberta agreement for the Bigstone land claim
was approved by our cabinet on July 13, 2010, and the federal
minister of Indian and northern affairs signed off on the settlement
agreements on December 13 of that same year. This is an historic
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land claim settlement but not the first one for Alberta. In fact,
there have been a dozen land claims settled in Alberta since 1986.

As part of the Bigstone settlement agreement, Alberta agreed to
provide 140,000 acres of provincial Crown land, including mines
and minerals, and also $41 million, comprised of $29 million in
monies plus $12 million to construct two new elementary schools
for the Peerless and Trout Lake First Nations. With cabinet’s ap-
proval $41 million was added to our budget for the 2010-2011
year, and this entire cost was reported by Aboriginal Relations
although $12 million came from Alberta Infrastructure, and it was
accrued for the future construction of the two new on-reserve
schools. As a result we are here today requesting the supplemen-
tary funds that have been committed by cabinet.

Cabinet approved the $41 million in supplementary funds that,
based on our forecasts, we needed to add to our 2010-2011 budget
for the Bigstone land claim. I am pleased to say that my ministry,
Aboriginal Relations, has been able to offset $8.425 million of this
amount from our department budget due to the cost savings and
expense reductions in 2010-2011, and as a result I’'m here today
requesting $32.575 million. This is the balance of the funding
approved by cabinet and already disbursed as part of Alberta’s
land claim settlement.

Thank you. That’s my speech, hon. member.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you very much. I appreciate very much
that explanation.

Advanced Education and Technology

Mr. MacDonald: Now, alphabetically we are looking at a request
from the Department of Advanced Education and Technology for
a total that is $24 million for equipment and inventory purchases
and nonbudgetary disbursements of $53 million.

7:40

Before we get to the details of this, I would like to direct a ques-
tion, please, to the finance minister regarding operating expenses.
If any of the money that we are discussing tonight, in excess of
$630 million, is going to be transferred for operating expenses,
how much of that is being transferred for operating expenses and
precisely from which budgets?

The Deputy Chair: The hon. minister.

Mr. Weadick: Thank you. The operating expense piece of this is
actually student finance, and it’s related to student loans. We don’t
turn any students away, so when students that are able to do apply
for loans to attend postsecondaries, the funding flows through to
them. This year we’ve been extremely successful in getting young
people to attend our postsecondary institutions, and $53.9 million
of this will go to support those student loans for these young peo-
ple. The balance of the funding is for the completion of
construction on the Edmonton clinic north. This is a wonderful
project at the University of Alberta. It involves both teaching and
clinical facilities. This project was actually due to be funded next
year, but because construction is ahead of schedule, moving this
funding forward will allow us to complete the project a little bit
ahead of schedule and keep everything moving. So both very posi-
tive stories.

That’s what the funding out of this pot of monies will go to-
wards: student loans on one side, which will help our young
people to continue with their education, and completing the con-
struction on the Edmonton clinic north at the U of A campus.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you very much, Mr. Chair. Alberta has only 14
per cent postsecondary student participation, yet what we see is a
significant increase in loans available to students, which in turn
puts them farther into debt. Can you explain the rationale as to
why the emphasis on loans, which lead to greater debt build-up,
rather than an emphasis on bursaries and grants, which incent
students to be involved in the system?

Mr. Weadick: Thank you, Member. That’s actually a very good
question. Last year we did make the fundamental change of mov-
ing some of our bursary and grant money into our loans portfolio.
This allows more students access to funding because a grant is
given once and is gone — it becomes part of the investment — but a
student loan is repayable, so it allows that we can expend signifi-
cantly more funds in support of our students as loans rather than
as bursaries or grants.

With the number of students entering the postsecondaries and
needing support and the students coming to us and asking if we
would increase loan limits so that they can live and make sure
they can cover their costs during school, we have increased that,
and that’s driven up the cost of the loans that the students need.
We’d all love to see our students carrying a little bit less debt.
Don’t forget that we do have programs in place. For students that
are carrying debt that they can’t carry, we have some loan remis-
sion programs available as well. Those programs will help as well.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. With regard to the percentage of increase
in loans is there an equal percentage in terms of remissions or
forgiveness of debt? Is there a balance there?

Mr. Weadick: Remissions are done based on need. There’s a
basic remission that happens. Anyone that graduates or completes
their program can apply for remission of a portion of their debt.

But then there’s also remission for needy cases, where people
show where they’re working, their cost of living, that they simply
can’t make their loan payments, and then we work with them for
further managing of that debt so that they can survive. We have a
number of different programs to provide for remission and make
sure that students are not overburdened in this program.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. Another concern I have is, as you men-
tioned, the cost-of-living effect on students. A big factor is
housing. Can we expect any time soon — I didn’t see it reflected in
this budget — a greater emphasis on providing university on-
campus housing? Eastern universities are usually in the 21 per
cent. | realize that in Calgary there has been an increase in hous-
ing. I think we’ll be up to 13 per cent. At U of A it’s
approximately 11 per cent, with some small increases, but we’re
nowhere near the affordable housing that we see in eastern univer-
sities.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. minister.

Mr. Weadick: Thank you very much. We are seeing some in-
creased investment in housing. In fact, through the Ministry of
Housing and Urban Affairs we’ve seen money invested through
our municipalities into a number of housing projects on campuses.
We’re also seeing campuses investing in projects, P3s, to help
develop student housing, but a lot of the communities have rallied
as well. You’ll see suites being made available within the cities
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where our colleges and universities and polytechnics are that al-
low students the opportunity for housing off campus as well.

Ideally, you’d like to have enough on campus for all of your
first-year students so that students coming in would have that
opportunity at least in their first year to have housing. That’s gen-
erally why we look at that number of 20 to 25 per cent as being a
really good point. Most of our schools haven’t got there yet, but
we continue to work with them to try to develop a program so that
we can get our housing closer to that number.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. I was very appreciative of your presenta-
tion at Bow Valley College. I see that both Bow Valley and SAIT
on their individual campuses have had increases in student seats.
The University of Calgary did not have that same increase. They
did take over the 8th and 8th clinic. Again, appreciated space, but
the whole idea of Campus Alberta and then the idea of an urban
campus seems to have been somewhat put on hold. I don’t see
reflected in this supplementary budget any kind of attempt to
bring more students downtown into sort of centralized locations
where LRT is available. Again, it’s a cost-cutting concern as well
as the transferability. As you noted, courses from Lethbridge are
being offered now at Bow Valley. It’s a convenience thing as well.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. minister.

Mr. Weadick: Thank you. Excellent question. We are very cog-
nizant of the need for housing in the urban areas, and the major
project under construction right now is phase 2 of Bow Valley
College, which is a $200 million construction project in the heart
of downtown, where the old courthouse was in Calgary. This pro-
ject will allow more students to access programming in the heart
of the city in Calgary. It will also allow combined degree granting,
with Athabasca, the University of Lethbridge, Olds College, and
Bow Valley working together so that young people may be taking
U of L courses in a Bow Valley College laboratory and those
kinds of co-operative, collaborative things, which will allow stu-
dents availability to the centre of the city, where LRT can get, to
be able to take studies there. We believe in that as well, and that’s
why the redevelopment of many of your campuses in this area.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. In the original urban campus concept the
idea was to bring students from the university, from SAIT. There
was the potential of a shared facility, a shared cafeteria with
ACAD. There was also discussion of dormitories. Is any type of
student housing project part of that $200 million, or is it strictly
seats without accommodations?

Mr. Weadick: That particular project is seats, classroom facilities
for the college at this time.

The Deputy Chair: Any other questions for the Minister of Ad-
vanced Ed and Technology? The hon. Member for Edmonton-
Gold Bar.

Mr. MacDonald: Yes. Thank you. I was curious when I asked my
initial question regarding the in-year operating expense limits that
the Fiscal Responsibility Act certainly directs that 1 per cent of
total budgeted ministry operating expenses are not to be exceeded.
So the student loan portion of this request or this estimate is not
included in an operating expense, correct?

Mr. Weadick: It’s nonbudgeted.

Mr. MacDonald: Okay. Now, when you have this request for —
and I’m looking at the third-quarter update, where it’s necessary to
have a $102 million increase, including $75 million for student
loans. Of course, the $27 million is to accelerate funding for the
Edmonton clinic north. I thought the money originally for the
Edmonton clinic north was reprofiled from somewhere else, and 1
should have noted this, I suppose. But when you look at the $75
million for student loans, how does that request compare with
what you’re planning for the 2011-12 year and for the following
two years?

7:50

Mr. Weadick: I believe that item will be for debate when we talk
about the overall budget. But for this year, we never turn students
away that come and apply for loans, so it’s very hard to budget.
You try to estimate the number of students. Approximately 30 per
cent of our students will get loans, so we budget initially, but if
more students take access to the loans, then we come back to sup-
plementary supply. Most years there’s a supplementary supply
involved in the student loan portfolio to ensure that all of the stu-
dents that have applied during the year can access that funding.

Mr. Hehr: Just to follow up that question, is any student who is
selected for a postsecondary opportunity at one of our institutions
here in Alberta guaranteed a loan? Could you just clarify that
point for me?

The Deputy Chair: The hon. minister.

Mr. Weadick: Thank you very much. There is a process of appli-
cation. You have to meet certain criteria, but any student that
meets those criteria will get their loan. We don’t turn anyone away
once they’ve met the criteria for a student loan.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.
To the same minister?

Mr. MacDonald: Yes. Thank you very much. Now, could you
please tell me, hon. minister, when we top this up — and we say
that with sincerity — the $75 million for student loans, what will
that bring the total to for this forecast year? Will it be $260 million
in total that will be accessible for those who are requesting a loan?

Mr. Weadick: The actual new number is $53.9 million in sup-
plementary supply for student loans for this year to bring the total
to that.

Mr. MacDonald: To clarify, that’s for this year ending March
31?

Mr. Weadick: That’s correct.
Mr. MacDonald: Okay. Thank you.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity to the
same minister.

Mr. Chase: Thank you very much. You know where I stand on
loans, but there’s an inequality in terms of accessing loans. Is
there any plan to not take into account a university student’s par-
ents’ economic well-being when determining a loan? When a
student goes off to university, that’s the potential start of their
independent life, but tying it back to their parents is rather unfair,
especially if the students are estranged or are trying to make that
break. I’'m just wondering if there’s any plan to change that policy
to be fair to all students as opposed to looking at their parents’
bank accounts.



94 Alberta Hansard

February 28, 2011

The Deputy Chair: The hon. minister.

Mr. Weadick: Thank you. At this point the policy stands with
respect to how we gauge a student’s need, and parental support is
still a portion of that. I know that not all people would support
that. I think we’ll probably debate that more with the business
plan; however, that is one of the considerations that we use when
we go forward. It is part of our deciding how loans are given, and
at this point we’re not looking at changing that.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Calgary-Buffalo to the
same minister.

Mr. Hehr: Well, thank you, Mr. Chair. It’s my understanding that
right now in Alberta we have the fewest number of postsecondary
people in the system, at 14 per cent. I’'m also of the opinion that
we have the fewest people applying for or then getting student
loans. If that is correct, I’m just wondering: have you looked at the
student loan guidelines, where there are things we could maybe do
to increase the eligibility of people who receive these loans, to get
more students going? Like the car requirement — anyone who has
a car, [’'m of the understanding, can’t get a loan — the limits for
part-time jobs and full-time studies: is there any way of removing
those restrictions to allow for more people to get into the system,
to allow for more loans so that we can have more people go to
school?

Mr. Weadick: Thank you, hon. member. You know, those are all
excellent suggestions. I think that together our goal is to try to get
as many young people into the system as possible. You’re right.
One of those can be: how affordable is it? We base all of our deci-
sions on transferability. Can a student easily move through the
system from facility to facility? Is it affordable? And that’s not
just, “Is a loan available?” because only 30 per cent of our stu-
dents take out loans, but: “Are there grants and bursaries? Are
there scholarships?” What are our tuition fees and that as well
across the system? Can we try to find a system that at least pro-
vides affordability to the young people that are trying to access it?
Very good points that there may be things that we could look at
over time in how we provide support to students that could bring
more of our low-income students into the system.

Mr. Hehr: While I have you, is every university space virtually
filled up here in Alberta?

Mr. Weadick: You know, we’ve been very fortunate that many,
many of our institutions are at their capacity this year. Some insti-
tutions, in fact, took in more students then they had capacity for to
try to provide as much education as possible, but still some pro-
grams remain unfilled for specific types of programming.

In some of our trades we require more people within the trades,
but part of the challenge there can be having the journeymen that
can provide the support, the companies that will hire those trades-
people. A recent change to allow in many fields one journeyman
to mentor two apprentices may go a long way to alleviating some
of that pressure. Really, there’s the education portion, but there’s
also the other portions within the community like employment in
the trades and journeymen to mentor the young apprentices that
are really required as well to make the picture whole.

Mr. Hehr: Well, I understand much of this is policy decisions: if
you open up greater amounts in university, fewer go to SAIT or
vice versa. But it seems to me that there has to be some recogni-
tion in future budgeting, even whether any money was committed

in this sup supply, to increasing overall postsecondary rates in this
province. Do you have a mandate to do so, being a new minister?

Mr. Weadick: Yes. That is one of our primary goals: to increase
high school completion at all levels, especially in our First Nations
areas, to then allow those young people that have completed to
move into postsecondary in a variety of areas. So, yes, expanding
postsecondary; we’ve continued to increase postsecondary.

Over the past six years we increased funding by 42 per cent to
all of our postsecondary institutions to create extra capacity in the
province as we were growing and expanding our workforce. The
last year or two of very tough budgeting has put a bit of restraint
in there, which was absolutely required, but we’re starting to see
pressure again for workers, for workforce people to come in and
start to provide employment, so we’re going to have to continue to
develop those spaces and train the much-needed workforce that
we have.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity to the
same minister.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. With regard to housing affordability for
students I talked about on campus because then it cuts down on
transportation and so on. With the subsidies for low-income indi-
viduals the idea is that they should not be spending more than 30
per cent of their income on a roof. Is there any such consideration
for students in terms of looking at their T4 slips for the year previ-
ous and so on in terms of deciding on potential rent subsidies for
students so that they can afford to go to school?

Mr. Weadick: I believe that any application for subsistence al-
lowance would be through the Department of Employment and
Immigration, and there are some subsistence allowances available.
Also, through some of the housing organizations there may be
housing available for subsidy to some students but not through
Advanced Education.

The Deputy Chair: Any other questions for the Minister of Ad-
vanced Education and Technology? The hon. Member for
Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Mr. MacDonald: Yes. Thank you very much. I’ve been thinking
about the response you have provided to us regarding the
Edmonton clinic north, and I have this question, if you don’t
mind, please: why not integrate the payments for the Edmonton
clinic north into the 2011-12 allocation for postsecondary infra-
structure rather than requesting it through a supplementary amount
as we are doing this evening?

Mr. Weadick: Actually, we have a small portion of the funding
still available through our Advanced Education and Technology
budget this year, so we’ve applied that to this amount and then
asked for supplementary supply to complete the project.

The Deputy Chair: Any other questions? The hon. Member for
Edmonton-Gold Bar.

8:00

Mr. MacDonald: Yes. Thank you. How much was that amount
that was reprofiled?

Mr. Weadick: The requirement for next year would have been
$32.5 million. We’re requesting $24.4 million, and the balance has
been taken out of this year’s.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you.
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The Deputy Chair: Any other questions for the Minister of Ad-
vanced Education and Technology?

Children and Youth Services
The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. When I first heard the budget pronounced
and then I look at sup supplies, it seems to me that we’re almost
back to 2009 in terms of what was cut out last year. We’ve sort of
put it back after a fashion in sup supply, but I’'m very concerned.
For example, this ministry cut nearly $27 million from child inter-
vention with the original budget. Now it needs an increase of $40
million just to make it through to the end of the year. My feeling is
that with overly deep cuts one year and then compensating the
following year, there’s a lag time of a year when children aren’t
getting the services they need in a sustainable fashion. I don’t
understand this sort of Peter-Paul approach, particularly with re-
gard to child intervention.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. minister.

Mrs. Fritz: Thank you, Mr. Chair. That’s actually a very good
question. I thought you’d be very pleased when you saw the esti-
mates for child intervention. You’re correct. There was a $27
million reduction in the previous budget, and then throughout the
year that has been replaced and more, which is good news. It is
due to caseload increase. It’s due to volume. It’s due to the prior-
ity that the government has put in this ministry on child
intervention services. I think your question was: have we de-
creased services in any way throughout the year? The answer is
no. In fact, we are increasing services and increasing them signifi-
cantly because this is significant dollars. It’s good news.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. You’re not going to hear me ever criticize
the ministry for increasing funding, especially for child interven-
tion services, but the point I’m making is that we need sustainable
funding, and that funding should not be subject to subtraction. It
should reflect the growth. We’re very aware, for example, of First
Nations. We know that, unfortunately, almost 70 per cent of child
intervention is going to involve First Nations. It’s costly in terms
of money, and it’s costly in terms of emotion and the separation of
moving a child from the north to the south. Can you give me a
sense of how many or maybe a percentage increase in the number
of caseworkers to reduce the ever-growing caseloads?

Mrs. Fritz: I can’t give you an exact percentage of the number of
caseworkers that have increased. I know that our front-line work-
ers have not been — the hiring has not been stopped in any way.
There’s been no freeze on hiring of front-line workers, and you
know that from previous questions that we’ve had in the
Assembly in that regard. But I can tell you that this was very care-
fully thought out, that the increase that you see from the $27
million to the $40 million, the $13 million, was due to what we
know from experience and research, what our caseload increase is
and what our volume increase is overall.

We projected a significant increase in intakes, and that was by 6
per cent over the 12-month period, and we’re also seeing an in-
crease in permanency for our children, the permanency
programming, which is good, and that’s about 12 per cent. So the
monthly average: there are about 3,200 children that receive our
supports for permanency, and that’s through our child and family

service authorities and through our delegated First Nations agen-
cies, which I know you have a keen interest in.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. A trend I’ve noticed over the last number
of years is a greater amount of contracting out. Now, I understand,
if we’re just talking from a fiscal point of view, that the farther
along the line of the contracting out of a service, the less expen-
sive it is, but I'm wondering if that’s fair to children. Is it fair, for
example, that a social worker out of university, working directly
under the umbrella of the government, receives $65,000 for the
services that they provide whereas a person on a contracted-out
basis, same education and same experience, has a $35,000 in-
crease? In terms of fairness to the workforce and the quality of
service provided to children based on caseload, is this an accepta-
ble way to do our accounting?

Mrs. Fritz: The child and family services authority does have, as
I indicated to you, front-line workers with our caseworkers and
our caregivers overall, and they work closely with our agencies.
Yes, there are contracts through the child and family services au-
thorities with the agencies, but they work hand in hand. This
increase overall really is about supporting as they go back to the
increase in caseload and the volume increase and to create greater
permanency for our children that are in care. So that means, then,
that we find permanent homes for children by committing this
financial support and other services to private guardians and adop-
tive parents after they assume guardianship. But it works hand in
hand, contracting out and the permanent staff through the CFSAs.

Mr. Chase: In terms of costs has there been an analysis done in
terms of preparing the supplementary budget as to how much it
costs to keep a child within their home with a little extra support
for the parents, possibly some food subsidies and so on, as op-
posed to the costs of legal intervention, of foster care provision,
the whole process of taking a child out of a circumstance that with
a little bit more support could possibly retain them? Have there
been any studies or algorithms or looking at what it costs to keep a
child in a secure home versus taking them out even on a tempo-
rary basis with the hope of returning them?

Mrs. Fritz: [ can say to you, through the chair, that we have had
12,269 children and youth that were receiving our child interven-
tion services between April to December of 2010, and 7,129 were
aboriginal; 2,500 of those children and youth received family en-
hancement services, and 37 per cent were aboriginal.

The reason why I want you to be clear about those numbers is
related to your question. Every child is unique, and every need
they have — it just relates totally to that child. I can tell you that
with all the different cases that I have seen, whether we provide
respite care to assist the parents, whether it’s training, you know,
education and whatnot to assist the child, whether it’s the cost of
recreation, the overall cost of living: every single one is a unique
cost. Do we have a defined average, that we’re only going to fund
to that average? The answer is no. It’s based on what we know
overall in the budget, what the demand is.

An area that I know you’re interested in is the increase in au-
tism, for example, family supports for the children with
disabilities area as well. You saw that increase here, and that, too,
is all because of the unique needs of the child.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.
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Mr. Chase: Thank you very much. I thoroughly understand
what’s in the “best interest of the child,” and I realize that every
child is unique, and we have to develop programs that recognize
their uniqueness. Having been a teacher for 34 years, I know that
the composition of your class, like the composition of a caseload,
can make a great difference to the expectations. But when these
children are in crisis, is there at least a potential upper limit for
what is considered a manageable caseload so that a person is able
to actually work towards, if at all possible, reintegrating the child
with their family? Have you set maximums for caseloads?

Mrs. Fritz: Each child and family services authority in their own
local regions, their jurisdictions, know the needs of the children in
the area, and they also know the capacity for the worker. Depend-
ing on who that family and that child or those children within that
home are with, as the worker you would look at what is needed for
intense supports for various children and their critical needs. Some
are very medically fragile children, and they have very, very high
needs. That means that for the caseworker, too, they may be only
able to handle five cases.

8:10

Other areas may be families that are siblings that are together,
that are a family that are able to participate overall in the commu-
nity as a whole without, you know, very many needs at all
medically, for example. When I talk about medically fragile, some
are very medically fragile; some may not have those needs. That
caseworker may be able to handle 15 cases. Some may be able to
handle 20.

It’s just entirely up to what the volume is, based on, as you said,
the complexities of the cases and the experience of the worker.
There are many factors. It’s very complex in how that is put in
place. It’s not based on just a formula.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. I realize that formulaic approaches to
human beings are not a particularly practical way of solving prob-
lems.

One of the circumstances that I’ve encountered is the number of
court appearances that caseworkers have to undergo. Obviously,
while they’re in court — and court appearances can be delayed and
rebooked and rescheduled and take up a tremendous amount of a
caseworker’s time — they’re not being able to deal with the other
cases. How does the system distribute that workload so that when,
say, a caseworker is in court, the needs of the other children are
being dealt with? Is there sort of a substitute circumstance within
Children and Youth Services that avoids lengthy waits due to
court procedures?

The Deputy Chair: The hon. minister.

Mrs. Fritz: Thank you, Mr. Chair. In the offices that I’ve been to
— and there have been many — the front-line workers gather in the
mornings with their caseloads. They have a board, and they list on
the board what that worker has for activity during the day, and
they distribute that work. I would think that if court takes up a lot
of time for a caseworker, if that’s the case, if that’s a truism, then
another caseworker would assist with the handling of the calls that
may come in regarding any family. But the worker does manage
their own caseload, and if they need assistance, they have other
people that can assist them, whether it’s their supervisors or
whomever, in the field along with them.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. Does the age of a child determine the
potential reunification and speed? Like, if a mother is judged to be
capable and she has left a disputing partner, or it could be a father
who has left a mother where, you know, there was antagonism in
the household — without going into names or anything, I’ve re-
cently been involved in Calgary in a case of a two-month-old
child. Part of the child’s nourishment came from breastfeeding,
but the child is also on formula, so it isn’t an absolute necessity.
When the child was taken away by Children and Youth Services,
the mother was taken to the remand centre for a couple of unpaid
LRT tickets. She’s still working. She’s in a new home, new situa-
tion, no longer with the individual that caused the ruckus.

I’m using this as an example. When there is that youth and the
bonding with the mother is so crucial, is there a fast-tracking
process to judge the safety of the home, the capability of the par-
ent in order to provide the child with that bonding experience
that’s so important?

Mrs. Fritz: I think what’s working really well — and this has been
evolving over the last 24 months — is what we’ve talked about
before for outcome-based cases. What’s working well is an
agency working with the worker, the child and family services
authorities worker. The agency and the front-line worker for the
CFSA now go together to the home. If they go to the home that
you described and they have a young infant and the mother for
whatever reason is going to be separated from that infant for a
period of time, they work together to ensure that the infant visits
with the mother and that bonding continues to occur. You know,
I’ve heard of cases that you’re describing as well. But they work
together in order to do that. The real issue is to create permanency
and to have that child back with the mother, the father, the family
as quickly as possible with the right supports and resources in
place so that they can keep them safe. That creates stability within
the family.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. One of the holdups is the psychological
assessment. In your opinion — and I know it’s a bit of a wish list
question — within the system, within Children and Youth Services,
or through the contracting out of the psych assessments do you
believe we have sufficient individuals conducting those assess-
ments so they can be done early on, with a potential reunification
if the assessment and other observational tools — the quality of the
home, et cetera — turn out to be acceptable? I’'m concerned. For
example, with learning disabilities in the school system we have
very few psychologists. Are you of the opinion that we’re getting
close to the right ratio of psychologists to families in terms of
reunification?

The Deputy Chair: Hon. members, the Solicitor General and
Minister of Public Security has asked the minister if he could also
supplement the previous answer.

Mrs. Fritz: Thank you. Yes.

Mr. Oberle: Thank you so much, Mr. Chair. I think I should point
out in the interest of the integrity of the child welfare system in
this province and the police and court system — the member in his
previous question alleged an incident that he’s aware of in which a
breastfeeding mother of a two-month-old child was put in remand
because of nonpayment of LRT tickets. I think the member should
probably table some evidence of that in order that the minister or
the Solicitor General can react to that. I wouldn’t for a second
want to leave Albertans with the impression that that was possible.
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Mr. Chase: I’ll be glad to supply that information to both minis-
tries. The problem is that it did occur. As I say, I’ll have to give
you the details in private. I’'m not making allegations; this is the
reality of the case.

Mr. Oberle: Well, you made the allegation in the House; you
should table the information in the House.

Mr. Chase: I’ll be glad to do that. Thank you.

Back to the minister on the question with regard to psych as-
sessments and the number of people performing them. Are we
getting close to what you think is a manageable amount so that
cases aren’t delayed based on waiting for a psych assessment?

Mrs. Fritz: I’'m just going to ask that you elaborate just a bit more
on that, if you’re talking about children with mental health needs
or if you’re talking about psych assessments. You’d like that for
every child in care? If you could just elaborate.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. I'm sorry if I wasn’t clear. At some point
in the process of returning a child to their parent, the parent is
going to undergo, at least the parents that I’ve dealt with, some
kind of a psychological assessment as to their fitness as a parent or
their potential for developing the skills necessary to provide for
the needs of the child. As I mentioned, in education the number of
psychologists is very limited. Therefore, for the kids who have
learning disabilities the old-fashioned coding takes forever. It can
take, you know, a year or longer.

Within Children and Youth Services do we have a greater num-
ber of available psychologists to do the assessments, which will
then in turn provide a base of possibility for returning a child if the
assessment of the parent is found to be acceptable?

8:20

Mrs. Fritz: 1 can say that I’ve not found that there’s been any
barrier in any way to assessments based on a lack of qualified
professional psychologists.

The Deputy Chair: Any other questions for the Minister of Chil-
dren and Youth Services? The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold
Bar.

Mr. MacDonald: I have one, Mr. Chairman. I was looking at the
budget estimates for the year 2010-11, and certainly my question
would be reflected in those budget estimates. This ministry cut
nearly $27 million from child intervention within the original
budget. Now it needs an increase of $40 million just to make it
through to the end of the year. May I ask in regard to the case files
what basis was made at this time last year to remove the $27 mil-
lion from that budget, that is obviously now needed and more?
Thank you.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. minister.

Mrs. Fritz: Thank you. As I indicated, the $27 million has been
replaced through this $40 million, so that’s, you know, back into
the base. Also, the $13 million is into the base for a total of $40
million. That’s due to an increase in caseload and an increase in
volume and the great success that we’re having for increased per-
manency for children. In child intervention what we work toward
is creating permanent homes for children through adoption,
through close, close kinship care. That’s what this funding is be-
ing utilized for. The cases really are a lot more complex as well.

The Deputy Chair: Any further questions?

Culture and Community Spirit

The Deputy Chair: Any questions? The hon. Member for
Calgary-Buffalo.

Mr. Hehr: Well, thank you, Mr. Chair, and thanks for allowing
me this opportunity to ask a question in supplementary supply
here. Just to give the minister a little bit of background, I'm going
to ask a question on the grants process going to the Art Gallery of
Alberta. I think in this budget you’re requesting some 2 and a half
plus million dollars for a capital grant to the Art Gallery of
Alberta, which we understand to be a major item of capital expen-
diture presumably related to the new gallery.

This gallery opened in early 2010. According to the gallery’s
2009 report the province contributed $15 million from the lottery
fund and another $12 million from the major community facilities
program prior to 2009, and the federal government contributed
another $10 million from its building Canada fund in 2009. So
we’re wondering what this capital is for. Why was this expense
not anticipated in the budget for the current fiscal year?

The Deputy Chair: The hon. minister.

Mr. Blackett: Well, thank you. It’s a very good question. The
reason is that upon completion of the project the Art Gallery of
Alberta realized that they had cost overruns in the amount of $3
million. The government of Alberta had put in $27 million. We
didn’t want to see them have to eat into their operating revenue to
be able to pay off that deficit, so we asked for an increase of $2.6
million to offset that cost so that they will be able to move on and
start on a solid financial footing.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. I was very pleased, as obviously was the
Member for Edmonton-Centre, about the success of your trip
down to Hollywood and some of the potential shoots. Good news.
Then the bad news. It seems that the film studios, if I heard cor-
rectly, at Olympic Park are being at least temporarily put on hold.
Am [ wrong in that, or are the film studios going ahead?

Then maybe I can just ask about the completion date or the
hoped-for completion date: all well?

Mr. Blackett: The film studio and the Alberta creative hub we
have all intentions of trying to move forward. We haven’t allo-
cated money in the budget for it yet, but where we are in the
process: we’re looking at a facility at Canada Olympic Park, and
it’s going to be three levels of government plus a contribution
from the private sector.

We advanced $1.2 million to Calgary Economic Development
to finish their business case and hire a consortium called Lawson
Projects, a combination of architects, engineering firm, and real
estate expertise, to look at the feasibility of that site to make sure
that the way we operate it is going to be the best possible way. We
have the management team in place. Before we go and put money
towards it, we want to make sure that we have everything in place
and that we have indeed chosen the best site. We’re at that point
now where we’re trying to get to the financial negotiations on the
land, come up with a price that WinSport Canada has given to us
that we can accept. We’re in the process of negotiating it as we
speak.

Mr. Chase: 1 guess it’s asking you to do a crystal ball here.
You’ve got a very good relationship with WinSport. We saw the
three arenas coming up very quickly. A very successful project.
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I’'m guessing that with that established relationship it’s potentially
a done deal, especially if the feds come in and support your pro-
vincial efforts. Getting to the bid process, can you guess as to
whether we’re a year out or less in terms of knowing what co-
operative circumstance you’re facing?

Mr. Blackett: Well, that will be determined by Treasury Board
when I go to them and apply for the monies for the provincial
portion. I’m hoping to do that sooner rather than later. Once we
get that confirmation, then we’ll be able to tell you in a much
more orderly fashion what the timeline will be. Construction of
the sound stages, for instance, shouldn’t take more than six
months.

The Deputy Chair: Any other questions for the minister? Okay.

Employment and Immigration

Mr. Chase: One of the overall concerns I have, Mr. Minister, is
with immigrants and support for immigrants, particularly the chil-
dren of immigrants. I know it doesn’t come up when we’re
dealing with temporary foreign workers. Immigrant children and
immigrant workers took a double hit. Their children took a hit in
Education with cutbacks to English as a second language pro-
gramming. Then within the Ministry of Employment and
Immigration there was a hit to language and ESL programming.
Are you not concerned, with the provincial nominee program and
the successes that we’ve had there, that if you cut funding for
language programming, that’s going to put unnecessary barriers in
the way of full employment for immigrants in Alberta?

Mr. Lukaszuk: Mr. Chairman, I would love to answer that ques-
tion, but I would first have to ask this hon. member to elaborate
further on whether he’s talking about the budget for this year for
this ministry, that’s tabled and hasn’t yet been debated, or talking
about the supplementary estimates that we are discussing today? 1
have a distinct feeling that he’s trying to get me into a debate on
this year’s budget, and I’m not prepared to do that with him.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. To the contrary. We’ll have that discus-
sion in the 30 minutes provided to me during the budget.

Where I’'m coming from, Mr. Minister, is that within the sup-
plementary supply budget — $18,009,000 — I don’t see anything
directed towards retraining, language programs, literacy, toss in
Alberta Works if you want to extend it beyond strictly the immi-
grant circumstance, and also the idea of upgrading. You know the
joke about if you’re going to get sick, the best place to be sick is
in a cab. I’'m concerned that language, upgrading, and retraining
aspects are missing in the sup supply. Possibly you can direct me
to where they are, but [ don’t see them.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. minister.

Mr. Lukaszuk: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. In the last round of
budgeting last year this ministry and this department did some
very careful and responsible estimating on what will be required
to provide Albertans with the services and programs that they
require. We have done so in those particular categories. That’s
why we have not needed any supplemental funding to operate and
provide the services during the fiscal year up until the budget of
this year.

8:30

Supplemental estimates are only for areas where additional ex-
penses have been incurred that were not foreseeable and could not
have been predicted by this department in any way possible. So, no,
we are not asking right now for additional funding for provision of
integration services, English as an additional language services,
because all of those programs have been adequately estimated in the
initial budget and have been and will continue to be delivered.

Mr. Chairman, where this ministry is asking for additional fund-
ing is in the areas that no one, frankly, could have predicted. All of
the asks that you see before you today are as a result of unantici-
pated caseload growth, mostly in areas of low-income assistance for
our clients.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. I’'m very sincere in asking these ques-
tions. I realize that budgets aren’t prepared overnight. Obviously,
there was a fair amount of discussion, I think, as you’ve men-
tioned and other members have mentioned, about the preparation
of the budget in general. But then three days later — and I can’t
imagine that the supplementary budget occurred just in a three-day
process. Obviously, you mentioned caseloads have increased. Is
there not a little bit of a disconnect between having had a budget
just brought down and then a very short time later realizing a se-
ries of deficiencies that need increased funding in the form of a
supplementary budget? I understand, for example, come the fall,
you know, changes in oil prices and so on, changes in employment
trends and needs, where you’d ask for a change in your supple-
mentary budget. It’s the close proximity of the two processes that
I would appreciate the explanation for.

Mr. Lukaszuk: Mr. Chairman, not for a moment do I doubt this
member’s sincerity. I’m sure he cares about the programs we deliver
and that he understands the amount of work that goes into putting a
budget together. But with all due respect, what I am doubting is the
member’s understanding of what it is that we are actually doing
today.

Mr. Chairman, the estimates, the additional funding that I’'m ask-
ing this House to provide this ministry with, is in addition to last
year’s budget. We have reached the third quarter of last year’s
budget, and we had unforeseen growth in caseloads, especially in
income supports caseloads, which then translates also to medical
services benefit cards and provision of additional services, which
basically means that this ministry has run out of money in last year’s
budget. In order to fulfil our obligation to our clients and provide
them with benefits up until the end of this budget year, we require
these additional funds to be able to do so.

The budget that our minister of finance and President of the
Treasury Board just tabled three or four days ago is for next year,
and we’re not asking for any additional money to next year’s
budget. If we ever will, that will be probably around the third quar-
ter of that budget, which is exactly a year from now. So I hope we
have a clear understanding that the additional funding I’m asking for
is for last year’s budget, not this year’s budget.

That now confirms that my initial supposition was correct, that
this member is talking totally about the wrong budget. So put away
your 2010-11 budget book, pull out your 2011-12, and then we can
talk apples and apples.

Mr. Chase: | appreciate that explanation. You are right; I was
confused about the catch-up nature of the budget. I don’t know
whether it’s possible, however, when you’re preparing a budget,
to look back over the year and the needs and have a look at popu-



February 28, 2011

Alberta Hansard 99

lation, take a look at inflation, and potentially come closer in the
preparation of budgets so that the requirement — I realize that $18
million is not a significant amount of sort of carry-over.

Also, a question I would ask with regard to specifically the
caseloads. I asked the question of the Minister of Children and
Youth Services. With workers’ compensation there are going to be
individuals with more difficult cases, more difficult interpretations
as to their right to receive compensation, but will the supplemental
budget increase that you’ve provided to get us through the 2010-
2011 year provide for workers’ needs in terms of managing the
caseloads? The reason I ask this, hon. minister, is that we’ve seen
circumstances where individuals are bonused for reducing casel-
oads but not always and not obviously recognizing the needs of
the injured worker. So the question: is it sufficient? Is the caseload
reasonable?

Mr. Lukaszuk: Well, Mr. Chairman, this member is putting me
in a very difficult position because I’m trying to be as kind and
respectful as I possibly can be, but he’s making it very difficult
because of his questions. He might as well be asking me about the
Edmonton Oilers and the trades that they did last year because his
questions are as relevant to what we’re doing today as the recent
trades between the Oilers and whoever else they traded with.

The Workers” Compensation Board, Mr. Chairman, is not in
last year’s budget, it is not in this year’s budget, and it will not be
in next year’s budget. Workers’ Compensation Board is a self-
financed insurance system paid for by the employers of this prov-
ince. They assess premiums against employers based on their
expenditures and projected risk. Taxpayers are not involved in the
system at all. It doesn’t come before this House. It is not the pur-
view of our accounting.

When I'm talking, hon. member, about caseloads, I’'m actually
talking about caseloads that have to do with our budget that we are
reviewing, last year’s budget. Maybe I’ll put it in a colloquial
term. It’s a term we don’t use anymore, but maybe it’ll help him to
understand. Welfare is what we’re talking about, where it is virtu-
ally impossible to very accurately predict what the caseload will
be because under current legislation — and so it should be — any
person who presents himself or herself in our office in need and
who meets our eligibility criteria is entitled to receive some form
of financial assistance. Because of the fact that we were still on
the tail end of a recession, our caseload continued to grow. It pla-
teaued probably about six months ago and now finally started to
decrease. That is why additional funding was required to provide
these families, needy families, with much-needed social assis-
tance. That also translates, then, to a medical services card and
dental work and whatever it is that they happen to be entitled to.
So this is what we’re talking about.

Let me get this straight, Mr. Chairman, for the benefit, perhaps,
of that member. We are discussing last year’s budget following
the third quarter, not this year’s budget, and we’re discussing mat-
ters only contained in last year’s budget and not anything outside
of that that is not the purview of this House.

Mr. Chase: And I appreciate that. Basically, I agree with you that
Alberta Works is a form of welfare. It helps individuals to retrain.
It provides them with subsidies for living. It provides them with
not a wage, necessarily, that they can operate on, but it does pro-
vide help. Now, my understanding — and I know you’ll correct me
if I’'m wrong — is that the money for Alberta Works has basically
either been frozen or levelled off, and I don’t see it helping people
out in the tail part of the last quarter that you’re referencing. Are
you concerned going forward or just getting through our last quar-
ter that there is going to be sufficient funding in Alberta Works to

keep people retrained, living in an affordable accommodation?
Help me here if you can, please.

Mr. Lukaszuk: Mr. Chairman, that’s a tall order, but I’'ll do my
best. Again, when a minister approaches this House in the third
quarter asking for additional supplemental funding for the minis-
try for the last quarter, it is not to say that all of a sudden in the
last quarter with some additional money there will be some catch-
up work done. This ministry’s and this government’s obligation to
Albertans in need is ongoing and consistent based on eligibility
criteria.

At the beginning of every budget that the minister tables for the
next budgetary year based on best available information, we esti-
mate what our caseload will be, how many thousands of Albertans
will be relying on various forms of social assistance. We then
quantify that into dollars, and with that number we go to the Trea-
sury Board, and we ask them to put that number into next year’s
budget.

8:40

Now, if next year we find out that, for example, fewer Albertans
decided to turn up in our offices and ask for additional dollars, if
there are surplus dollars, they go back to the Treasury. If the op-
posite takes place, as happened last year — additional individuals
continued to show up — we run into a third quarter basically run-
ning our account dry. So we show up today before this House, and
we ask for additional dollars to basically allow us to provide ongo-
ing, steady services to Albertans who happen to be on our
caseload right now. Then as of March 31 the new budget will kick
in, and we’ll carry on providing the very same services.

So there is no up and down in the provision of services. There is
no influx of services, because we just have received additional
dollars. The eligibility is basically the same. We just need to ex-
tend the dollars to be able to cover the last three months of the
year to get us to the new budget, which then will provide us with
ongoing funding.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. I’'m aware that the computer program
caused a large glitch in terms of getting the money to the people
that needed it. I’'m not talking about that part of it.

What I did ask — and possibly you didn’t hear my question —
was that we saw a growing trend in the fall of people needing to
access Alberta Works funding. In the budget declaration there was
a rather rosy picture of 40,000 new jobs for Albertans, which
would suggest that people were finding work and weren’t neces-
sarily going back to school for retraining. Is this why only $18
million was asked for, because the projections that your depart-
ment is making along with the Treasury suggest we’re going to be
out of this recession faster than we were looking at? I mean, how
much is based on the reality of the increased fall caseload continu-
ing on into the spring as opposed to everybody is going to find
work faster rather than later?

Mr. Lukaszuk: [ think I already answered this question. Mr.
Chairman, I have to remind this member that today is February 28.
The new budget kicks in April 1. This ministry has not stopped
providing services because we ran into our third quarter and there
was no more money, nor will this ministry start providing more
lucrative services to anyone if and when this committee approves
supplemental funding.

Mr. Chairman, there is a very consistent set of eligibility criteria
for any and all Albertans that come to our office. If they meet that
criteria, they receive the benefits irrespective of what the situation
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is. When there are more Albertans qualifying for benefits, that
puts the minister at the end of third quarter in a position to come
and ask for additional dollars so that all of those benefits are
funded. You will not find any difference in provision of services.
As a matter of fact, you know, there is only one month left. How
and why would anybody anticipate that the levels of programs
would suddenly change?

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Mr. MacDonald: Yes. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I have one
question for the hon. minister. I'm looking at the $53 million re-
quest for income supports due to higher caseloads in the 2010-11
budget estimates. I see where the amount that we were to budget
for people on income supports, people expected to work or work-
ing, was reduced from $254 million forecast for 2009-10 down to
$230 million. Now the minister is before the House tonight look-
ing for that money to be put back into the budget, essentially.
You’re looking for — I’ve just got to find it here — yes, $30.2 mil-
lion. The reference, element 2.5.2.

That indicates to me that that original budget, the cut in that
budget, was inaccurate and inappropriate. I would ask the minister
to explain the rationale for why this budget was initially reduced
from $254 million to $230 million, and now, of course, we’re
essentially asking for that amount of money back. How was that
decision made?

Mr. Lukaszuk: Well, the decision was made in a very predictable
way. The member was a part of that decision-making process
because last year this minister appeared before the estimates
committee and I walked the opposition and all members interested
in attending that committee line by line on how it is that we built
last year’s budget. The fact of the matter, Mr. Chairman, is that
the economic recovery was somewhat delayed relative to our ex-
pectation. Our caseload did not plateau and start decreasing on our
Alberta Works files as we anticipated it would but actually grew
further into the year and now just started to drop. That is the
change in the numbers.

The fact of the matter is that we utilize the best information
available in setting our budget. We look at economic conditions,
we look at employment conditions, we predict how many indi-
viduals will be requiring our assistance, and we put the best
available number forward. It is natural that there would be a vari-
ance because the economy and the rate of recovery for our
economy was not very predictable. However, we are living up to
our obligation to Albertans, and we will continue to provide them
with adequate services.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Calgary-Buffalo to the
same minister.

Mr. Hehr: Thank you, Mr. Chair. I’ve been following with some
interest the debate that has been going on here tonight. I heard
some of the explanation given by the hon. minister that work does
not stop in his ministry on February 28, when he comes into this
thing. If people are in need, they receive services from his depart-
ment, and they receive no greater service after this date than they
did before and the like. If that’s his explanation, why budget for
your department? Why not just say that anyone who comes in for
need — if that truly is what you say happens, why even budget for
it? If people have a need for it — you know, are you just saying
that’s how you guys did it? Is this sup supply exercise merely an
exercise in futility, or do your budgets mean something there? If
we’re out of money, we’re going to be out of money.

Mr. Lukaszuk: Well, Mr. Chairman, that is an unusual position
to take from the opposite side. Number one, obviously every min-
istry has to budget an estimate of what their expenditures will be
so that our minister of finance can do his work for the government
of Alberta. But this member right now is suggesting to me that as
of the third quarter, when this ministry ran out of money, we
should have put up closed signs in all of our welfare offices, as
you wish to call them, and said: please don’t bother showing up in
our office for the next three months; there will be no cheques or
services issued.

That is not the position of this government, Mr. Chairman. We
have a fiduciary duty to those who are in need, and we are com-
mitted to assisting them in any way possible on their road to
recovery to full independence and self-sufficiency. So I certainly
hope that this member is being sarcastic and he’s not asking this
ministry to basically withhold provision of any and all social ser-
vices to Albertans for the last three months of this quarter.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity to the
same minister.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. I realize this isn’t 2 in the morning, but
I’d like to see greater respect. The hon. minister in his previous
life was a teacher, and I can’t imagine that he spoke to his students
in the same ofthand, all-knowing attitude. I would appreciate re-
spect being shown. Respect has to be earned. I understand that.
But when we ask a question, even if you don’t consider it to be
important, I would appreciate that you do your best to answer that
question.

8:50

When 1 asked about caseloads, I was in fact talking about two
separate items. I was talking about the Alberta Works caseload,
which you rightly refer to as a type of welfare program, which it
is. I have no problem with that. But you also indicated that you
saw a growing trend in the fall with increased caseloads, and
therefore there is a requirement to get an increase in funding to see
us through, even if it’s the next month. I’m aware that on April 1
we have a new budget, which will hopefully be satisfactory until
more is required in the fall, as you explained.

In terms of asking for this increased $18 million, is the $18
million just to get us through the month of March, and that’s why
you’re not concerned about the growing cases from the fall in-
creasing even further in the spring? If you could possibly answer
that specific question, I would understand better what you’re try-
ing to point out to us.

Mr. Lukaszuk: Mr. Chairman, I think I have tried to answer these
questions the best that I can. This member initially stood up and
was asking me questions about the wrong budget. Then he stood
up and was asking me questions about WCB. To extend that to an
analogy of a teacher, you know, it’s very analogous to him show-
ing up in a physics class and handing in his essay on Shakespeare,
because that’s exactly, really, what happened.

The fact is, Mr. Chairman, that we are asking for a supplemen-
tal amount of $65,244,000 together with $31,794,000, made
available from lower than budgeted spending in other programs.
That is the whole amount. Yes, it is to carry us over from today
until the new budget kicks in on April 1. Those are the dollars
required to carry on with programs based on the very same
amount of service and eligibility criteria. That’s what it’s really all
about. It’s a process that this member has been involved in for a
number of years already. There is nothing new about it, and the
line of questioning is really quite surprising.
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Mr. Chase: Well, if nothing else, I provide surprises.

My next question has to do with the relationship of the Work-
ers’ Compensation Board to Employment and Immigration. In
Public Accounts when we called for Employment and Immigra-
tion, there was no representative from the Workers’ Compensation
Board that showed, although my understanding is that it comes
under the governance of Employment and Immigration. You men-
tioned that it’s strictly a taxable program. It’s based on employers
covering injuries and individuals putting away funds and so on.
My concern is how you can just simply absent yourself from the
governance of workers’ compensation. Specifically to workers’
compensation, are you saying that as the Minister of Employment
and Immigration you have nothing to do with the conduct, the
governance of caseloads and support for injured workers in work-
ers’ compensation? Are they completely independent? You have
no governance nor a fiduciary or administrative role in workers’
compensation?

Mr. Lukaszuk: I am not saying anything about workers’ compen-
sation, Mr. Chairman, nor will I be saying anything about
workers’ compensation because this discussion is not about work-
ers’ compensation.

Mr. Chairman, with the indulgence of this House, let me tell
you what it is that ’'m asking for. I’'m asking for supplemental
estimates for program planning and delivery, $8,423,000; career
development services, $11,190,000; basic skills and academic
upgrading, $487,000. Under health benefits for the Alberta adult
health benefit, $7,006,000; people expected to work or working
receiving assistance, $4,706,000; people not expected to work,
$7,675,000. Under income supports I’m asking for supplemental
dollars for people expected to work or working receiving addi-
tional top-up benefits of $30,261,000; people not expected to
work, $22,967,000; labour relations policy and legislation devel-
opment, $127,000; employment standards, enforcement and
regional services, $553,000; foreign qualification recognition to
build our labour force, $1,253,000; and for a federal community
development trust an additional $2,040,000.

All together on a balance sheet, Mr. Chairman, it adds up to
$65,244,000. That is what I’m asking for, and that is what will be
voted on at the end of this particular session.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. Coming at it from a different angle, if I
heard your amount correctly, you’re saying that it’s going to take
$65 million to get us through this next month in terms of the re-
quirements for the various programs. Twice you mentioned in
your categories millions of dollars for people not expected to re-
turn to work, if I heard you correctly. Can you give me a sense of
what individuals would fall into that category of not expected to
return to work and if there isn’t a relationship between workers’
compensation and the not expected to return to work individuals
that you’re talking about?

Mr. Lukaszuk: Mr. Chairman, there is no relationship between
workers’ compensation and those not expected to work. Those are
individuals who, unfortunately, have multiple barriers to employ-
ment. There could be illness. There could be unforeseeable life
circumstances that happen to people from time to time. It could be
lifestyle choices. It could be addictions. There could be a number
of reasons why an individual at a given period of time, upon an
assessment, is not expected to work right now but will be provided
assistance, counselling, whatever is required, and one day will be
expected to return to work.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. Thank you for that explanation. It’s the:
one day they will be expected to return to work. My experience is
that benefits get cut off as a way of forcing a person back to work
potentially before they’re ready to assume those responsibilities.
How do you, within the program you just described, determine a
person’s ability to return to work and make sure that all the medi-
cal assessments, whether it’s psychological or physical, have been
thoroughly examined so that we’re not putting that person or the
workers around that person into a dangerous situation? If they’re
no longer capable of returning to work, how do we determine that
date of readiness?

Mr. Lukaszuk: Mr. Chairman, it’s a complex decision. It varies
from person to person as circumstances are as individual as we
are. The fact is that our offices, our labour market information
centres — there are 59 of them throughout the province — meet with
these clients frequently and provide them with support services.
Some require forms of counselling. Some require some vocational
retraining. Some may require simply building up their capacity to
work; their lifestyle needs to turn around. We have a variety of
programs provided either directly or indirectly through not-for-
profit agencies and others. At the end of the day every single
Albertan is encouraged to work to the maximum of their capacity.

Some individuals, unfortunately, may not be fully independent
of some form of assistance for a long period of time or ever, but
services are extended to them to the best of our ability until we
find that they are able to earn a living for themselves. We have
also restructured our benefits, where a person can actually receive
our benefits but supplement them with income because that allows
them a possibility of entering the workforce and, hopefully, one
day becoming independent of social assistance.

The focus of the entire program is return to work. Any and all
effort is exerted to assist that person to get back to or enter for a
first time the world of employment.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. Hopefully, this falls within the purview
because you were talking about those who can’t return to work.
To what extent have you cross-ministerial discussions or connec-
tions with, for example, a person being tracked to AISH where it’s
determined that due to injury or due to mental capacity or some
circumstance they can no longer work? I also understand the dif-
ference between long-term disability that we as teachers were able
to access and workers’ compensation. If you could talk about your
cross-ministry initiatives and if that’s reflected in the budget.

9:00

Mr. Lukaszuk: Well, Mr. Chairman, I clearly just listed what is
included, and I did not mention AISH, so it wasn’t. There is an
ongoing relationship between this department and that of seniors
and community development. If we have clients in the not-
expected-to-work category and we find that their barriers are so
complex and they’re medical or involve mental health illness,
those clients are assisted, actually, in filling out AISH applica-
tions. If the medical community supports the client, the client
often will be transferred seamlessly from the benefits under this
department to that of AISH.

Mr. Chase: Thank you.

The Deputy Chair: Any other questions?
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Environment

The Deputy Chair: Any questions to the Minister of Environ-
ment? The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Mr. MacDonald: Yes. Thank you very much. Now, as I under-
stand it, the supplementary amount of $1.6 million is requested
under expense and equipment/inventory purchases together with
$7.8 million made available from lower than budget spending in
other programs, and this is to provide 9 and a half million dollars
as part of the Bassano dam settlement with the Siksika First Na-
tion. This amount represents $8.4 million in discontinuances and
releases and a 2010-11 access payment of $1 million, and there
are nonbudgetary disbursements for $12.8 million also requested
for the Bassano dam settlement agreement with the Siksika First
Nation.

What specific programs provided the $7.8 million from lower
than budgeted spending? That would be my first question, Mr.
Chairman, to the hon. minister.

My second one — I may as well get them on the record — is: why
is the ministry requesting the supplementary amount of $12.8
million for prepayments of future year expenses? Or do I have that
wrong? Why not budget for that in the necessary year?

Thank you.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. minister.

Mr. Renner: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The member is abso-
lutely correct. The entire request that we have before the House
this evening is to deal with the settlement with the Siksika Nation
with respect to the Bassano dam. That settlement was, in fact,
$22.32 million. It consists of $9.54 million for discontinuance of
all litigation and release of the claims on the first annual access
payment that the member actually referred to, plus $12.78 million
to prepay annual access payments for the next 14 years.

Mr. Chairman, the reason that the $12.78 million is a nonbudg-
etary disbursement is because it will have to be incorporated into
our budget over the next 12 years. If the member would look
ahead, he’ll see that we have actually budgeted $1.088 million
next year to cover the payments for next year, and that same allo-
cation will be in the subsequent years. That was part of the
negotiated settlement that was arrived at. It was a settlement for a
long-standing dispute over land and access to the Bassano dam on
Siksika First Nation land, and that was the settlement that was
agreed to.

As for the offsetting amount of $7.869 million, this is deferred
funding of Ecotrust funds. In 2009 we entered into a number of
clean energy partnerships aimed at improving a number of initia-
tives. Each of those initiatives had various milestones that had to
be achieved before payments would accrue, and in some cases
some of those projects, for various reasons, have not met those
milestones, so the dollars that would be allocated to them will
float through to them in future years. That’s the reason for the
deferral. In addition, three projects approved in 2010 have now
been cancelled, so those funds will be then reallocated and made
available in future years as well.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you.
The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. I realize that the money, almost $13 mil-
lion, is very specific to the Bassano dam project. 1 thoroughly
understand that. I’m just wondering, in your supplementary budg-
ets and as an indicator of where we’re potentially headed in terms

of funding priorities, if there was any consideration of increasing
either air or water monitoring, particularly in the oil sands area.
This doesn’t appear to be, at least from a supplementary point of
view, a priority. Am I wrong? Can you give me hope that within
your regular budget that funding is there, and we’re not being
reliant on industry to provide us with gradations of pollution?

Mr. Renner: Mr. Chairman, we’re getting into a line of question-
ing very similar to the line of questioning that we had with the
previous ministry. This is dealing with supplementary requisition
for the past fiscal year. The member is asking questions that relate
to my budget in the next fiscal year, and I look forward to having
a deep and intense discussion at that time, but this is not the ap-
propriate time to enter into that discussion.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you, and I’ll try to possibly phrase the question
differently. The only environmental concern that is necessary to
be dealt with for this next month, the month of March, is the pay-
ing off, basically, of a treaty or a land claims agreement. There
aren’t any other environmental concerns that require tide-over
funding for this next month. Is that correct?

Mr. Renner: Well, Mr. Chair, I’'m very proud to say that the ad-
ministration in my department has worked very diligently to
ensure that we live within the allocated budget that was approved
by this Assembly last year, and the current programs that we have
in place will be adequately funded through until the end of March
of this fiscal year, and then we will begin to use the allocation
that, hopefully, this Legislature will see fit to approve for next
year. So no further requests are asked for, and I’'m proud to say no
further requests are required at this time.

The Deputy Chair: Any other questions?

Infrastructure

The Deputy Chair: Any questions for the Minister of Infrastruc-
ture?

Mr. Chase: A common approach for both the Liberals and the
Wildrose, although we seem to be at ideological odds, is the
spreading out of the infrastructure dollars over, say, a three- to
five-year period. I don’t see any recognition. I know we’re now
only talking about the month of March, but does the Ministry of
Infrastructure believe that it’s prudent to push through at our ex-
pense the buildings as represented by this sup supply? I realize
we’re just talking about the last month, but I'm trying to look at it
as a harbinger of either greater or lesser things to come.

9:10

Mr. Danyluk: Well, I'm not exactly sure where you were going
with that, right? But let me just say that this is probably one of the
most unusual circumstances for supplementary supply, and that is
because the funding for capital for infrastructure was in Alberta
Health Services, okay? Infrastructure this past year has taken it
over, so all I’'m asking for is the $57.6 million that was there to
come back into infrastructure so that I can continue to fund the
same projects that Alberta Health Services was going to fund any-
way. So it’s not really asking for any additional funds but is what I
would consider bookkeeping. Thank you.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. So we could look at it, basically, as a
transfer of funds because of a transfer of authority?
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Mr. Danyluk: Yes, very much so.
Mr. Chase: Thank you.

The Deputy Chair: Any other questions?

Justice

The Deputy Chair: The hon. President of the Treasury Board and
Finance and Enterprise minister.

Mr. Snelgrove: As you know, providing safe and secure commu-
nities is a priority of this government, and the safe communities
initiative certainly does that. In the fall of 2010 Health and Well-
ness informed the Treasury Board that it would lapse $12.7
million in its 2010-11 safe communities initiative budget. At the
same time Treasury Board agreed to reallocate the funds to the
safe communities budget in Justice to fully utilize the $148.5 mil-
lion allocated across all ministries to support safe communities. At
the request of the former Minister of Justice SafeCom in conjunc-
tion with partnering ministries identified priority projects
important to supporting safe communities at work. A wide range
of projects totalling $12.7 million were identified, including pro-
jects that support gang awareness, family violence, parenting,
specialized courts, mentoring, research, and knowledge transfer.

Specific projects will be announced in the near future once the
grant agreements with applicants have been finalized. The sup-
plementary supply estimates for Justice in the amount of $9.5
million will allow these priority projects to proceed. The $9.5
million is comprised of the $12.7 million of one-time additional
funding for safe communities, partially offset by the $3.2 million
in surplus funds declared by the ministry in the third-quarter fiscal
updates.

Thank you, Mr. Chair.

Mr. Hehr: So, again, this is just simply a transfer of funds within
the ministry that were devoted to the safe communities initiative. |
think that’s what the hon. member said. I’'m just wondering: will
all these plans be used up? Will these programs be announced in
this budgetary year within the next, say, month, before April 1?

Mr. Snelgrove: As soon as we’re able to have contracts in place
with the different providers that we’re doing it with, then they will
be announced. I could give you some examples without giving
you the detailed names, but in all fairness they’re in the middle of
negotiating with the different providers.

Mr. Hehr: Fair enough. Those projects have been selected?
Mr. Snelgrove: Yes.
Mr. Hehr: Fair enough.

Mr. Chase: Again I’m trying to limit my question to the month of
March, which, basically, is what we’re talking about. I do not see
— possibly you can tell me if specific funding is being directed
towards legal aid. To me one of the ways of establishing a safe
community is making sure that people are adequately represented
when they find themselves before a judge or jury circumstance. Is
any of that approximately 9 and a half million dollars directed
towards legal aid?

Mr. Snelgrove: Hon. member, no, it is not.

The Deputy Chair: Any further questions?

Municipal Affairs

The Deputy Chair: This takes us to the Minister of Municipal
Affairs.

Mr. Goudreau: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The request is for a
supplementary estimate of nearly $191 million for the Ministry of
Municipal Affairs. The majority of this request is for the 10 disas-
ter recovery and municipal wildfire assistance programs that were
established in the 2010-11 fiscal year. This money is to help
Albertans recover from the devastating effects of unpredictable
weather conditions and wildfires. In total, we implemented one
municipal wildfire assistance program and nine disaster recovery
programs. The remaining amount of the supplementary estimate
I’m requesting is for costs associated with the municipal govern-
ment board that are recovered from municipalities. As well, we
were able to identify a million dollars in savings, which is being
used to offset this supplementary estimate request. This request
will help my ministry continue to ensure Albertans can build on
the strength of their individual communities.
Thank you.

Mr. Chase: I realize disasters aren’t predictable and that, basi-
cally, you’re trying to provide insurance after a fashion and
assurance to the individuals who have been affected. Will the
amount that has been requested in supplemental supply to see the
2010-11 year to its conclusion see the people, for example, in
Irvine, many of whom are living in trailers or with relatives — will
that see sufficient seed money for them to do the reconstruction
that’s necessary? Part of the problem has been that it’s been a
separate agency that’s been determining it and then passing along
the information to the ministry as opposed to the ministry dealing
directly with it. It appears like it’s a significant amount of money,
but will it put people back in their homes and give them some
comfort with the winter basically half over?

The Deputy Chair: The hon. minister.

Mr. Goudreau: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The dollars that were
approved should be sufficient to be able to cover the costs that are
remaining for the southern Alberta disaster recovery program.
There was $200 million that was approved under that particular
program. Subsequently, that’s been readjusted to about $160 mil-
lion. The intent of the program is to bring people back to a
situation that is as close as possible to where they were before the
disaster struck.

What we’re finding is that disasters can occur very, very rap-
idly, Mr. Chairman, but the recovery can take a long time. I want
to indicate that even though we’re using a private group to assess
that, there are some strong advantages to implementing the pro-
gram and to managing the program. There are some strong
advantages for us to go that way rather than having staft full-time,
always under our payroll, to be able to deal with it. They’ve got a
contractual obligation with us to meet certain standards. Our role
is to ensure that the group providing that particular service is
meeting those standards, meeting the guidelines, and meeting the
timeframes that are identified by contract.

The dollars have so far covered the majority of the individuals
within the individual homeowners. Those are the priorities that we
had given. The second set were to the aboriginal communities and
those that experienced some damages there, then to our farm
communities. The third was to our small businesses that got af-
fected and, finally, to the municipalities that incurred some losses.
So a very extensive program, probably one of the largest disaster
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programs that we’ve had in the province of Alberta; thereby, the
need for the great amount of dollars that we have requested.

Mr. Chase: Does this significant sum of money include any form
of arbitration in the sense that a person goes through a contracted
agency and is not satisfied that their claim has been sufficiently
recognized? Does that allow for any type of arbitration or supports
for resolving the discrepancy between what a person believes
they’re owed and what the private contracted agency is giving
them?

9:20

Mr. Goudreau: Mr. Chairman, that’s an excellent question.
There’s no doubt that what individuals feel they’re owed and what
the program criteria sets out sometimes differ. We find that this
particular program is meant to cover those parts that insurance
will not cover and areas where insurance is not readily available or
not, you know, financially available to particular individuals. It
will not cover issues such as an individual having cancelled his
insurance policy or reneging or not renewing his insurance policy.
So there might still be voids.

The program allows for a review every time there’s new infor-
mation that comes to us. There’s no doubt that there are a number
of individuals where we’ve had a look at their individual files a
number of times as more information comes to light, as they find
out about more damages that were unseen before or undetermined.
As they find those, they can always come back to us for a review.
The process of review goes through the agency initially, and then
it goes through our ministry, the Alberta Emergency Management
Agency staff, and then, finally, if there are still some concerns or
issues, they come to my particular desk for review as well. Be-
cause of the initial comments from that particular program we did
make some changes to the program criteria to make sure that more
people are qualified and that they qualify for more funding.

Having said that, we’ve dealt with about 98 per cent of the ap-
plications, and the majority of the applicants are quite satisfied.
We still have a few percentages out there with some very tough
files and some files that are quite complicated.

Mr. Hehr: Just regarding the $400,000 being requested for costs
related to the new compensation assessment review boards, what
are these costs that they would be incurring?

Mr. Goudreau: Well, those are costs that are incurred by the
board for hearing appeals on assessments, and they can either hear
residential assessment appeals or industrial, commercial types of
appeals. With the changes that we’ve done within the boards
themselves, the mandate was that the added costs were there.

Now, I need to reemphasize — and I think it’s identified there
— that those costs are passed back to municipalities, so it comes
through our budget. It’s an extra cost, but those are charged back
to the individual municipalities involved.

Mr. Hehr: The compensation assessment review boards. Maybe
you could help me with what, in fact, they’re reviewing, just from
that simple viewpoint.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. minister.

Mr. Goudreau: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The reviews are on
the actual assessments for tax purposes. So a municipality will
assess a particular property at a particular level, and then if there’s
an appeal and they can’t resolve some of the decisions at the local
municipal level, it goes to a further step, and that’s this step.

Mr. Hehr: So the city and the taxpayer, whoever uses the service
or whoever wins the case, will then pay for that hearing or ser-
vice?

Mr. Goudreau: That’s right. Those costs are charged back to the
individual municipality that’s dealing with that particular assess-
ment.

Mr. Hehr: Thank you.
The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. If you could break that approximately
$200,000 ballpark into individual compensation, business com-
pensation, and sort of public works, you know, replacing roads in
municipalities that were heavy hit, kind of thing. Are you able to
give that ballpark figure?

Mr. Goudreau: Thank you. Mr. Chairman, I might remind the
individual member that it is not $200,000 but $200 million that’s
involved.

Most of the claims are quite small in relation to the full pro-
gram. We don’t anticipate having to spend the full $200 million.
Initially we’re probably averaging $4,000 to $5,000. I don’t have
those exact figures in front of me, but I could get them if you
choose to have them. But typically they’re smaller, and often it’s
to offset those extra costs that are incurred, that insurance compa-
nies will not cover.

Individual applicants are smaller. Those numbers climbed con-
siderably, and we’ve had a number with small businesses and with
the farming community as high as, say, $300,000 per applicant.
Then they jump quite dramatically when we deal with municipali-
ties who’ve had to replace 15 or 20 bridges. The one in particular
in Medicine Hat we advanced about $17 million towards some of
their anticipated costs. Those bills are still coming in and will take
a number of months to finalize.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. My last question has to do with: does any
of this money account for sort of proactive flood — I mean, I guess
you’d have fire suppression programs such as the selective log-
ging. My concern is a little bit broader in the sense of allowing
people to build on flood plains, for example, and then telling them
that they are not insured, but the developer had been permitted to
build on a flood plain. Is any of this money of sort of the educa-
tional or of the regulatory going forward to prevent disasters in the
future?

Mr. Goudreau: Mr. Chairman, that’s an excellent question. There
has been a lot of work done in terms of mitigation towards future
potential disasters. Our ministry through the Alberta Emergency
Management Agency provides a lot of support in training and
preparedness for disasters and trying to avoid or minimize disas-
ters.

We’re working with individual municipalities. I believe there
are about 60 of them that are on river plains or areas where they’re
subject to periodic flooding. We’re working with them in terms of
trying to minimize damages and minimize the development along
rivers and river valleys. Eventually municipalities are the ones that
make those final land-use decisions, albeit we are trying to work
with them to encourage development outside those particular ar-
eas.

We’re also working with our federal government. For the mem-
bers present here, once we reach a certain threshold, we qualify
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for some assistance that comes from the federal government to
offset some of these particular costs. Those are usually one, two,
or three years after the fact. Part of the federal government’s sup-
port to us is a percentage that’s used in mitigation. Now, with
what’s been happening up till now, mitigation is usually allocated
on a per individual basis, and it might include something that
might say: “Your electrical box is in the basement and always gets
damaged every time it floods. We’ll help you move it to the main
floor. We’ll help you pay for some of those extra costs that are
involved.”

We’re working along with our federal counterparts — and there
are territorial and provincial ministers — to get the federal govern-
ment to accept mitigation. As an off-the-wall example, maybe
rather than building a little dike around everybody’s house, we
build a dike around the community rather than individually. We’re
trying to convince the federal government to pool mitigation dol-
lars to be able to do a good project in the individual communities.
We anticipate that decision to come down fairly soon here.

The Deputy Chair: Any further questions?

Seniors and Community Supports
The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. I just want to hammer home the notion
that we believe that long-term care units are superior to assisted
living in terms of providing the medical assistance necessary.
However, how many units does the $39 million increase to the
affordable supportive living initiative provide for?

The Deputy Chair: The hon. minister.

Mrs. Jablonski: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I’d like to thank the
member for his question, but long-term care spaces are not within
my purview. Long-term care spaces are part of what Health and
Wellness does. I do the designated assisted living.

The $39 million was part of the ASLI grant program that came
from the capital bonds. I was granted the $50 million in my budget
for ASLI, and then I had to grab the other $39 million from the
capital bonds account. That’s why you see it here today. At this
point in time it was part of the total. In the total I had 13 projects
assigned. The total number of spaces: I’d have to check that and
provide you with that information.

9:30
The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you, Mr. Chair. The reason I ask is that, as the
minister mentioned, the original budget was $50 million, and this
increase is a 78 per cent increase. What special circumstances
transpired that required such a large immediate injection of fund-
ing? With that in mind as the backdrop, what communities are
receiving more supportive living units . . . [interjection]

The Deputy Chair: Hon. member, you have the floor.

Mr. Chase: A 78 per cent increase. The question, then: what
communities are the beneficiaries of more supportive living units
because of this increase?

Mrs. Jablonski: If I could have the number for you, hon. mem-
ber, the total number of units that the $89 million is supporting is
912. The communities that are benefiting from the 912 spaces are
Calgary, Didsbury, Edmonton, High River, Lacombe, Red Deer,
Spruce Grove, Stettler, Westlock, and Grande Prairie.

Mr. Chase: Great. Thank you.

For the $26 million increase to AISH, why is the cost of the
health-related benefits increased by $21 million from the budget?
Then TI’ll give you the second part. For the difference, the $5 mil-
lion that is going towards financial benefits: is that simply from an
increase in caseload or are recipients’ benefits changing?

Mrs. Jablonski: The $5 million that goes towards the income
benefits is definitely caseload increases the we didn’t project.
They were higher this year than in the past. Probably the recession
has a lot to do with that and the fact that there are fewer jobs. I
would also say to you that the reason that there was such an in-
crease in the health benefits is because of the pharmaceutical
programs and the increased cost of the programs themselves.
Benefits remain the same. The average amount of the medical
benefit to an AISH client is about $370 a month, but as the phar-
maceuticals increase in price, the costs increase to us as well.

Mr. Hehr: Now, I guess, then, from your year budgeted number
of how many people you thought were going to be on AISH, how
many does this increase the total number of people on AISH in the
province to at the end of the year?

Mrs. Jablonski: Right now the number of people that we have
receiving AISH is 42,000. When I first became minister, I was
saying 32,000, so you can see there is a significant increase in the
number of people on AISH.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. I appreciate that the costs of pharmaceu-
ticals have gone up, and we’ve adjusted for that. That’s a very
merciful thing for us as a government to be doing. You’ve also
indicated a significant increase in the number of AISH individu-
als. I realize that we’re restricted by this being supplemental
supply, but will that increase, at least on a temporary basis, tide us
over for what seems to be a growing wave of individuals headed
towards AISH requirements?

Mrs. Jablonski: The $26 million that we’ve asked for in these
supplemental estimates will be part of the base of the AISH
budget going into the future.

The Deputy Chair: Any further questions for the Minister of
Seniors and Community Supports?

Service Alberta

The Deputy Chair: Any questions for the minister? The hon.
Member for Calgary-Varsity.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. There is a terrific amount of concern over
security programs, and I know there are cross-ministry initiatives.
For example, the housing minister is tracking individuals across
the province requiring housing. We have the TALON project with
the police. Then within your department in the 2009-10 annual
report the minister announced that “a Chief Information Security
Office was established to develop and implement a government-
wide information security program.” Now, in 2011, the ministry is
asking for funds to create a corporate security office. Can the mi-
nister explain why she reported the establishment of the security
office as accomplished in 2010 and is now asking for funds to
create — is this the same office or added to that office, or is this a
different office?

The Deputy Chair: The hon. minister.
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Mrs. Klimchuk: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Happy to provide
some clarity on this. The reason for the supplementary estimate is
some of the things we’ve been working on with respect to the role
of the chief information officer, which resides in Service Alberta,
then working with the corporate security officer here and all the
chief information officers across all the departments. That’s one of
the reasons why there was an increased ask for this. Also, again,
working with the Auditor General and making sure we are en-
hancing the security of Albertans’ information. That is certainly
what we are doing with this supplementary ask.

The Deputy Chair: Minister of Housing and Urban Affairs, do
you wish to supplement that answer?

Mr. Denis: Yes. Thank you very much, Mr. Chair. I just wanted
to endeavour to correct the Member for Calgary-Varsity. He made
some sort of assertion that my ministry was tracking everyone
across this province. I just want to mention to this House through
the chair that that is actually not the case. We do have an identifi-
cation program that we work in conjunction with the hon. Minister
of Service Alberta. This is pursuant to strict privacy guidelines. In
fact, before we announced this program, we actually worked with
the Privacy Commissioner, and we moved on ... [interjection]
Despite the chirping from the Member for Calgary-Buffalo, I will
continue.

The identification program is just like a driver’s licence or is
simply an ID card that is used, and again very strict privacy con-
cerns are respected. In fact, I just spoke with a gentleman from
Portland, Oregon, this weekend who told me that, in fact, one of
the biggest reasons that they’ve had a big success in reducing
homeless numbers was because they had a similar identification
program.

Plus, on this I just want to mention to this member that this
identification program is on a voluntary basis. It’s designed to
help people get a leg up, start things like bank accounts. Twenty-
three percent of homeless people actually work, so instead of go-
ing to a cheque cashing place, they can actually go and open up a
bank account. These are things that any one of us takes for granted
— identification, bank accounts, basic necessities — where we can
help people get a leg up to becoming independent. It’s not an issue
about tracking people. In fact, we don’t do that. There is no Big
Brother here. It’s about treating people as individuals and giving
them some assistance where we can actually give them a leg up.

I can tell you that this identification program also shows that
you do not necessarily need to spend a lot of money to make an
impact in somebody’s life. The costs are very minimal, and the
benefits are very substantial.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. Hopefully, the minister knows that I am
not talking about or suggesting a Big Brother program. I've
worked, and I’ve seen the minister and other members of this
House. For example, the Member for Calgary-Nose Hill has par-
ticipated in homeless outreach activities at which time
identification cards were being processed. So I'm not worried
about an invasion of privacy. I realize to help people you’ve got to
have a sense of who it is you’re helping. It’s how that information
is kept which is important to me.

Under technology services, including SuperNet, in the 2010-11
budget Service Alberta’s budget was cut by 13 per cent, and its
technology services budget was cut by 21 per cent. The depart-
ment laid off over 400 employees. In November Deputy Minister
Paul Pellis told the Public Accounts Committee: “We’re providing
at least an equivalent level of service at lower cost and with less

resources . . . achieving efficiencies and getting a more standard-
ized delivery of our services across government.” And again:
“Service level expectations have been fully met” and “ministries
... are receiving a very good level of service, and we’re doing it
at a lower cost.”

It is forecast that Service Alberta will overspend its budget in
technology services by more than 30 per cent this fiscal year, will
overspend its budget for network services by 152 per cent. The
deputy minister reports delivering efficiencies and costs savings.
The minister is reporting that funds have been taken from other
programs to pay for technology services and is also requesting
additional funding to support what appears to be massive over-
spending.

9:40

Can the minister explain the inconsistencies of laying off 400
individuals, magically being able to have the same efficiencies,
and now increased supplemental supply? It has this robbing-Peter-
to-pay-Paul as opposed to sustainable programming. I sit to be
corrected.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. minister.

Mrs. Klimchuk: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Just to make it clear,
the supplementary estimate has nothing to do with the 410 FTEs
that were moved out last year. What has happened with the Su-
perNet final mile strategy and the whole technological world is
that there’s been a huge effort and a lot of work going on across
departments, a lot of collaboration, a lot of good work working in
that whole area.

With respect to some of the information and the foundational
changes we’ve made across government, that is, indeed, where
we’ve seen many savings, where government departments are
looking at information, tracking it better, looking for duplication
and standardization of services. That’s absolutely critical. That
relates, too, to the chief information officers in each of the de-
partments, making sure that Albertans’ information is tracked and
kept secure. Finally, it’s looking at how we monitor and how we
track consumption. It’s always the consumption of services that
Albertans want, but it’s also looking at the consumption of ser-
vices across government departments, making sure that we are
doing the right thing so we can serve Albertans better.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. To a significant extent your ministry
replaced what was previously known as restructuring and gov-
ernment efficiency. In other words, you’ve attempted to
consolidate those services. You're indicating through both cross-
ministerial initiatives and through the potential centralization of
services and your ministry that this is the primary way of achiev-
ing the approved efficiencies. Did I paraphrase that correctly?

Mrs. Klimchuk: That’s correct, but again just dealing with these
supplementary estimates, just focusing on the foundational infor-
mation technology, the SuperNet final mile strategy, and the
Auditor General’s recommendations, working with their good
office and making sure the information that we have is secure.
Lastly — you’re right — it’s the opportunity to partner with minis-
tries to manage and monitor consumption of services.

This is what we needed for last year, but going forward for next
year’s budget, most certainly that will be part of the budget for
next year.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.
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Mr. Chase: Thank you. We’re trying to improve our information
record keeping. In health, for example, we’ve got electronic re-
cords that can be read throughout the province to increase
efficiency of health delivery. We have the program that we’ve
questioned, the TALON. We have the tracking of individual
needs, I’ll call it, within the homeless program. Does your de-
partment have oversight of all the sort of security and information
assembling, gathering, and delivering processes, or is it through
cross-ministerial advice to these ministries that these various pro-
grams are being developed?

The Deputy Chair: The hon. minister.

Mrs. Klimchuk: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. With respect to your
question FOIP and PIPA are mandated under Service Alberta. But
it’s important to note each department has its own FOIP officer
that works with each minister in those areas. So the overarching
support — I do not have anything to do with TALON, but I do have
something to do with FOIP and PIPA, and that is, indeed, the pro-
tection of Albertans’ information.

The Deputy Chair: Any other questions?

Sustainable Resource Development
The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. What I see here is that the supplementary
amount of $156,200,000 is requested to provide — and it’s broken
down — expense on firefighting, emergency spending for ground
survey and control operations with regard to the mountain pine
beetle infestation, concern about the budworm infestation, and
approximately $13 million for the disposal of tax recovery land.
Could we begin by explaining to me the $13,500,000 to provide
for the disposal of tax recovery land? I’'m not completely under-
standing what tax recovery land is. If you could explain that
expenditure, please.

Mr. Knight: Mr. Chairman, quite simply, tax recovery land is a
situation that happened mainly in southern Alberta. It probably
would have been in the area of the mid- to late ‘30s, when a lot of
farmland, particularly in southern Alberta, was left simply because
people could not make a living on those pieces of real estate. What
happened was that that real estate returned to the province of
Alberta because the property taxes were not paid on the land. So
we’ve been managing that land for that period of time, probably
better than 60 years, a lot of it.

The situation, really, is that most of the land in question belongs
to the municipalities. It was theirs at one point in time. The gov-
ernment ended up with it under this scheme of recovering the land
because of unpaid taxes. So what we’ve done is that we’ve repa-
triated most of that land. About 80 per cent of it now has been
returned to the municipalities on a nominal sum disposal, which
means that each of the titles on those pieces of land is returned to
the municipality for a dollar, but under our accounting rules we
have to account for the value of the real estate. There’s about 40
some-odd million dollars estimated that’s left. We’d like to repa-
triate that over the next three or four years, and that’s what the 13
and a half million dollars is for in this year’s budget.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. Thirty million dollars of emergency
spending for continued ground survey and control operations to
fight the mountain pine beetle infestation: does your ministry be-

lieve in selective logging and burning as methods of controlling
infestation? Are they important tools? Can you explain, in terms
of the $30 million, how much of that would go into, say, clear-
cutting versus selective logging? You know where I’'m coming
from. I have this selective logging prejudice, and I’m just wonder-
ing if you can divide up that $30 million for me.

Mr. Knight: The issues here, Mr. Chairman, that we’re talking
about: when we talk about this business of clear-cut, the only time
that that’s really going to be effected by the program that we have
to mitigate the damage from pine beetles is when we actually go
in and work with our partners in the industry and look at their
normal harvest plans. They adjust harvest plans into areas where,
number one, there are either already beetle-killed or -damaged
trees, and then we look at the next most possible host scenario. So
we would move some of the logging program into areas where
you would expect the beetles to move next to kind of eliminate
that new home for them.

The $30 million: most of that would be spent in two other areas
that we use with this mitigation program. One of them, of course,
is the idea of selective single-tree and small-stand removal, so
what we would do is get people onto the ground there to cut and
slash and burn the infected trees. We’ve got about 600 people on
the ground now working in Alberta with respect to that. The bal-
ance of that money, Mr. Chairman, would be allocated to going
out and doing surveys with respect to where the beetles are now,
how well they’re doing over the winter. That gives us a pretty
good idea of where they may, you know, erupt next spring and
what we should look for with respect to harvest plans.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. And I believe the carpentry adage of
measure twice, cut once applies, so being proactive in terms of
mapping out the potential areas of future infestation is a very sen-
sible approach.

9:50

Could you give a sense of how much of this $30 million sup-
plemental that’s set aside is being directed towards the Castle-
Crown area, the mines area that you know and I know and I’'m
sure every member in this House knows from the number of let-
ters we’ve received about the Beaver Mines area and concerns
about how the preventative measures of potential clear-cutting are
taking place? Is any of that $30 million directed towards that spe-
cific Beaver Mines project?

Mr. Knight: Could you just repeat the end of that one?

Mr. Chase: Sure. I’d be glad to. Is any of that $30 million di-
rected towards pine beetle suppression and methodology in the
Beaver Mines-Castle-Crown area? Is this taking up a significant
amount or not?

Mr. Knight: Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that the area in ques-
tion has been to the largest degree managed quite successfully,
and I’m going to suggest that there could be some residual effect
from people that are down there doing survey work. It would be
difficult for me to put a number on it, but as I said, there are about
600 people working across the province now with respect to the
mitigation of beetles. They could be in the area, but I wouldn’t be
able to answer that question directly now.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.
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Mr. Chase: Thank you. We talked about the tax recovery land,
and we brought up the Dirty Thirties, basically, where people
abandoned their land for a variety of reasons: a series of depress-
ing years, bad harvests, wind erosion, et cetera. There was a
tremendous concern. In that same time period, Mr. Minister, the
area of the Castle-Crown, the area that we’ve proposed, the Andy
Russell I'tai Sah Kop, was part of Waterton national park, and for
whatever reason, the federal government gave that land back to
the province. Is any of the money that’s been set aside here for at
least studies about the potential of achieving that Andy Russell
I’tai Sah Kop Castle-Crown protection? Even if it’s just for stud-
ies, I’d be appreciative of knowing that there was a consideration
of the potential of creating that parkland.

Mr. Knight: Mr. Chairman, the money that we’re going to use
with respect to tax recovery is all pieces of real estate that are now
in municipalities and under provincial control. There would be
about — again, this is a number but it’s close — 3,700 or 3,800 acres
of real estate that are actually part of the old tax recovery lands
that will not be repatriated to municipalities. They will be kept as
public land because of their environmental and ecological value to
the public of Alberta. Other than that, the money that we have
earmarked is a writedown of real estate that will be transferred to
municipalities.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. And I’m not trying to entrap you. I was
just making a connection between the 1930s. What I was asking:
is any of this $30 million that is going towards pine beetle infesta-
tion controls, studies, and so on, looking at the possibility of
Sustainable Resource Development turning the land in the Castle-
Crown area into a potential protected area? That’s what I’'m ask-
ing. I referenced the recovery land just because it’s the same time
period, 1930. We lost that land.

Mr. Knight: Mr. Chairman, what we have here is that we’ve got
an issue. In 2006 and again in 2009 there were major influxes of
mountain pine beetles from British Columbia, something that was
very unusual in the province of Alberta. We’ve had more or less a
natural cycle of mountain pine beetles in the province, and it has
been about a once in a 25- or 30- or 40-year kind of cycle. We get
a few. They last normally a winter or two or three, the populations
deteriorate, and that’s the end of it for a while. These influxes of
huge, huge numbers, probably hundreds of millions of pine beetles
that came over from British Columbia, created a circumstance for
us in Alberta.

What we’ve done with any and all of this money — and now
we’re probably up in the 300-plus million dollars that we’ve in-
vested for Albertans into the protection of our forests in Alberta.
The whole program is, quite simply, Mr. Chairman, to support an
industry in Alberta that probably generates something in the
neighbourhood of 8 and a half billion dollars a year for the prov-
ince. The idea of this is to mitigate the damage with respect to the
mountain pine beetle. The whole program is geared towards the
mitigation of damage from mountain pine beetles.

You know, what may or may not happen with pieces of real
estate after the fact is not really part of these estimates and is cer-
tainly not part of the mountain pine beetle mitigation strategy that
we have.

Mr. Chase: I’'m not trying to put words into the member’s mouth.
[ am trying to put initiatives into your consideration, though.

One of the areas that has previously been hit in a fairly devastat-
ing way by the pine beetles was the Waterton parks area. In the

70s a fairly significant devastation went through, but the govern-
ment of that time did not try to mitigate the circumstance by clear-
cutting the area, a significant amount of which was protected in
Waterton national park. But in that same area in close proximity
we’ve got the Beaver Mines, and we’ve got a number of people
who are questioning the value of the timber versus the value of
ongoing tourism activities in the area. We’re getting a lot of mail
on that. That’s why I was asking if any of that $30 million had to
do with studies about how best to protect the land, not just now
from pine beetles but in the future in terms of the land-use frame-
work and designating what activities would be permitted in this
Castle-Crown, which I am referring to by, hopefully, what the new
name will be, the Andy Russell I’tai Sah Kop area.

Mr. Knight: Mr. Chairman, okay. This is going to be for the third
time, I think, and maybe more than that; I’m not sure. But we’ll do
this one more time anyway.

We’re talking about my supplementary estimates here, I pre-
sume. There’s $30 million in there, which the member opposite
has mentioned on a number of occasions. The $30 million is re-
quired because what happens with mountain pine beetles is that
nobody that I am aware of actually really knows precisely how
many of those particular pests are in the province of Alberta, ex-
actly where they are, and where they might go next year. Only
they know, but we don’t know. So we actually don’t know what
amount of money to put in our annual budget in order to continue
to mitigate the damage that’s caused by this particular pest.

We ask for supplemental dollars, Mr. Chair, as we see this par-
ticular circumstance unfold, which is what we’re seeing now.
During the winter we send out people, we find and to the best of
our ability destroy single stands and small stands of infected trees.
We have another group of people on the ground that are actually
out doing surveys with respect to where the beetles are, what their
numbers are, what their likelihood of survival is, and where they
may, you know, move next. So the $30 million is spent with re-
spect to the mitigation of the issue that we have around the
infestation of mountain pine beetles in Alberta.

10:00
The Deputy Chairman: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. I appreciate, as I’ve said before, the proc-
ess of trying to scope out and plan into the future. Much
appreciated.

I’ve asked, I guess, possibly twice what portion of that $30
million would be invested in the Castle-Crown area of southern
Alberta? Right now I would suggest that’s the most controversial
area in the province.

Then my next question, which may be easier to answer, is: why
is this government spending $13.5 million for the disposal of
land? Is this the same land that it was recently announced was sold
to municipalities for a dollar? I’m not sure why it cost $13 million
to give it away for a dollar.

Mr. Knight: Mr. Chairman, if I may, you know, I have to tell you
that I am in a wonderful spot right now, a very good spot. I’ll tell
you something. I have a tremendous amount of patience, and the
reason that I know that is that my wife has told me I have never
used any so far. So this is actually working for me; it really is.

I believe that we had an opportunity here — I don’t know how
long ago it was, but probably sometime within the last 20 minutes
I have indicated what tax recovery land is and why we were re-
quired to have the money available in order for us to offset in our
books the value of land. We’re not buying anything. We’re not
buying a thing.
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What we’re doing is repatriating land to municipalities that was
in municipal control at one point in time but reverted to the gov-
ernment because of nonpayment of taxes. Actually, for most of
that land, Mr. Chairman, this was at a time when some of these
regions were not actually registered or incorporated as municipali-
ties, so they were improvement districts. There wasn’t actually an
entity for this real estate to go back to, so it reverted to the provin-
cial government because we were in fact in control of the IDs. So
we ended up with this real estate. In the meantime, what’s hap-
pened with it is that we’ve leased it out as grazing leases. Some of
it has just been left and kept as conservation areas and different
things like that. There’s been a program since 1963 or *64 to repa-
triate this real estate, and it’s been going on since that time.

So, Mr. Chairman, what we have here is a situation where we
want to continue and tidy up the repatriation of the remaining
pieces of tax recovery land. We’re not buying anything; we’re just
returning this land. For the Auditor General and the way our
bookkeeping works we’re required to account for the value of that
real estate.

Mr. Chase: I appreciate your patience, and I appreciate your ex-
planation. I’ll try to come at it from a different way. We talked
about the repatriation of the land. Supplemental supply required
this year: $13.5 million. Do you anticipate through the repatriation
process that this number will go down gradually from year to year
to year as the municipalities take over a significant amount of the
responsibility for the usage or leasing of this land?

Mr. Knight: Mr. Chairman, no. It doesn’t necessarily go down
and down and down. What’s going to happen or what could hap-
pen — you know, if we had the capability in government to transfer
all of this land next year, then of course this particular issue, this
budget item, would go up. It depends on what pieces of real estate
we’re able to transfer and what value is assigned to them.

As I indicated earlier, over the next period of about three years,
perhaps four years, all of the remaining pieces of real estate will
be transferred, and at that point this budget number down the road
in three or four years will be a big, fat zero. Nothing. It’s on our
books because we’re moving the real estate and we have to ac-
count for it. We’re not buying anything, and it doesn’t have any
kind of ratchet where it goes down over time.

The Deputy Chair: Any further questions?

Tourism, Parks and Recreation
The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. Mr. Chair, $500,000 for support of the
ministry’s information technology infrastructure, $1,200,000 to
support Edmonton’s 2017 Expo bid, and $2,581,000 for parks, in-
cluding the replacement and repairs of park facilities and snow
grooming. My questions: what changes in the ministry’s informa-
tion technology systems will be supported by the $500,000
supplementary appropriation? Why was this amount not budgeted
for in the 2010-11 estimates? Is the need a result of an information
technology failure, or are we enhancing the system? An explanation.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. minister.

Mrs. Ady: Thank you. The hon. member is correct. We did re-
quest in supplementary estimates an additional $500,000 for
unplanned computer and IT infrastructure costs. As you know, our
department has been moving under the GOA with Service Alberta,
and those were the costs that it cost us to be in that system and to

continue to operate. Those were unplanned at the time that we
debated the budget, and that was the additional cost for us to come
under that system.

Mr. Chase: Is it a reasonably safe assumption that that was pri-
marily a one-off cost of moving into that ministry? Okay. Thank
you. I note the affirmative head shaking, so I’ll move to my next
question.

Why is the government requesting supplementary funds for
park maintenance and repair when facility spending was reduced
in last year’s budget? It’s the Peter-Paul scenario: we take away,
and then we give back, and blessed be.

Mrs. Ady: Basically, hon. member, you’re right. There was a
transfer going on there. We had a few things that came up this
year that we took out of operations. They were fairly small items
to keep the parks repaired in the area of safety. As well, we had
some equipment that groomed trails that broke down and could
not be repaired, so it was decided at that time that we needed to
replace that equipment. These are very small items, so that’s why
that transfer was done, again within the parks budget: small, not
larger than $5 million, but critical to the safety and protection in
parks.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. I realize that the summer and fall utiliza-
tion of parks is considerably larger than what takes place in the
winter. In fact, a number of parks are actually closed. Have I just
explained why there is no supplementary supply for, say, conser-
vation officers or park maintenance? Is it just because this is sort
of viewed as off-season and, therefore, not requiring the funding?
Thank you. I appreciate that. Thank you, Mr. Chair.

I’d like to also thank the ministers. The procedure tonight was
not to try and trick you or try and beat you down with incessant,
sometimes you might think irrelevant, questions. It was to try and
have an understanding of the funding. I do appreciate the minis-
ters’ patience, and I realize that at times it was tried, but it was
appreciated. Thank you, ministers, for your willingness to provide
answers, and thank you, Mr. Chair.

The Deputy Chair: Are there any further questions for the minis-
ters? None?

Vote on Supplementary Supply Estimates 2010-11
General Revenue Fund

The Deputy Chair: The discussion is concluded, and I will now
call the following questions after considering the 2010-2011 sup-
plementary supply estimates for the fiscal year ending March 31,
2011.

Agreed to:
Aboriginal Relations

Expense and Equipment/Inventory Purchases $32,575,000
Advanced Education and Technology

Expense and Equipment/Inventory Purchases $24,400,000

Nonbudgetary Disbursements $53,900,000
10:10
Children and Youth Services

Expense and Equipment/Inventory Purchases $70,800,000
Culture and Community Spirit

Expense and Equipment/Inventory Purchases $2,629,000

Capital Investment $371,000
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Employment and Immigration

Expense and Equipment/Inventory Purchases $65,244,000
Environment

Expense and Equipment/Inventory Purchases $1,670,000

Nonbudgetary Disbursements $12,803,000
Infrastructure

Nonbudgetary Disbursements $57,600,000
Justice

Expense and Equipment/Inventory Purchases $9,460,000
Municipal Affairs

Expense and Equipment/Inventory Purchases $190,974,000
Seniors and Community Supports

Expense and Equipment/Inventory Purchases $70,150,000
Service Alberta

Expense and Equipment/Inventory Purchases $11,573,000
Sustainable Resource Development

Expense and Equipment/Inventory Purchases $156,200,000
Tourism, Parks and Recreation

Expense and Equipment/Inventory Purchases $2,981,000
Amounts to be transferred

Solicitor General and Public Security

Capital Investment $25,112,000

Treasury Board
Capital Investment

($25,112,000)

The Acting Chair: The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.

Mr. Renner: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I move that the commit-

tee now rise and report.
[Motion carried]

[Mr. Mitzel in the chair]

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Strathcona.

Mr. Quest: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The Committee of Supply
has had under consideration certain resolutions, reports as follows,
and requests leave to sit again. The following resolutions relating
to the 2010-11 supplementary supply estimates for the general
revenue fund for the fiscal year ending March 31, 2011, have been
approved.

Aboriginal Relations: expense and equipment/inventory pur-
chases, $32,575,000.

Advanced Education and Technology: expense and equipment/
inventory purchases, $24,400,000; nonbudgetary disbursements,
$53,900,000.

Children and Youth Services: expense and equipment/inventory
purchases, $70,800,000.

Culture and Community Spirit: expense and equipment/inventory
purchases, $2,629,000; capital investment, $371,000.

Employment and Immigration: expense and equipment/inventory
purchases, $65,244,000.

Environment: expense and equipment/inventory purchases,
$1,670,000; nonbudgetary disbursements, $12,803,000.

Infrastructure: nonbudgetary disbursements, $57,600,000.

Justice: expense and equipment/inventory  purchases,
$9,460,000.

Municipal Affairs: expense and equipment/inventory purchases,
$190,974,000.

Seniors and Community Supports: expense and equipment/
inventory purchases, $70,150,000.

Service Alberta: expense and equipment/inventory purchases,
$11,573,000.

Sustainable Resource Development: expense and equipment/
inventory purchases, $156,200,000.

Tourism, Parks and Recreation:
ment/inventory purchases, $2,981,000.

The Committee of Supply has also approved the following
amounts to be transferred.

Transfer to Solicitor General and Public Security: capital in-
vestment, $25,112,000.

Transfer from Treasury Board: capital investment, ($25,112,000).

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

expense and equip-

The Acting Speaker: Does the Assembly concur in the report?
Hon. Members: Concur.

The Acting Speaker: Opposed? So ordered.
The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.

Mr. Renner: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I move that the Assembly
now adjourn until 1:30 tomorrow afternoon.

[Motion carried; the Assembly adjourned at 10:18 p.m. to Tuesday
at 1:30 p.m.]
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[The Speaker in the chair]

Prayers

The Speaker: Good afternoon. Welcome back.

Let us pray. In our mind’s eye let us see the awesome grandeur
of the Rockies, the denseness of our forests, the fertility of our
farmland, the splendour of our rivers, the richness of our re-
sources, the energy of our people. Then let us rededicate ourselves
as wise stewards of such bounty on behalf of all Albertans. Amen.

Please be seated.

Introduction of Guests
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Athabasca-Redwater.

Mr. Johnson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s a pleasure to rise and
introduce to you and through you to members of this Assembly 23
grade 6 students from H.A. Kostash school in Smoky Lake.
They’ve come all the way down here from that little town about
an hour and a half away to be a part of the School at the Leg. pro-
gram. They’re accompanied by their teacher, Chelsea Evans, and
four parents: Mrs. Chizawsky, Miss Lewchuk, Mr. Tallio, and
Mrs. Charlton. I met with these students this morning. They’re
certainly a bright, energetic group and full of great questions. I’d
ask them to please rise and receive the traditional warm welcome
of this Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Spruce Grove-Sturgeon-St.
Albert.

Mr. Horner: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It gives me great pleasure
to rise and introduce to you and through you to all hon. members
of the Legislature a group of 62 bright visitors from St. Albert,
from J.J. Nearing elementary school. They are accompanied by
Mrs. Christine Sowinski, Ms Barb Schoneville, Mr. Rob Kelly,
Mr. Curt McDougall, and parent helpers Mrs. Irene Buck, Mrs.
Lisa Burr, Mr. Todd Laycock. I had the opportunity to talk to each
of them on the stairs of the rotunda and ask them questions about
what we do here in this Legislature. I can tell you that they are
very knowledgeable, very bright young students, and they are the
future of our province. They are in both galleries, and I would ask
that they now rise and receive the traditional warm welcome of
this Assembly.

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

Mr. Elniski: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s my pleasure to rise
today and introduce to you and through you to members of this
Assembly a group from the Yellowhead Tribal College. I don’t
see them in the members’ gallery, so I'm presuming they’re up
here in the public. There they are. Right on. I’d like to introduce
instructor Linda Anderson and a group of students who are here
today. As a side note, the hon. Member for Lesser Slave Lake and
I were just downstairs with them a moment ago taking a photo-
graph in the rotunda. We look forward to seeing you soon. Thank
you for rising. Please let’s give them the traditional greeting of the
Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Energy.

Mr. Liepert: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s indeed my pleasure
today to introduce to you and through you to this Assembly a
group of 25 participants in the oil sands internship program. The
oil sands internship program is a 24-month collaboration between
Alberta Energy and Environment, and it provides a unique oppor-
tunity for young professionals to help contribute to the
environmentally sustainable development of Alberta’s oil sands
resources. The program provides interns with the opportunity to
rotate for 12 months each in both the Alberta Department of En-
ergy and the Department of Environment, working alongside
seasoned professionals. These young professionals are seated in
our members’ gallery. I would ask that they rise and receive the
traditional warm welcome of this Assembly.

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

Mr. Denis: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It’s a great privi-
lege today to rise in this Assembly and introduce to you and
through you to all members of this Assembly a long-time friend of
mine, Calgarian Bill McGregor. Bill has extensive experience
working with K to 12 education systems, and he’s the chairman of
the board of directors for the Foundations for the Future Charter
Academy, several locations, of course, being in my constituency
of Calgary-Egmont. Bill is a strong proponent of school choice in
Alberta. 1 would ask that every member please join in and give
him the traditional warm welcome of this Assembly.

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

Mr. Rodney: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It is a great
honour to introduce three extraordinary Albertans. Chris Mahoney
has been with Enviros Wilderness School Association for eleven
years and is going on her third year as CEO. Kevin Blanchette is
the chairman of the Enviros board and managing partner of
Evolve Capital in Calgary. Marty Hoornaert is an Enviros board
member, the VP of policy for Calgary-Lougheed, and a fine law-
yer at Hoffman Dorchik in Calgary. I will be doing a member’s
statement on Enviros today. In the meantime members might en-
joy reading through the pamphlets on their desks that have been
provided by Enviros along with a pen. I would ask people who
work miracles every day for Albertans — Chris, Kevin, and Marty
— to rise. They’re in the public gallery. Please accept the warm
wishes of everyone in the Alberta Legislative Assembly.

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

Mr. Taylor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s my honour and privi-
lege today to rise and introduce to you and through you to all
members of the Assembly the acting leader of the Alberta Party,
Sue Huff. Sue graduated from the University of Alberta with a BA
in drama and has worked for the past two decades in the arts. Sue
has worked as an actor, writer, researcher, and director in theatre,
film, radio, and television. More recently Sue served as a trustee at
the Edmonton public school board. While on the board she was a
strong advocate for transparency, accountability, and protecting
vulnerable populations. Sue will be the acting leader of the Al-
berta Party until the end of May, when the party has concluded its
leadership race. I look forward to continuing to work with her
closely in my new political home. I would ask Sue to rise now —
she’s in the visitor’s gallery — and receive the traditional warm
welcome of the Assembly.

Members’ Statements

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Cardston-Taber-Warner.
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Irrigation Projects Water Sharing Agreement

Mr. Jacobs: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It is my privilege to rise
today to recognize an admirable initiative taken on by the Alberta
Irrigation Projects Association, which represents all of Alberta’s
irrigation districts. This association recently passed a declaration
stating that in times of water shortages due to drought the districts
assure that within their right to control, they will share water for
human use and livestock sustenance.

In 2001, a year of severe drought, the district shared water from
their licensed allocations with surrounding communities, industry,
and other agricultural operations. The districts realized that in
times of such water shortages, human needs come before the need
to irrigate crops. The sharing arrangements with the many water
users were made possible with the help of Alberta Environment
and Alberta Agriculture and Rural Development. All participating
licensees shared the burden of reduced water supplies and the
benefits of the sharing agreement. All could access only 60 per
cent of their licensed allocation.

This spirit of community co-operation among nearly all licen-
sees was recognized with an award from the Irrigation
Association, an international organization based in the United
States. It is in this spirit of community co-operation that the Al-
berta Irrigation Projects Association, representing all irrigation
districts of Alberta, passed their declaration.

Mr. Speaker, I applaud the irrigation districts for formalizing
their willingness to share their water licence allocation with com-
munities and others to make water available for human use and for
livestock in times of drought.

Thank you.

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

Physician and Family Support Program Funding

Mr. Taylor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. At the appropriate time this
afternoon I will table correspondence I have received from five
doctors who live in my constituency expressing deep concern over
a proposal to cut funding for the physician and family support
program.

Now, I understand that this is a bargaining tool that government
and Alberta Health Services are using in their negotiations with
the Alberta Medical Association towards a new master agreement.
I understand the AMA is not only urging its members to undertake
just this kind of letter-writing campaign but is even providing a
link to the government website to help its members identify their
MLA, and I know that this will probably work out in the end, as
collective bargaining sessions usually do, after both sides are fin-
ished marking their territory, if you will, and actually get down to
the business of reaching a new deal.

1:40

What I don’t understand, Mr. Speaker, is why the government
would choose to threaten to cut funding to this particular program.
It cost $2.6 million last year. For that it assisted over 1,000 doctors
and their families who sought the program’s help for their own
health-related issues, including addictions and mental health. By
comparison if we had, oh, just left those docs to twist in the wind
and burn out and quit, $2.6 million would have replaced maybe a
dozen of them. Back in 2006 the estimated cost of replacing one
physician was between $150,000 and $300,000.

Mr. Speaker, this province has a doctor shortage. One in four
Calgarians doesn’t have a family doc. I would think we’d want to
hang onto the doctors we have and not drive more of them away.
Every letter I will table today speaks to the stress that comes from

being a doctor if for no other reason than that you tend to lose
some of your patients every year to death and to the role the PFSP
has played in keeping those doctors sane and healthy.

Mr. Speaker, I think I speak for most of my constituents and most
Albertans when I say that when we need a doctor, we want to know
that at that moment the doctor is in better shape than we are.

Thank you.

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

Enviros Wilderness School

Mr. Rodney: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It is my pleasure to rise
today to acknowledge Enviros Wilderness School Association,
which has been strengthening families and their communities in
Calgary and area one child at a time for 34 years. In these trying
times families experience all types of pressure. Many parents strug-
gle to make ends meet, and children are sometimes left to their own
devices. All too often the results are extremely undesirable.

The programs at Enviros offer support and hope to these chil-
dren and their families as they deal with issues such as neglect,
fetal alcohol spectrum disorders, substance abuse, and a myriad of
other problems. Through experiential learning at Enviros children
and youth build resilience while learning new life skills. The result
is stronger young people who make better choices from that point
forward. Enviros delivers three program stream services: child
and youth, health, and justice. The dedicated and highly trained
counsellors support kids and their families to cope with physical
and emotional concerns, which offers seamless care and support.

This award-winning, cutting-edge organization is a leader in the
human services sector, but it also partners with other support or-
ganizations to further strengthen the fabric of Albertan
communities by therapeutically engaging the body, mind, and soul
of each participant to become fully functioning, contributing
members of their family and community.

The work at Enviros enhances and improves the outcomes for
the young people who are supported by Albertans through the
ministries of Children’s Services, Justice, and Health.

Young people form the foundation of Alberta’s future, and the
excellent programs offered at Enviros ensure that the future will be a
bright one for all kids regardless of what challenges they may face.

Mr. Speaker, a number of years ago, when I was honoured to
serve as the chair of the Alberta Alcohol and Drug Abuse Com-
mission, I took the opportunity to visit this fine facility, and I can
assure you it is absolutely world class. I trust that all members of
this Assembly will join me now in congratulating everyone at
Enviros for working miracles every day.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Fort McMurray-Wood
Buffalo.

Wildrose Alliance Alternative Budget

Mr. Boutilier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. In football when a wide
receiver hears footsteps behind him, he usually drops the ball. The
knowledge of a potential impact from the oncoming opponent
causes him to flinch and mishandle the ball thrown in his direc-
tion. On Friday the finance minister dropped a ball of his own, but
it wasn’t the footsteps of a rushing defensive back that he heard.
No. It was the confident march of the Wildrose that caused him to
fumble. In a frenzied huff he scrambled together a news confer-
ence attacking the Wildrose balanced budget alternative, which is
a very sensible plan. The spectacle of a finance minister criticizing
and responding to an opposition budget was quite something to
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see. In fact, it gave us pleasure to know that we got the govern-
ment’s attention.

Yesterday the government, like an opposition in waiting, asked
their questions about our budget, wanting to know the details of
how we would stretch out our capital plan from three to four
years. We’d be happy to answer their questions, but despite re-
peated requests from the Wildrose bench this government still
refuses to release its secret list of infrastructure projects. Mr.
Speaker, Albertans need to see this list so we can start prioritizing
between what the government wants and what Albertans’ actual
needs are. Right now that is a list that is being hidden by a gov-
ernment that claims to be open and transparent.

I don’t know what the definitions of openness and transpar-
ency are to this government, but let me remind them from the
Webster dictionary. Openness: exposed to a general view or
knowledge existing; carried on without concealment. Transpar-
ency: the availability of complete information required on
collective decision-making. Mr. Speaker, I suspect this is why
the minister heard footsteps on Friday. These are values that the
Wildrose support.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Lesser Slave Lake.

Northern Saw-whet Owl Monitoring Program

Ms Calahasen: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Adoption of animals
and birds is becoming commonplace, and I was lucky to be al-
lowed to adopt a very special owl, the saw-whet, which flies free
and proud throughout the province. Weighing in at about two to
four ounces, the saw-whet owl uses Lesser Slave Lake as a nesting
ground. Organizations such as the Boreal Centre for Bird Conser-
vation have been working hard to help Albertans get to know this
tiny, tiny boreal forest resident. Through the northern saw-whet
owl monitoring program researchers catch and band the owls, and
Albertans then have the ability to adopt them as they so wish. This
allows also for the monitoring of long-term population trends.
They also record the owls’ vital information such as weight and
height to allow for even more insight into their demographics and
biometrics.

Mr. Speaker, ecarlier this month the Boreal Centre for Bird
Conservation teamed up with Northern Lakes College to offer
two free programs to bird lovers all across Alberta. Through an
online web conferencing program people were able to ask ques-
tions, watch videos, and participate in activities designed to help
them learn about the owls and other birds in the Lesser Slave
Lake region. A similar online session on spring migration also
took place recently.

I am very proud to represent an area of our great province that is
rich with wildlife and nature. I’'m even more proud that the Boreal
Centre for Bird Conservation and Northern Lakes College have
developed a program designed to bring these tiny treasures to your
doors and to your living rooms all across this province. I encour-
age all Albertans to get out and learn as much as they can about
the many unique species of wildlife found in our province, espe-
cially the northern saw-whet owl.

Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Melody Singers

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. This February the
Southeast Edmonton Seniors Association Melody Singers cele-
brated their 30th anniversary. Since its humble beginnings this choir
has shared the gift of song with the community, taking engagements

at nursing homes, seniors’ lodges, and auxiliary hospitals in Edmon-
ton. It is with pleasure that I recognize the Melody Singers’ 30-year
commitment to choral music this afternoon.

Late in 1980 a notice asking for singers was posted on the bulle-
tin board of the Southeast Edmonton Seniors Association. The
first meeting was organized by co-ordinator Anne Zalasky and
was attended by just two individuals, Fred Stebner and Muriel
Miekle. At their second meeting the group had more than quadru-
pled in size. At their third meeting, held on February 16, 1981, the
group included 14 voices. Membership increased steadily, and by
September 1981 the choir had grown to include 26 voices.

With increased membership Fred Stebner found it increasingly
difficult to sing and direct at the same time. He was the only bass
singer at the time. In October 1981 Ms Vivian Phillips, a former
piano teacher and a member of the Richard Eaton Singers, gra-
ciously agreed to take over direction of the choir.

The choir made its debut performance during K Days that year
at the Parkland nursing home. Dressed in Klondike attire, I’'m sure
that the choir brightened the day for many of the patients. That
first year the choir also participated in the Northgate Lions sen-
iors’ choir festival and provided three performances of Christmas
carols at the Convention Inn.

The Melody Singers remain an active choir and now includes
38 members. The choir, which meets on Tuesday afternoons, is
currently under the directorship of Ann Marshall. The choir per-
forms three Christmas concerts, a spring concert, and they take
part in Remembrance Day services annually. The choir will for-
mally celebrate their 30th anniversary at their spring concert,
being held this year on May 1.

Thank you.

Introduction of Bills

The Speaker: The hon. President of the Treasury Board and Min-
ister of Finance and Enterprise.

Bill 9
Appropriation (Supplementary Supply) Act, 2011

Mr. Snelgrove: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I request leave to intro-
duce Bill 9, the Appropriation (Supplementary Supply) Act, 2011.
This being a money bill, His Honour the Honourable the Lieuten-
ant Governor, having been informed of the contents of the bill,
recommends the same to the Assembly.

[Motion carried; Bill 9 read a first time]

1:50 Oral Question Period

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

Emergency Room Wait Times

Dr. Swann: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Yesterday in the House I
raised the troubling issue of emergency wait times and the targets
that are not being met. The Premier’s response that wait times are
down contradicts the acting CEO of Alberta Health Services, who
publicly said, I quote: we are not close to meeting performance
targets, and we are not confident in where we are today. To the
Premier: who are Albertans supposed to believe on such a critical
issue, a Premier who apparently relies on Twitter for his ER up-
dates or a CEO who has all but admitted that current management
may not be able to meet these targets?
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Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, what I said yesterday is that wait
times in the ER are improving. Even though all of the very aggres-
sive targets have not been met, I’m not going to punish the health
care providers that have to make those decisions on a daily basis,
but there is marked improvement in working towards meeting
those targets.

Dr. Swann: Far from aggressive targets, Mr. Speaker. We have
compromised the national targets substantially in Alberta.

How can Albertans have any confidence whatever in this gov-
ernment’s ability to manage health care when the CEO of Alberta
Health Services is not confident in what they are doing today in
the ER?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, I indicated yesterday to this House
that I would bring forward some exact numbers next week, and I
will do that. In the meantime let’s keep in mind here some of the
outstanding progress that is being made in the emergency depart-
ments. This member of all members in this House should know
how complex health systems are around the world, including this
province. In Calgary hospitals, for example, the average that we’re
looking at here for the number of people waiting for an in-patient
bed going from emergency up to acute dropped from 53 to 21 over
the last three, four months.

Dr. Swann: Four years, Mr. Speaker, we’ve been asking this gov-
ernment. Four years been looking for leadership on health care,
and you have bungled and bungled and bungled it. The Liberals
have called for measures like mobilizing health professionals,
opening mothballed facilities to address this crisis. When is the
Premier going to act on these recommendations?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, you know what we have in this
province? We have the world’s first live shoulder cartilage trans-
plant, based at the McCaig institute. We have the most MRI
exams per capita in Canada. We have a physician workforce that
has grown by 50 per cent in the past decade compared to a na-
tional average of 20 per cent. Our nursing workforce has grown by
12 per cent in the past four years whereas nationally it’s only 6 per
cent. You know why? Because this is a darn good place to practise
because we have one of the best health care systems anywhere.

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

Provincial Budget

Dr. Swann: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. This is the fourth deficit
budget in a row. The sustainability fund is soon to run dry. The
government acts as though they’re playing with an endless supply
of Monopoly money, and they can just start the game over when
they go bankrupt. Folks on the far right say the government has a
spending problem. On the far left they say the government has a
revenue problem. Alberta Liberals are not afraid to say: this is a
management problem. Will the finance minister answer the fol-
lowing: when will the incompetent government stop playing
games and throwing money at problems, start following the advice
of the Alberta Liberals?

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, budgeting is not a game. When we
budget in this House for health care, for seniors, for children’s
services, every single decision we make affects people’s lives, not
only the jobs of the people that provide it but the people we’re
providing care for. So I just want to tell the hon. member very

clearly: budgeting may be numbers, but it’s about people, and this
government cares about people.

Dr. Swann: If this government cared about people, it would cut
the bloated cabinet from 24 to 17.

Yesterday the Premier outlined that we must “set savings
aside,” yet this government will have bankrupted the sustainability
fund in just another year. Why should Albertans trust this gov-
ernment when you’re bankrupting the province and continuing to
use this rainy-day fund as a Tory re-election fund?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, once again the hon. member doesn’t
have the facts quite straight. There are two funds that the province
has. One is the Alberta heritage savings trust fund, that was set
aside a number of years ago. Had we taken all of the windfall that
we managed to accumulate during very high oil prices and set all
that money in the Alberta heritage savings trust fund, we would
have lost 37 per cent of that fund. We were wise. We set it aside in
a separate fund, the sustainability fund, which is allowing us to
work through one of the deepest recessions without making very
severe cuts to Alberta’s most vulnerable.

Dr. Swann: And don’t forget the heritage savings trust fund, that
has no more value than when Peter Lougheed left office 20-odd
years ago.

Since accurate forecasting has not been this government’s
strong suit, how can Albertans trust the government to eventually
balance the books when all we’ve seen is red ink and an empty
cookie jar that once had $17 billion in it?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, one of the reasons we set aside $17
billion is to work through one of the most difficult recessions. I
want to remind the House and especially the hon. minister that the
operations of government are balanced. The amount of deficit is
really in the capital grants that go out to municipalities and to
health institutions and school boards for the construction of much-
needed infrastructure. And we’re going to continue to build that
infrastructure because now is the best time. We have labour avail-
able, costs are down, and I’m not going to delay that infrastructure
anymore. Every school that we build is almost full as soon as it
opens.

The Speaker: Third Official Opposition main question. The hon.
Member for Edmonton-Riverview.

Canadian Strategy Group

Dr. Taft: Thanks, Mr. Speaker. Yesterday the Minister of Health
and Wellness invited the Liberal opposition to communicate di-
rectly with Alberta Health Services. Well, Mr. Minister, it’s not so
simple. Earlier this winter we were working with AHS to arrange
a meeting when suddenly all arrangements from their end were
being channelled through a company called Canadian Strategy
Group, owned by one Hal Danchilla. To the minister: why is AHS
arranging its meetings with the opposition through an expensive
lobbyist company owned by a Tory crony?

Mr. Zwozdesky: 1 gather the gist of the question is something
about having a meeting. You want to have a meeting? Let’s go
have a meeting. What’s the issue?

Dr. Taft: You’ve got to pay more attention than that, Mr. Minister.

Mr. Zwozdesky: There’s too much yelling over there.
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Dr. Taft: You weren’t paying attention. [interjections] You pipe
down and listen.

Given that Mr. Danchilla is a professional lobbyist who is well
known to be extremely partisan for the Tory party, will this minis-
ter admit that having Mr. Danchilla’s company broker meetings
between AHS and the opposition is clearly intended to intimidate
AHS staff and stifle open communications?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, I don’t know the matter that he’s
driving at at all. I’ve offered that if he wants to have a meeting,
then let’s go have a meeting.

What I can tell this House is that yesterday this hon. member
brought up something that he called a law to do with the Alberta
Public Agencies Governance Act. He misled the House a little bit,
and I thought maybe he would take the opportunity to apologize
for that. That act hasn’t even been proclaimed yet, so perhaps he
should start by correcting himself there, and then we’ll move on to
this second issue.

Dr. Taft: Given that the previous minister of health care, Gary
Mar, was politically burned when he inappropriately put a partisan
named Kelley Charlebois on the public payroll, will this minister
of health take the responsible action and tell Alberta Health Ser-
vices to terminate their relations with Mr. Danchilla?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, I regret I’'m not informed at all
about any such relationship, but if it’s one of those matters where
this hon. member again wants me to help do his job, I’ll be happy
to undertake that as well. I did your job for you yesterday; I’ll do
this one for you today. [interjections]

2:00 Provincial Budget Advertisements

Mr. Anderson: It’s getting hot in here, Mr. Speaker.

This government talks a lot about respect for taxpayers’ money,
yet their actions speak much louder than their words. On the air-
waves right now there are feel-good advertisements being
broadcast by this government, promoting a budget they haven’t
even passed yet. The ads talk about holding the line on spending
while making sure that every penny is spent wisely. This is blatant
partisan advertising, using taxpayer money to promote a party
agenda. To the minister of finance: how much money is this gov-
ernment spending on these PC infomercials?

Mr. Snelgrove: We’re not spending one cent on a PC infomercial.
Mr. Speaker, the government is spending about $165,000 total to
inform Albertans about this budget. It’s being spent in the major
centres and in the small local newspapers around Alberta, and it’s
also going through many of the ethnic newspapers in our larger
cities. We feel it’s important for all Albertans to have an opportu-
nity to understand the budget.

Mr. Anderson: That is not good enough for Alberta taxpayers, sir.

Given that we have a $3.4 billion deficit and given that we have
a $6.1 billion cash shortfall and given that our savings fund will be
vaporized by you, sir, within the next two years, will this minister
remember what it means to be fiscally responsible, show some
leadership, and cancel this egregious abuse of taxpayer dollars for
partisan purposes?

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, I think he just made my case for
spending some money to show Albertans what their budget is
about. This budget explains the priorities that we’ve got, the
money that’s being spent on the different departments. It also

shows the fact that in good years we set aside a savings account to
bridge through cash-flow shortages to better years ahead, and
that’s exactly what we’re doing on their behalf.

Mr. Anderson: Then, Mr. Minister, tell me this: if you’re giving
these advertisements for the public good, why don’t those adver-
tisements say that you’re running a $3.4 billion deficit, a $6.1
billion cash shortfall, with $115 million spent on new MLA of-
fices? Why don’t you be truthful with Albertans for a change and
put those in your infomercial, sir?

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, one thing that has been agreed upon
by this Auditor General, by the previous Auditor General, and by
the Canadian accounting institute is that our books from this gov-
ernment are the standard that all provinces try to achieve. They are
complicated. A budget document this thick is complicated, and
there are many parts to it. We have offered staff from Treasury to
try and explain it to some members of the opposition so that they
could try and understand accepted accounting principles. Appar-
ently, we’re not being too successful.

The Speaker:
Norwood.

The hon. Member for Edmonton-Highlands-

Wait Times for Cancer Treatment

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Yesterday in
this House allegations were raised that mismanagement of the
health care system caused the unnecessary deaths of cancer pa-
tients. Albertans are owed an answer to three questions: (a) was
there a significant and disproportionate increase in cancer surgery
wait times at any time in the last decade, (b) did people die as a
result of waiting too long for crucial cancer surgery, and (c) was
there a cover-up? I would like to give the minister of health the
opportunity to set the record straight. Will this minister of health
provide Albertans with a clear and unequivocal answer to these
vital questions?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Well, Mr. Speaker, I can’t do it all in 30 sec-
onds, but let me just give that hon. member and the rest of
Albertans some comfort that people waiting for cancer surgeries,
for example, important help with their cancer problem, have been
receiving it. In fact, I can tell you right now that according to the
Health Quality Council and their report last December there has
been no loss of confidence in the system and that 90 per cent of
patients were treated within 3.7 weeks for cancer treatment. That’s
a dramatic change from four or five years ago.

Mr. Mason: Mr. Speaker, the minister says that it’s a dramatic
change from three or four years ago, but it’s three or four years
ago that we’re talking about.

Given that everyone in this House recognizes that the minister
of health is very adept at answering questions or not answering
them as he sees fit, we have to conclude that he’s avoiding giving
Albertans a clear and honest answer to very serious allegations. I
must ask: what is the minister hiding?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, what I find interesting is that this
member has taken up the cause of furthering even more allega-
tions. It’s very unfortunate when a member of this House stands
up and uses the protection and the shield of immunity that this
House provides and then casts aspersions or casts accusations or
allegations against people that they know can’t come in here and
defend themselves. That is just absolutely wrong.
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Mr. Mason: Mr. Speaker, given that the minister has failed twice
now to answer the questions about whether there was an increase
in surgery times a few years ago that caused people to die by wait-
ing too long for surgery and whether or not there was a cover-up
and given that I gave him a chance to clear the air, the fact that
he’s refusing to do so says to me and, I think, says to the people of
Alberta that this minister is hiding something. So, Mr. Minister,
what are you hiding?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, I have spoken with the College of
Physicians and Surgeons. They deny any of those allegations.
They have not heard of anything. I spoke with the Health Quality
Council. They have no idea of those accusations. I’ve spoken with
former ministers of health of this Assembly. They have no idea of
all of that. As soon as other people who are still on holidays get
back here, I’ll be quizzing them as well. In the meantime, let’s not
let these allegations get too far out of hand here, please.

Access is there. A five-year funding plan is there. Outstanding
care is being delivered across the province.

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

Political Contributions by Municipal Officials

Ms Pastoor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Yesterday the Minister of
Municipal Affairs noted in this House that a number of other mu-
nicipalities had to repay taxpayers after submitting personal
expense claims for tickets to political events. To the Minister of
Municipal Affairs: will he table the names of the other municipali-
ties that had to repay taxpayers for the benefit of all Albertans?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Goudreau: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Just to reiterate what |
said yesterday, certainly there are some rules and regulations
around the contributions from municipalities to political activities,
and those rules are very, very clear. That was reinforced by the
Chief Electoral Officer in a letter dated October 1, 2010, to mu-
nicipalities, that indicated to them that municipalities could not
make political contributions nor reimburse an individual for po-
litical contributions.

Ms Pastoor: Given that the mayor of Rimbey claimed that noth-
ing was done wrong and that if you spend money in the right
place, you're going to bring it home, good Lord, and this is a
prevalent perception, how is this equality for all Albertans from
this PC government?

Mr. Goudreau: Mr. Speaker, specifically to the Rimbey issue, the
councillors did make some contributions, actually claimed some
of the expenses, and upon realizing that they had made a mistake,
agreed to pay it back. They realized that that was there, so they
paid all of their expenses back to the town of Rimbey.

Ms Pastoor: The perception is different than what the minister’s
answer is. This is the perception out there. Does the minister be-
lieve that he should set the record straight for all municipalities by
advising them in writing that they should be aware of the sections
of the Municipal Government Act that he quoted from yesterday?

Mr. Goudreau: Mr. Speaker, that has happened, and certainly as
I was indicating in my first response, there was a letter dated Oc-
tober 1, 2010, from the provincial Chief Electoral Officer to all
municipalities, all the CEOs of the municipalities, advising them
of the rules around political contributions.

The Speaker: Hon. Member for Lethbridge-East, you quoted
from a document. Would you kindly table it at the appropriate
time?

The hon. Member for Calgary-North Hill, followed by the hon.
Member for Calgary-Varsity.

Industrial Energy Efficiency Projects

Mr. Fawcett: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. All my questions are to
the Minister of the Environment. Yesterday the government par-
ticipated in the Climate Change and Emissions Management
Corporation’s announcement of $27.2 million in funding for in-
dustrial energy efficiency projects. This is great news, with six
innovative projects being awarded funding. I understand that there
was a total of 52 expressions of interest submitted. Can the minis-
ter assure this House and all Albertans that these projects were
selected and awarded in a fair manner?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Renner: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I certainly can give that
assurance to this member and to all members of the House. The
RFP process is as open and transparent as is humanly possible. As
the member indicated, there were 52 expressions of interest. Those
were reviewed by an independent board, and a number of projects
were selected for full proposal. That independent board, com-
prised of industry representatives, academia, municipalities as
well as public at large, then made the final selection. Then on top
of that there is an internal fairness audit as well.

The Speaker: The hon. member, please.
2:10

Mr. Fawcett: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To the same minister. |
have been told that yesterday’s funding announcement adds dol-
lars that were already committed by a corporation in a previous
funding announcement. Is this just a PR stunt? When will we fi-
nally start seeing real reductions in emissions and steel in the
ground on these innovative projects?

Mr. Renner: Well, Mr. Speaker, the member is absolutely right.
This emissions management corporation has had three different
rounds of funding announcements, this being the most recent. My
understanding is that projects are expected to begin within the
next year and should see real reductions at the source as early as
June of 2012.

The projects yesterday alone, Mr. Speaker, will amount to re-
ductions in CO, emissions at an estimated 3.2 megatons over the
next 10 years, so these are real reductions from a program that is
working.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Fawcett: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My final supplemental to
the same minister. While I applaud the goals of these investments,
some of my constituents are questioning why the government is
subsidizing private business projects. How are Albertans going to
get value for the dollars being invested in these projects?

Mr. Renner: Well, Mr. Speaker, first of all, I need to remind all
members that these dollars are dollars that are contributed by
business under our compliance mechanisms incorporated into our
large emitters legislation, so these are not general revenue tax
dollars that fund this program.

Over and above that, Mr. Speaker, I think it’s interesting to note
that the rate at which the leveraging occurs on these programs is
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about 5 to 1, so to date approximately a hundred million dollars
have been expended by this board, and that has resulted in about a
$500 million investment.

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

Logging in the Castle Special Management Area

Mr. Chase: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The Alberta Liberals have
long pressed for the creation of the 1,040 square kilometre Andy
Russell I’tai Sah Kop provincial park in the Castle-Crown area of
southern Alberta. To the Minister of Tourism, Parks and Recrea-
tion: given that a coalition of 23 tourism and recreation businesses
in southern Alberta are cautioning businesses in the sector to be
aware of the negative impact of clear-cutting before investing or
expanding in the area, has the Minister of Sustainable Resource
Development ever discussed the potential impacts of logging in
the Castle area with your department?

Mrs. Ady: Well, thank you, hon. member. I’'m well aware of the
fact that there are those groups that have asked for this designa-
tion, but as you know, these lands currently sit under Sustainable
Resources. Yes, we do have discussions, but as to your question,
I would say that the minister for sustainable resources needs to
answer it.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. My second question is again to the Minis-
ter of Tourism, Parks and Recreation. Will you designate the
Castle wilderness as protected within the province’s network of
protected areas and parks?

Mrs. Ady: Well, hon. member, you’re also aware of the land-use
framework that is at play and that this is one of the pieces that
we’re looking at. So as that is developed, we will have those op-
portunities, but until that comes forward and we have that
discussion, I think you’re a little early.

Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you. We’re all aware of the land-use frame-
work being put on hold while business after questionable business
takes place, whether it’s potatoes or trees. To the Minister of Sus-
tainable Resource Development. Given the tanking value of
softwood lumber there is no business case to be made for clear-cut
logging in the Castle area. Therefore, how can the minister possi-
bly give clear-cutting a priority over sustainable, economic
investment returns?

Mr. Knight: You know, Mr. Speaker, it would be interesting, of
course, for the member opposite to take a little look at commodity
pricing, particularly softwood lumber pricing, over, let’s say, a
period of the last 12, 14 months because, to start off with, his pre-
amble, which is not supposed to be allowed, actually indicated
that the price of softwood lumber is tanking. You know, I would
suggest that he goes and takes a look at it. The commodity pricing,
actually, for softwood lumber has increased remarkably in the last
number of months.

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

Securities Regulation

Mrs. Sarich: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. With the proposed merger
between the Toronto and London stock exchanges in the news,
securities regulation continues to be a topic of interest across the
country. My first question is to the Minister of Finance and Enter-
prise. Is Alberta still opposed to the idea of a single federal
securities regulator?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Snelgrove: Yes, Mr. Speaker. | can assure you and all Alber-
tans that we remain firmly committed to our opposition to the
attempt by the federal government to push their way into provin-
cial jurisdiction. There’s no evidence to support the purported
need for such a regulator. In fact, we see very tangible proof as we
come out of this recession that the system that we have now
works. This is clearly a case of: if it’s not broken, don’t fix it. The
passport feature has virtually all of the features that the purported
system would have without the need for the radical change they’re
proposing.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mrs. Sarich: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My first supplemental is to
the same minister. Given that the province of British Columbia,
once a supporter of the federal regulator, has recently come out in
opposition to this particular issue, can the minister comment on
whether this has any benefit or implication for Alberta?

Mr. Snelgrove: Well, Mr. Speaker, we obviously appreciate any
support for it. In fact, B.C. did support originally, and the head of
their securities regulator went to work on a transition team. Since
then, B.C. has changed their position to where they feel it is push-
ing into areas of provincial jurisdiction.

Mr. Speaker, 1 would take this opportunity to congratulate
Christy Clark, the new leader of the B.C. Liberal Party and the
next Premier, and to pass on our best wishes. I look forward to
working with her on this issue in the future.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mrs. Sarich: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My final supplemental,
again to the same minister: what is the level of support across the
country for the federal government push to establish a single regu-
lator?

Mr. Snelgrove: Well, Mr. Speaker, originally just Alberta and
Quebec were out there challenging this proposal. Since then, six
provinces have filed opposing briefs with the Supreme Court.
Joining Alberta and Quebec are Manitoba, British Columbia, Sas-
katchewan, and New Brunswick. It only shows that we got it right
early, and we have the support of most provinces except Ontario.

ESL Program Funding

Mr. Hehr: Mr. Speaker, for the past five years Alberta Education
has been providing enhanced English as a second language pro-
grams for children of refugees, many of whom do not speak a lick
of English. In my view, it was a valuable program that provided
refugee children with the opportunity to succeed, but this govern-
ment announced last week that this program will be cut. My
question today is for the Minister of Education. Does cutting this
program brighten the future prospects of these refugee children?
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Mr. Hancock: Mr. Speaker, my view would be that it should
not. In fact, it’s not the program that’s being cut; it’s the en-
hanced funding that’s being cut. We fund extra to the per-
student grant across the province for every student, $1,155 for
ESL funding. The enhanced grant was put in place six years ago,
when there was a larger number of refugee and immigrant chil-
dren coming into the province, and it was believed that we
needed to put more resources in to help enhance those programs
and learn how to do it better. Over the six years I hope that we
have learned how to do it better and that we’re now able to pro-
vide that kind of programming . . .

The Speaker: The hon. member, please.

Mr. Hehr: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. I just talked to some
teachers, and they assured me that more minority and ESL stu-
dents and refugee students are coming to this province than ever
before, so in their view more funding, not less, is needed. Would
you agree with their characterization of this funding cut?

Mr. Hancock: Well, what you just characterized is that more
students are coming; therefore, they need more money. I would
assure the hon. member that for every student that comes, there’s
that $1,155 grant for ESL funding. It’s the enhanced grant that
was put in place to help school boards develop better program-
ming and better ways, techniques of dealing with the extra issues
related to those particular students, and over the last six years we
hope that they actually have enhanced their programming and
learned how to do it better. They should be able to serve those
students with the . . .

The Speaker: The hon. member, please.

Mr. Hehr: That enhanced funding was put in the classrooms, and it
was used very nicely in the classrooms in support of these children.

I guess that if we’re here to investigate what the true cost is,
what is the dollar amount that your ministry actually saved by
cutting this ESL program?

Mr. Hancock: Mr. Speaker, | would be very happy to answer that
during estimates, but I think I can probably give him an answer in
just a second or two. Approximately $12,993,347.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Fort, followed by
the hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona.

2:20 Affordable Housing in Calgary

Mr. Cao: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My questions are for the Min-
ister of Housing and Urban Affairs. As the MLA for several
vibrant inner-city communities I understand the balance between
building safe communities and protecting vulnerable Albertans.
How can this minister ensure that the communities in my area are
not overwhelmed with shelters for the homeless?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Denis: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. That is a good
question. I would put to this member that, in fact, throughout the
entire province we have a province-wide responsibility for afford-
able housing and homelessness and not just in that particular area
of the city. We do have some projects there. But every year we
make an RFP, and through the RFP we go through a co-ordinated
process and ensure that there is not a particular concentration in
any particular community. So that is a good question, but we are
on this with the scatter-based model of affordable housing.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Cao: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To the same minister. Some
people believe that society’s nonprofit groups cannot compete
with private developers in housing grants. How can the minister
ensure that the changing needs of seniors are reflected in the grant
proposal and that they are not simply reflecting the wishes of the
private developers?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Denis: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. The member
does bring up a point again about the need for a changing housing
policy. We do that every year. Private developers, nonprofits,
municipalities: everybody is treated equally, and we go on a merit
basis on the basis that the taxpayers’ dollar is paramount. Last
year we were able to get our cost per unit down to $97,500 be-
cause of using this open and competitive tendering process.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Cao: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To the same minister: what
assurance can I give people looking to develop more housing for
seniors in Calgary’s inner city?

Mr. Denis: Again, we will be having an RFP actually this year as
we move closer to the goal of 11,000 affordable housing units by
2012. But, as always, the number one priority is the taxpayer, Mr.
Speaker, and we’ll continue on with that process.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona, fol-
lowed by the hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

0Oil Sands Reclamation

Ms Notley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Yesterday the Minister of
Environment tried to explain his failure to consult with the public
before adopting a sweetheart reclamation security deal with the oil
industry. The minister said that the issue was “very complex.”
Well, Mr. Speaker, it’s not complex. Albertans stand to be on the
hook for billions, and Albertans deserve to be heard on this issue.
Will the minister apologize to Albertans for his condescension and
admit that they have a right to be heard?

Mr. Renner: Well, Mr. Speaker, I stand by my comments yester-
day. This is an issue that requires a significant amount of policy
development. That has been ongoing for the past two years. At the
end of the day Albertans make their wishes very well known to
this minister and to every other minister, and I appreciate that
comment. But this is not the kind of an issue that would entail a
broad-based public consultation.

Ms Notley: Well, Mr. Speaker, given that the lobbyist registry
shows that, among others, Syncrude and Teck Resources were
consulted on the new plan and given that the same registry shows
no record of consultation with community groups, environmental
groups, municipalities, taxpayers, will this minister rethink what
he just said and correct this shameful consultation record and
commit to scrapping the program until after he receives input from
a broad range of Alberta’s citizens?

Mr. Renner: Well, my understanding of the rationale and the
reason that we have a lobbyist registry is so that unsolicited lobby-
ing that is done in this place and has been done for decades is
done with transparency and in the open. When we as a govern-
ment request input from someone, it shouldn’t matter whether or
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not they are listed as a lobbyist. The fact of the matter is that we
have to have input from the industry that we are regulating. It’s
done on a daily, regular basis. It has to take place, Mr. Speaker.

Ms Notley: You need input from all Albertans, Mr. Minister.
Now, given that the Royal Society stated in December that “cur-
rent practices for obtaining financial security for reclamation
liability leave Albertans vulnerable to major financial risks” and
given that your new plan will reduce what it’s collecting over the
next 10 years, why won’t you admit that your government’s ca-
pitulation to the oil industry once again behind closed doors is a
mistake and that you’ve sold out Albertans one more time?

Mr. Renner: Mr. Speaker, the member asks me why I won’t ad-
mit that we have done something. Why won’t this member admit
that she is misrepresenting the facts in this case? The fact is that
we are increasing the amount of security over the period and the
life of the mine significantly. That member knows perfectly well
that that’s the case.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar, fol-
lowed by the hon. Member for Calgary-Lougheed.

Provincial Borrowing

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Over the next three
fiscal years the government plans to borrow directly over $3 bil-
lion for the Alberta Treasury Branches. Why is the government
doing this now?

Mr. Snelgrove: Well, Mr. Speaker, because we have historically
low interest rates, and with our triple-A credit rating we are able to
borrow money for periods of time; for example, one five-year
term at less than 3 per cent. This money is going to be used if we
need to continue to invest in Alberta infrastructure. It’s taking a
cash asset and making a solid asset: a road, a school, a hospital.
It’s the right time to borrow. It’s smart use of debt.

Mr. MacDonald: Again, Mr. Speaker, to the same minister. |
thought we were out of the business of being in business. This has
to do with the $3 billion that you plan to borrow in the next three
years for the Alberta Treasury Branches. It has nothing to do with
infrastructure. Again, where will the government of Alberta place
this $3 billion liability on its books?

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, the money that we have borrowed is
in our books now. We have voted authority to borrow more this
year. We may proceed to the market. It’s not borrowed from the
Treasury Branches or deposited to the Treasury Branches. It’s
deposited into our sustainability fund after it’s borrowed, and it’s
shown exactly in our budget.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you. I'm disappointed the minister
doesn’t understand the question.

Now, why are Alberta taxpayers taking on this $3 billion liabil-
ity for what is supposedly a Crown corporation that’s independent
and separate from this government?

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, the borrowing has nothing to do
with the Treasury Branches. I understood the question; you didn’t
understand it. It has nothing to do with the Treasury Branches
whatsoever.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Lougheed, followed
by the hon. Member for Calgary-Glenmore.

Film and Television Tax Credit

Mr. Rodney: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Alberta’s film, television,
and digital media industries are invaluable to our province. How-
ever, I’ve heard from a number of constituents in the industry over
time, and they’re not working right now. They say that Alberta is
not as competitive as other provinces and states. Other jurisdic-
tions utilize tax credit models that entice and attract production
and investment. My questions are for the Minister of Culture and
Community Spirit. Can he please clarify why Alberta does not
have a film tax credit like everyone else?

Mr. Blackett: Well, Mr. Speaker, the reason that Alberta didn’t
have a tax credit is that when we looked at it first a couple of years
ago, most jurisdictions were in a race to the bottom. You’ve got
jurisdictions like Michigan and New Mexico right now who are
reducing or looking at eliminating their tax credits because they
can’t afford them. However, through our film advisory group with
our commissioners, our unions and guilds, and our producers we
are looking at a cultural industry tax credit that will give an incen-
tive for private individuals and companies to invest in those
productions, and we’re continuing to work on that model.

Mr. Rodney: My next question is to the same minister. What sort
of homework has your department done to ensure that despite
utilizing a different model, Alberta is still competitive in this in-
dustry? Where do we stack up?

Mr. Blackett: Well, Mr. Speaker, I was just down in Los Angeles
about five weeks ago and asked the financial representatives for
companies like both Disney and Warner Bros., and they told us
that we are competitive with the tax incentive that we have, the
Alberta multimedia development fund. We pay out cash, which
they like, we pay it out two months after production is completed,
which they like, we have the money in the bank, unlike other ju-
risdictions, and we can guarantee that they’ll get paid. They tell us
that for productions under $30 million we’re competitive with
every jurisdiction in North America.

Mr. Rodney: My final question is to the same minister. Can he
please explain what the return on investment for this trip was? Can
he share with our friends in the industry what new and specific
project deals were made as a result of the trip?

Mr. Blackett: Well, Mr. Speaker, because of contract negotia-
tions I can’t release the specific details until those contracts are
signed. The information will be released by either the studios or
those producers. But I can tell you that we learned some valuable
things. One, as a jurisdiction the Canadian dollar doesn’t matter
anymore. There’s no discount. We all have to be competitive
based on our merits, so based on our quality of productions, based
on our crew, based on our locations, and based on the availability
of talent we have in our province.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Glenmore, followed
by the hon. Member for Strathcona.

Capital Budget

Mr. Hinman: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The fearmongering and
failed leadership of this government continue. Instead of taking
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responsibility for their record deficits, the finance minister lashes
out at anyone who proposes a credible solution. Capital spending
in this province is out of control. It is 50 per cent higher than any
other province, and this is unsustainable. In a few years the prov-
ince’s savings will be vaporized. To the minister of finance: will
he explain how his capital spending program is sustainable at this
high level for the next ten years?

2:30

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, we have a capital strategy. It’s a 20-
year strategy that lays out for Albertans what we’re going to need
to enable business to grow and for the people that deliver on our
behalf education and health, the schools and the hospitals. We
have a three-year funded capital plan right now because we have
money in the bank. Unfortunately for the opposition there, the
future looks very bright in Alberta. While we are spending at a
rate one and a half times other provinces, we have a very, very
growing population. We have a growing economy. We have a
bright future in spite of how they’d like to look at it. These pro-
jects need to be completed. The ring road, the south Calgary
hospital, the south Calgary ring road: they’re all important to Al-
bertans.

Mr. Hinman: Mr. Speaker, were his fingers crossed while he was
trying to answer that one?

Given that this government has committed to a five-year stable
funding in health care but not for capital spending, only three
years, where projects take decades to develop, and given that this
lack of stable planning earlier in the decade created a yoyo effect,
which decimated the construction industry in 2003 and then fu-
elled an inflation that followed, will the minister stop fuelling the
boom-and-bust cycles in construction and commit to a sustainable,
transparent . . .

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, what we are committed to is a re-
sponsible capital plan that addresses the immediate and the long-
term needs of the province of Alberta. We do it in all aspects of
health care, of education, for seniors, the infrastructure we need
for the roads. It’s laid out in the plan. It is supported by our 20-
year strategic plan, it’s supported by cash in the bank, and it’s
supported by Albertans.

Mr. Hinman: It’s being supported by a hundred thousand dollars
plus campaign. The adage about whether you say you can or you
can’t applies here.

Given that the minister has now had a weekend to look at the
Wildrose balanced budget alternative, which balances increases to
core social programs with cuts to wasteful pet projects and slight
extensions to the capital plan to erase the deficit this year, will he
accept our invitation to sit down with our finance critic on ways to
reduce the deficit?

Mr. Snelgrove: I’'m not sure whether it’s unfortunate or fortunate.
I couldn’t hear all of the question because of some of the noise,
and that probably was fortunate.

We consulted with Albertans who have a positive outlook on
Alberta on an ongoing basis. We probably consulted with over a
hundred groups last year. What I would like to point out in an
irrelevant way: you replaced all the bulbs in the roof, Mr. Speaker,
but some are still burnt out there.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Strathcona, followed by the
hon. Member for Calgary-McCall.

Provincial Fees

Mr. Quest: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. When the government an-
nounced its new budget, it included an increase in motor vehicle
licensing and registration as well as land titles and corporate regis-
try fees. There seems to be some confusion in what’s included and
when it takes effect. To the Minister of Service Alberta: can you
make it clear what this increase includes and when it will take
effect?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mrs. Klimchuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’'m happy to clear up
some of the confusion on the fee increases. Effective April 1,
2011, vehicle licences and registrations as well as various land
titles and corporate registry fees will increase. Even with this in-
crease Alberta will be very competitive with other parts of
Canada. For example, registering your car in Alberta is still 16 per
cent below the national average.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Quest: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Second question to the same
minister: why do these fees have to go up at all?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mrs. Klimchuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The last time these
fees were raised was in 2002, approximately nine years ago. The
cost of doing business has steadily increased with salaries, sys-
tems development, and maintenance costs. Service Alberta has
been covering these costs, but we need to move into a cost-
recovery footing for now and for the future. We needed to in-
crease these fees to better reflect the cost of providing these
services to Albertans.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Quest: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Final question to the same
minister: do these fee increases also affect the registration of
commercial vehicles? What about nonprofit societies?

Mrs. Klimchuk: Mr. Speaker, I’m pleased to report that commer-
cial vehicle registrations and the not-for-profit sector in Alberta
will not be impacted by the changes announced in the budget,
despite what some have said. Alberta continues to have some of
the most competitive fees in the country.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-McCall, followed by
the hon. Member for Calgary-Mackay.

Homelessness Initiative

Mr. Kang: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. This year the Calgary Home-
less Foundation will lead a project to track homeless people.
Yesterday the minister of housing defended the electronic tracking
system, and he assured this House that the foundation will be re-
quired by law to protect the privacy of homeless people who seek
help. Unfortunately, the minister was wrong. To the minister of
housing: the Calgary Homeless Foundation is not subject to any
privacy laws, so how can the minister claim that the homeless will
have any privacy protection?

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Housing and Urban Affairs.
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Mr. Denis: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Unfortunately,
the Member for Calgary-McCall is the one who is mistaken here.
Subsequent to his question yesterday I called my deputy minister,
who has confirmed that the Calgary Homeless Foundation has a
contract with us, in fact, that requires them to abide by govern-
ment privacy legislation. People’s privacy is protected in my
department.

Mr. Kang: Mr. Speaker, the Privacy Commissioner does not pro-
tect the homeless shelters. Given that none of the nonprofit
homeless shelters tracking individuals are subject to any privacy
laws, can the minister explain what a homeless person could do
about a breach of privacy?

Mr. Denis: Mr. Speaker, once again, as [ mentioned yesterday, we
do not fund this particular collection of information by the Cal-
gary Homeless Foundation. As a result of getting funded with us,
they have signed a contract, and everybody whose information is
collected in that has full and accurate information protection, as
they would under any other registration. Period.

Mr. Kang: You’'re still not answering my question.

Given that the electronic surveillance will discourage homeless
people from seeking services, is the government’s plan to end
homelessness actually a plan to drive homeless people away?

Mr. Denis: Mr. Speaker, nothing could be further from the truth.
We are being successful in our plan to end homelessness. Our
shelter usage is down, and our costs are down 36 per cent. On top
of that, homeless people that I’ve met tell me that they have the
best services that they actually have had over the last couple of
years because of our 10-year plan to end homelessness. I’'m of-
fended that this member goes and maligns this program in this
House. Shame on him.

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

Charter Schools

Ms Woo-Paw: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Alberta students have
diverse needs, and charter schools provide an education which
responds to the needs of about 7,500 students in our province.
Some of the students reside in my constituency of Calgary-
Mackay. One of the requirements for charter schools is that they
must have their contracts renewed every five years. All my ques-
tions are to the Minister of Education. What importance does the
minister and your ministry place on charter schools, an educa-
tional system that’s unique to this province?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Hancock: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. Over the last 15
years I think charter schools have played a very important role in
the province. Their original raison d’étre was to provide choice
and to be innovative in the delivery of educational programs, and
they’ve done that. The charter schools have a couple of concerns
that they’ve asked us to deal with, and we intend to deal with
those concerns. One of the major concerns is that instead of hav-
ing a five-year renewable charter, they get some manner of
permanence. We’re currently examining how we can do that and
still maintain the raison d’étre of choice and innovation and being
leading edge in education in the province.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Ms Woo-Paw: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The Minister of Educa-
tion recently concluded an online survey directed at charter school
parents and educators. What can the minister tell us about the
information being collected from these surveys, and how will this
change charter schools from their present form?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. We have had an ongoing
consultation with Albertans in engaging Albertans in a discussion
about Inspiring Education. This discussion paper around charter
schools is one more step in that process of involving not just char-
ter schools in the discussion but the broader base of education
stakeholders and the community in a discussion about the impor-
tance of charter schools and what the parameters for charter
schools operating in the future might be. We started that consulta-
tion based on a paper that was produced which talked about
research and innovation, so the consultation was framed around
that, but it’s a broader consultation based on the role and function
of charter schools in the broader education system.

2:40

Ms Woo-Paw: My constituents who have children enrolled in
charter schools have expressed a concern that these facilities will
move toward a more research-based system, thereby turning their
children’s classroom into an educational laboratory. What sort of
research is being conducted in these classrooms, and how does it
differ from that compiled in public school classrooms at present?

Mr. Hancock: Well, Mr. Speaker, research is always important,
and data gathering is important. We have research that we apply to
the classrooms, and we take the application from the classrooms
and put it into research. It’s an important function in both charter
schools and public schools. We talked earlier about the AISI pro-
gram and the need to do research and apply it in classroom
settings to improve our education system. One of the raisons
d’étre of a charter school was to be innovative. It makes sense that
we would follow that innovation, discover what is done to en-
hance the educational opportunities for those students, learn from
it, and help translate that into the broader public system.

The Speaker: Hon. members, 18 members were recognized to-
day. There were 108 questions and answers.

Statement by the Speaker

Oral Questions

The Speaker: Before we move on to the next order of business,
though, this being day 5, I’'m sort of thinking to myself that maybe
some very bad habits are being developed in the Assembly. I
would just like to refer members once again to that section of
Beauchesne that deals with oral questions. I’d just like to put into
the record again some of the basic guidelines that we use. These
are dealing with questions in the Oral Question Period.

(1) It must be a question, not an expression of an opinion, rep-

resentation, argumentation, nor debate.
There were 18 sets today. You can go through them and do your
own homework a little later this afternoon and see how many
would violate that one.

(2) The question must be brief. A preamble need not exceed

one carefully drawn sentence. A long preamble on a long ques-

tion takes an unfair share of time and provokes the same sort of

reply. A supplementary question should need no preamble.



122 Alberta Hansard

March 1, 2011

In addition to that, I have sworn documents, signed, saying that
nobody will violate the preamble principles. Signed, again. Signa-
tures there. Words have to mean something.
(3) The question ought to seek information and, therefore,
cannot be based upon a hypothesis, cannot seek an opinion, ei-
ther legal or otherwise, and must not suggest its own answer, be
argumentative or make representations.
(4) It ought to be on an important matter, and not be frivolous.
(5) The matter ought to be of some urgency. There must be
some present value in seeking the information during the Ques-
tion Period rather than through the Order Paper or through
correspondence with the Minister or the department.
There are a whole series of others in addition to that.

Please, got some time later today, this afternoon? Just check out
Beauchesne to see exactly what these guidelines are because you
don’t want to drive all the people away from the galleries. There
are only three left today after only one hour and 12 minutes. We
started off with packed galleries. Obviously, these people have
other things on their agenda, or they’re not impressed with what
they see happening.

Let’s please proceed now.

Ms Blakeman: Mr. Speaker, point of order.

The Speaker: Point of order?

Point of Order
Answers to Oral Questions

Ms Blakeman: Yes, sir, under 13(2). Thank you very much for
the reminder. I’'m sure that it’s very valuable to everyone in this
House. I'm just wondering if there’s any citation that is able to be
used to require an answer to the question?

The Speaker: The hon. member knows full well that there isn’t.
There are many citations, and they basically say: this is called Oral
Question Period. I’ve stated time and time again that it’s not called
oral answer period. There are many, many citations with respect to
answers, but we’re talking about the Oral Question Period.

Ms Blakeman: What a shame. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: Hon. member, this tradition has evolved over a
thousand years. So shame on all those people for 1,000 years of
development of this parliamentary democratic principle.

Introduction of Bills
(continued)

The Speaker: We’re back to the Routine. I’ll now recognize the
hon. Minister of Sustainable Resource Development.

Bill 10
Alberta Land Stewardship Amendment Act, 2011

Mr. Knight: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I request leave
to introduce Bill 10, Alberta Land Stewardship Amendment Act,
2011. 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.

Mr. Speaker, two years ago the government embarked on a
regional planning process for the province to plan for the future
needs of Albertans and manage our growth responsibly. We have
worked forward with those plans. There has been some sugges-
tion, as I've travelled Alberta and we’ve worked on moving
forward with the planning process, that Albertans had some con-

cern relative to the legislation that, in fact, is going to provide
support for those very much needed regional plans. This bill, the
amendment act for the Land Stewardship Act, is a piece of legisla-
tion that will address, I think, the majority of Albertans’ concerns
that I’ve heard over the past period of time.

[Motion carried; Bill 10 read a first time]

Tabling Returns and Reports

The Speaker: Hon. Member for Lethbridge-East, did you have a
tabling as a follow-up to your question?

Ms Pastoor: Yes. Not a report, just tablings.
The Speaker: Tablings, yes.

Ms Pastoor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have four tablings, with
the five copies required, from persons who are very upset about
the clear-cutting in the Castle special management place: Jacques
Thouin from Pincher Creek, Torey McLeish from Calgary, Cliff
Wallis from Calgary, and Susanne Rautio from Victoria, B.C. This
is not just a southern Alberta issue. It is for all who tour and recre-
ate in this area.

The Speaker: Hon. Member for Lethbridge-East, I asked you to
table a document as a result of a citation. Do you have that ready?

Ms Pastoor: No.
The Speaker: You’ll have it tomorrow?
Ms Pastoor: Yes.

The Speaker: Thank you.
Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I’ll make sure she
has it tomorrow.

I have a document that I would like to table which references
questions I asked the hon. minister of finance today. This docu-
ment, Provincial Budget Briefs, is from CIBC. It was put out on
February 24, and it indicates — and I’m going to quote — that “in
the new fiscal year, the Government of Alberta will start borrow-
ing on behalf of . . . Alberta Treasury Branches.”

Thank you.

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

Mr. Chase: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’m tabling e-mails from the
following individuals who are seeking the preservation of the
Castle wilderness, many of whom have personally visited the
Castle and all of whom believe clear-cutting will damage the
ecology, watershed, wildlife, and natural species and must be pro-
hibited at all costs: Lindsey Wallis, Lisa Richards, Margaret
Lewis-MacDonald, Kevin Brygidyr, Patricia Thomas, Megan
McRae, Adam Beach, Nicole Chaplain-Pearman, Randy Mont-
gomery, Jacques Thouin, Tracey Ferguson, Patrick Mahaffey, Hal
Pashler, Allison Hill, Sally Roenisch, Chantal Pattenden, Ken
Goble, Dan Ramunno, Sharon Neal, Zanita Lukezich, Helene
Walsh, Heather Hood, Patricia Guest, Judith Blakeley, Steve
McCabe, Jacquie Barnaby, Carmel Euwen, Cheryl Thomas, Clau-
dia Rustenburg, Chris Wex, Richard Leckenby, Robert Hii,
Karsten Heuer, Jeannette (Tenhaaf) Thomas, Andrew Pike, Piumi
Abeynayaka, Jenn Chic, Simone Monckton, Robert and Brandi
Wright, Sean Kubara, Gordon McLeod, Bill Taylor, Maureen
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Raymond, Marcus Peterson, H. Buckmaster, Bonnie Mullin, Jody
Overduin, Dr. Pat Brennan, Monika Schaefer, and Andrew Mott.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have several hundred more e-mails I
will be tabling.

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

Mr. Taylor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’m tabling today five cop-
ies each of five different letters or e-mails from Dr. Alixe Howlett,
Dr. Julia Carter, Dr. Catherine Heimbach, Dr. Nicola Watkins, and
Dr. Brendan Vaughan, all concerning the possible ending of fund-
ing for the physician and family support program.

Thank you very much.

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

Ms DeLong: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. In my speech
yesterday in private members’ bills I referred to two documents
from the southern Alberta organ and tissue donation program, and
they show that in the last year of all the possible organ donors, the
end-of-life care, all 100 per cent of their families were approached
by HOPE to consent to organ donation.

The second document shows that the families of all, 100 per
cent of them — 100 per cent of them — for the last year consented
to the donation. Albertans are doing the right thing. One hundred
per cent of possible organ donations in southern Alberta were
donated.

2:50 Tablings to the Clerk

The Clerk: I wish to advise the House that the following docu-
ments were deposited with the office of the Clerk: on behalf of the
hon. Mr. Snelgrove, Minister of Finance and Enterprise, pursuant
to the provincial judges and masters in chambers registered and
unregistered pension plans regulation the provincial judges and
masters in chambers registered and unregistered pension plans
annual reports for the years ended March 31, 2009, and March 31,
2010.

Calendar of Special Events

The Speaker: Hon. members, before I call Orders of the Day, it
being March 1 of the year 2011, I should draw to the attention of
all members the significance of the month of March and dates
within the month of March. We will be recognizing some of them
over the next number of days.

First of all, March is Liver Health Month, National Colorectal
Cancer Month, Kidney Health Month, Nutrition Month, National
Social Work Month, Red Cross Month, Fraud Prevention Month,
Youth Science Month, National Engineering and Geoscience
Month.

Now, there are a number of events. Today, March 1, is Self-
injury Awareness Day. March 3 is Mahashivaratri, night of wor-
ship to Shiva, for people who follow the Hindu persuasion. March
4 is World Day of Prayer, with the focus country in the world this
year being Chile. March 4 to 20 is Les Rendez-vous de la Franco-
phonie. March 5 to 13 is the Tim Hortons Brier from London,
Ontario. March 6 is International Children’s Day of Broadcasting.
March 6 to 12 is Pharmacy Awareness Week, as it is International
Women’s Week, as it is World Glaucoma Week. March 8 is Inter-
national Women’s Day. March 8 is also Shrove Tuesday and
Mardi Gras. March 9 is Ash Wednesday. March 9 to 13 is Cana-
dian Music Week. March 10 is World Kidney Day. March 11 is
National Aboriginal Achievement Awards Day. On March 13
daylight saving time begins.

March 13 to 19 is Canadian Agriculture Safety Week; March
14, Commonwealth Day; March 14 to 20, Brain Awareness Week;
March 15, World Social Work Day. March 15 is also World Con-
sumer Rights Day. March 17, of course, is St. Patrick’s Day.
March 20 is Purim, the Jewish observance which begins on the
evening of March 19. March 20 is the Journée internationale de la
Francophonie. March 20 is French Language Day at the United
Nations. March 20 is Holi; the Hindu spring festival begins.
March 20 is the vernal equinox, or the spring equinox. March 20
is Sun-Earth Day, as it is World Storytelling Day.

March 21 is the International Day for the Elimination of Racial
Discrimination, as it is World Poetry Day. March 21 is also the
International Day of Nowruz. This is a Persian festival and means
“new day.” This is a 3,000-year old festival. March 21 to 27 is the
Week of Solidarity with the Peoples Struggling against Racism
and Racial Discrimination, as it also is World Salt Awareness
Week. March 22 is World Water Day. March 23 is World Mete-
orological Day. March 24 is World Tuberculosis Day. March 24 is
also the International Day for the Right to the Truth Concerning
Gross Human Rights Violations and for the Dignity of Victims.
March 25 is the International Day of Remembrance of the Victims
of Slavery and the Transatlantic Slave Trade. March 26 is Purple
Day, a global day for epilepsy awareness. March 26 at 8:30 p.m. is
Earth Hour. March 27 is World Theatre Day. March 28 to April
24 is Easter Seals Paper Egg Campaign. The Northlands Farm and
Ranch Show will be in Edmonton from March 31 to April 2.

Orders of the Day
Government Motions

Provincial Fiscal Policies

8. Mr. Snelgrove moved:
Be it resolved that the Legislative Assembly approve in
general the business plans and fiscal policies of the gov-
ernment.

[Adjourned debate February 24: Ms Pastoor]
The Speaker: The hon. Leader of the Official Opposition.

Dr. Swann: Thank you. It’s an honour and a pleasure to rise in
the House and respond to the budget. It’s easy to see a budget as
nothing more than a balance sheet, a set of numbers, expenses
on one side, revenues on the other. A balanced budget is good, a
surplus budget even better, and a deficit budget means trouble,
eventually debt.

A government’s budget is in a very real sense a moral docu-
ment, a public trust. It’s an expression of a government’s
priorities. It represents moral choices: we will take more from this
group, less from that, support this group but not that group; we
will invest here; we won’t invest there. Every decision the gov-
ernment makes about its budget has a tremendous impact on real
Albertans, Albertans from all walks of life and all corners of the
province. The essential goal of a budget is to reflect the people’s
values and to use their money for the long-term well-being of
people, the province, and the land.

I’'m glad to see that the government did attempt to follow the
Official Opposition’s advice to support core people programs —
health care, education, social services — but this budget does noth-
ing to support our long-term prosperity, nor does it cut wasteful
spending so that core programs can be strengthened not just this
year but in perpetuity.

This government has a spending problem and a revenue prob-
lem. But the larger truth: this government has a management
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problem. This is the fourth deficit budget in a row. The sustaina-
bility fund will soon run dry. This government acts as though
they’re playing with an endless supply of Monopoly money and
that they can just start the game over when they go bankrupt. No,
this isn’t a game, Mr. Speaker.

Alberta Liberals believe in stable funding for core people pro-
grams, including health, education, and social services for our
most vulnerable, essential public institutions and services that
Albertans value tremendously. They protect health and enhance
Alberta’s productivity and long-term prosperity. We’re not play-
ing with Monopoly money here. You can’t just start another game
when you go bankrupt. Alberta needs a common-sense, Alberta
Liberal approach to budgeting, and we have proposed common-
sense alternatives that would save taxpayers 1 and a half billion
dollars.

Out of 83 MLAs, 24, more than one-quarter, hold cabinet posi-
tions. We don’t need a cabinet this large. Seventeen ministries
could cover the most important bases, saving Albertans roughly
$40 million. Not only does this save millions of dollars; it would
also show leadership. It would show that the ruling party is willing
to make real sacrifice for the greater good.

We’d also eliminate departmental funding for MLA policy
committees, eliminate the Public Affairs Bureau, which spends
time and public money promoting this Tory mismanagement and
frivolous public relations nonsense such as Your Alberta Online,
and the branding initiative or the blatant greenwashing that tries to
fight a propaganda war when we should be fighting to protect our
environment. No wonder government communications are so of-
ten mocked by the media.

Government waste like the $30,000 copying machine that ar-
rived in my office last year or the new computer that I receive
every two years whether mine is having problems or not, the
waste on government travel, hospitality, spending on external
consultants: all of these can be significantly trimmed. An Alberta
Liberal government would do so. We would also scale back our
investment in carbon capture and storage. We’d stop pouring tens
of millions of taxpayer dollars into rich men’s hobbies like horse
racing and private golf courses. We’d spread out the spending on
capital projects over a longer period of time. All told, our com-
mon-sense budget would save taxpayers a billion and a half
dollars while protecting people programs that Albertans value
most.

While the Official Opposition is dismayed that the government
failed to cut wasteful spending, we don’t object in principle to the
general thrust of the budget. Before the budget was delivered,
Alberta Liberals called for this government to protect people pro-
grams, and with some notable exceptions the government
followed our advice, at least for the short term. But let’s have a
look at some specific portfolios to see where the government
could have done better.

3:00

Health spending is about where it should be, and I give the gov-
ernment kudos for that. How it’s being spent has some serious
questions. About two-thirds of Albertans understand that the crisis
in emergency room wait times isn’t one of funding; it’s a crisis of
poor management. You’ve experimented with health delivery at a
massive financial and human cost, built hospitals and clinics with-
out operational funding or front-line health care professionals to
run them. You’ve disbanded the Mental Health Board, AADAC,
and the Alberta Cancer Board, replacing them with a centralized
bureaucracy that cannot possibly manage the delivery of the vast
array of services efficiently, overspending by more than a billion
dollars in the transition. Wait times are not getting better, and as

the emergency room and long-term care crisis continues, this gov-
ernment simply rolls out ad hoc solutions to put out each political
fire as it springs up. That’s not a recipe for long-term success, Mr.
Speaker.

The Official Opposition is pleased that funding for AISH, PDD,
and Alberta seniors’ benefit was not cut, but still an increasing
number of Albertans depend on these programs, albeit people who
continue well below the poverty line. This month several organi-
zations supporting people with disabilities challenged us as
elected representatives to try to live for a month on $1,180. T know
I couldn’t, Mr. Speaker. It’s rank hypocrisy to index our generous
salaries but not our most vulnerable citizens” monthly stipend.

What will it take for this government to realize that vulnerable
people living in poverty are much more likely to have mental and
physical health problems — addictions, criminal activity, and en-
counters with violence — eventually costing our public institutions
and our communities much more? That’s on top of the tragic loss
of human potential.

It remains to be seen whether or not the small increase in the
seniors’ budget will meet rising demand. It’s also worth noting
that the people who rely on PDD funding are still waiting — still
waiting — for the administrative review of last year, which will tell
them whether or not their programs will continue. Mr. Speaker, |
implore this government to speed up this review so that vulnerable
people are not left hanging.

The education budget remains basically static. That’s better than
cuts, but it doesn’t really address the needs set out by this gov-
ernment, who deliver fine rhetoric about transforming the system
for a 21st century. Let’s face it. This government can barely meet
its current obligations to the system, never mind transforming it.
Despite reassurances from government, there’s no way that this
budget can fund new school infrastructure even in towns with
major space crunches like Airdrie and Beaumont.

The situation is still more troubling when it comes to advanced
education. This is the future of Alberta we’re talking about and the
key to economic diversity, social progress, and environmental
stewardship for the 21st century. Postsecondary students barely
rated a mention in the throne speech. Compare that to five years
ago, when this same government promised students they would
make Alberta’s postsecondary tuition costs the most affordable in
the country, that there would be enough university or technical
spaces for everyone who wanted them. Those promises are long
broken, and grants and bursaries have been slashed. To make mat-
ters worse, you’ve suspended the matching grants for the access to
the future, hurting our colleges and universities and directly im-
pacting students and alumni who want to donate to their old
schools.

Unemployment is still a major concern for Albertans. The eco-
nomic recovery remains fragile despite this government’s wishful
predictions, and unemployment was only recently at historic highs
for this province. Under these circumstances we have a responsi-
bility to help Albertans who have lost their jobs and are looking
for work. But this budget actually reduces income supports for
those Albertans. How are they supposed to make ends meet? The
budget for retraining and employment programs has been slashed,
and now it’s harder than ever for young workers entering the job
market to find employment thanks to the elimination of an entire
program devoted to making that task easier. This indicates that the
government is seriously out of touch with the concerns of working
Albertans.

Environment and Sustainable Resource Development are cru-
cial departments that need sustainable funding in order to fight
climate change and protect air, land, water, and wildlife. Based on
the budget for Sustainable Resource Development it seems clear
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that this government has given up any plans to complete the South
Saskatchewan regional plan by the end of this year.

You’ve done little to encourage diversification in our energy
production. You can’t sequester all the carbon Alberta emits. We
need reductions in emissions. We can’t even tell if we’re making
progress on the environmental protection front if we don’t have
properly funded, independent monitoring systems in place, which
we don’t, as well as the resources to identify violations and im-
pose fines on those that violate our standards.

The lack of commitment to our environment has become an
international embarrassment, risking the well-being of our primary
industry and every Albertan. A clean environment is crucial to
human health. This government clearly doesn’t understand or
believe that properly protecting the environment would help us
protect long-term business sustainability as well as public health.
This is a vital investment.

Perhaps the most troubling cut is the one to Housing and Urban
Affairs. Just when homeless numbers were starting to improve a
little, you slashed program spending in this vital area by $90 mil-
lion. When combined with last year’s cuts, this department has
seen a 36 per cent decrease in funding, or $210 million, in just two
years. This government has a stated policy of ending homeless-
ness in 10 years, and that target can’t possibly be met with these
kinds of cuts.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, this government shows its true colours
when it comes to raising revenues through user fees. I have no
problem with people paying for discretionary services they re-
ceive, but massive increases in registry fees are nothing more than
a $157 million tax grab, one that affects every Albertan. These
increases, some of them over 150 per cent over last year, will have
a serious impact on the working poor and the middle class, yet this
government chooses to transform what should have been a one-
time subsidy, the drilling stimulus, into a permanent feature of the
royalty framework, robbing Albertans of hundreds of millions of
dollars in royalties. Last year ending March 31, at a time of high
oil prices and record profits, this government gave back to the
industry $1.7 billion, double what the government was anticipated
to pay out. This contrast in priorities surely reveals the character
of this government. I have met oil executives who are embarrassed
by this government’s lack of responsible leadership.

There’s a right and a wrong in this world, Mr. Speaker, and
the distinction is not very difficult to make. Responsible leaders
must not ignore the moral dimensions of the budgets they create.
The moral choices of this government will create hardship for
many of our most vulnerable citizens, including children, 70,000
of whom are at risk for malnutrition, poor school achievement,
and other preventable problems. Failing these children and other
vulnerable Albertans will have a tremendous negative impact on
our province and its people if we don’t start planning for the
future immediately.

Albertans shouldn’t have to choose between Tory incompetence
and extremist positions of the parties at the fringes of the political
spectrum. In fact, we don’t have to choose between the Tories,
who cut the wrong things; the New Democrats, who’d cut nothing;
and the Wildrose Alliance, who would cut everything. There’s
another choice: the Alberta Liberals, the only party with common-
sense solutions that work for Albertans.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

3:10

The Speaker: Hon. members, 29(2)(a) is available. Hon. Member
for Edmonton-Strathcona, are you on 29(2)(a)?

Ms Notley: Yes. Under 29(2)(a) I’'m wondering if the Leader of
the Official Opposition could comment on a recent report released
by the parliamentary financial officer, who actually identified the
fact that over the last 25 years the governments across the country
that were most likely to balance their budgets were New Democrat
governments as opposed to Conservative governments, that were
quite close after that, and Liberal governments, that were the far-
thest behind in terms of balancing their budgets.

Dr. Swann: Well, Mr. Speaker, I’'m not aware of that study, but
I’d be very interested to receive it under advisement. I’'m sure
there are important lessons to be learned from those that have
gone before us.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Airdrie-Chestermere on
29(2)(a).

Mr. Anderson: Yes. To the hon. leader: I don’t understand why
you would feel the need to say that the Wildrose would cut every-
thing. Clearly, you’ve read in our budget document — I hope you
have — that we’re proposing $4.2 billion in infrastructure. We’re
proposing close to a $40 billion budget. In fact, if you look at your
proposal, your prebudget submission, you talk about stretching the
capital budget from three years to five years, which would mean
steeper infrastructure cuts than what we’re proposing, from three
years to four years. So I don’t understand why the brazen attack.

The Speaker: Hon. leader, if you wish.

Dr. Swann: Fair comment, Mr. Speaker. I take that under ad-
visement.

The Speaker: Others? The hon. Minister of International and
Intergovernmental Relations.

Ms Evans: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Just a small point in the pre-
liminary. If I heard the hon. member properly, I believe that there
was a reference to four deficits that were budgeted for. In actual
fact, I believe that that would have been two.

The Speaker: Hon. leader, if you wish. No? Okay.
Others? The hon. Minister of Energy.

Mr. Liepert: Yes, Mr. Speaker. Since we are both MLAs for the
city of Calgary, I’d be very interested to know, in that billion and
a half that the member suggested in savings such as cutting back
in infrastructure, which Calgary projects would you like to go on
the record, sir, that we do not proceed with in construction this
year?

The Speaker: Hon. leader, if you wish.

Dr. Swann: Well, Mr. Speaker, there are a lot of issues relating to
infrastructure that I think one needs to look at carefully. We have
a responsibility to the people of Alberta to manage the public
purse in the same way that we would manage our own personal
finances. If we have to delay a road’s completion for a year, if we
have to make some tough decisions to get back into the black, I
think Albertans expect us to do that, just as we would in our own
family budgeting.

Quite apart from that, this bloated government continues to
persist in expanding itself, now to the tune of 24 ministries, when
just in the year that I entered this Legislature, we were at 17 or 16
departments. One has to ask which part of small government or
efficient government this leadership doesn’t get. Why are we
spending 40 million extra dollars on this and now an expanded
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MLA representation. Where that came from, again, is another
question that begs belief when Albertans want to see their wealth,
their hard-earned cash, spent responsibly, frugally to address the
core human service issues that protect Albertans, that protect our
environment, and give us a long-term advantage for the future.

What we have seen is, unfortunately, cronyism, appointments of
Tories to various boards and commissions. We’ve seen money
going through the hands of this government at a rate unseen in the
past, that retains the power and the privilege of this elite Tory . . .
[interjections] Thirty-nine years is too long, Mr. Speaker, and it’s
time . . . [interjections]

The Speaker: The hon. leader has the floor.

Dr. Swann: It’s long past due time for change, Mr. Speaker.
They’re past their best-before date, and I think Albertans are be-
ginning to realize that.

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Energy.

Mr. Liepert: Well, Mr. Speaker, I’'m very interested to see that
the member talks about . . .

Dr. Taft: Mr. Speaker, I thought it was back and forth between
the opposition and government.

The Speaker: There’s no back and forth under 29(2)(a). He had
my attention first, okay?

Mr. Liepert: Mr. Speaker, the member has talked about a delay in
capital construction. There are two major projects in Calgary that
are under way in capital construction. One is the west LRT. The
other is the south Calgary hospital. Tell us specifically. Don’t
ramble on about all of these generalities. Be specific.

The Speaker: Sorry. We’ve now finished our time.

Now, hon. Member for St. Albert, did you want to participate in
this debate? Okay.

Then the hon. Member for Airdrie-Chestermere on the motion
at hand.

Mr. Anderson: On the motion. Boy, oh boy, Minister of Energy.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to respond to this government’s pro-
posed budget. When the Alberta Liberals accuse the government
of treating the public purse like their own limitless supply of Mo-
nopoly money and the NDP start banging the drum for more
responsible fiscal management, you know there’s a really, really
big problem over there.

Budget 2011 is the latest in a string of damaging fiscal decisions
made by a big-spending Progressive Conservative Party, that has
lost any remaining right, if it had any, to call itself fiscally conser-
vative. The numbers are painful: a $3.4 billion deficit, three times
higher than what they predicted it would be last year, an additional
$2.7 billion, to be spent on provincial capital projects, that isn’t
even included in the government’s final deficit number, bringing
the total cash shortfall to an astronomical $6.1 billion, exceeded
only by last year’s record $7.8 billion cash shortfall.

This $6.1 billion shortfall will be paid for out of our savings
fund, the sustainability fund. That savings fund was at $15 billion
just last year. By the end of this year it will be a paltry $5 billion
and only a year or two away from total annihilation. Our heritage
fund, when adjusted for inflation, is now worth as much as it was
in 1981, and the PC plan for balancing the budget is based on the
hope that all-time record-high resource and income tax revenues
are just around the corner. They also hiked user fees for vehicle
registrations by 20 per cent and for registering a new business by

150 per cent. For a government whose flagship bill last year was
designed to make Alberta more attractive for business, they just
made it 150 per cent more expensive to start one. What a total
embarrassment.

The bottom line is this. This government’s spending addiction
has squandered almost every cent saved over the last 15 years, has
depleted our heritage fund to 1981 levels — 1981 levels — and the
government’s plan, so-called, to balance the budget consists of
praying and hoping for $140-a-barrel oil prices and the magic
doubling or tripling of provincial GDP growth.

The irresponsibility of this budget is absolutely stunning. Less
than 24 hours after this government delivered their budget, our
caucus, the Wildrose, delivered ours, the balanced budget alterna-
tive document. In it we have outlined a plan to balance the budget
this year without resorting to cuts to health, education, seniors’
programs, or other vulnerable Albertans.

We propose balancing the budget through three primary means.
First, we will limit the increase in spending for core social pro-
grams by the rate of inflation plus population growth, 2.2 per cent
last year. This means a modest increase of a few hundred million
for our health, education, social supports, seniors, child services,
and other key social programs while freezing or moderately lower-
ing less critical departmental budgets. This would save us $900
million when compared to the continued unsustainable PC hikes to
core program spending of 6 per cent in health care, 4.5 per cent in
education. In a time of large deficits this is simply too much.

Second, we would spread the existing PC three-year capital plan
over an extra year or an extra two years, like our friends the Lib-
erals are calling for. Just an extra year. This would mean that
infrastructure spending this year would total roughly $4.2 billion,
which is still slightly higher than the B.C., Ontario, Quebec aver-
age. | guess the President of the Treasury Board or perhaps the
Energy minister would find our friends in Quebec, Ontario, and
B.C. to be extreme fiscal conservatives. It just makes no sense that
they would call us that.

We would propose focusing that $4.2 billion on infrastructure to
the most critical projects such as schools for Beaumont, Airdrie,
Chestermere, Fort McMurray, continued work on the Calgary and
Edmonton ring roads, and the doubling of highway 63 to Fort
McMurray.

3:20

We would also invest millions into expanding long-term care
facilities for seniors currently living in hospitals, thereby freeing
up thousands of new acute-care beds in existing hospitals around
the province. Doing so would allow us to postpone billions in
spending on new acute-care facilities until we can actually find
and pay for the health professionals needed to staff them.

Although protracting the PCs’ existing capital spending plan is
necessary to balance the budget this year, we would again note
that the Alberta Liberal Party recommended a much more drastic
approach in their 2011-12 prebudget recommendations by encour-
aging the government to stretch the existing three-year PC
infrastructure budget over five years instead of the four we are
proposing. Although such a commitment to fiscal prudence is
laudable — and indeed such measures may one day be necessary
should the PCs continue their reckless spending behaviour — the
Wildrose feels this degree of delay in infrastructure investment to
be unnecessarily drastic at this time and feels that stretching the
PC’s current three-year capital plan for a single additional year
would deliver the savings necessary to balance the budget deficit
in2011.

I would ask the government this. If you claim our plan is ex-
treme, do you feel the Liberals are right-wing nut jobs for
proposing even steeper spending reductions? Or is it possible that
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you have lost all sense of what it means to be fiscally conserva-
tive? Albertans clearly agree with the latter conclusion.

Finally, we would cut tens of millions of dollars to wasteful PC
pet projects and vote-buying schemes such as the infamous $2
billion carbon and capture waste boondoggle, $115 million for
new MLA offices, tens of millions in direct grants to corporations,
and shrink the number of cabinet ministers from 24 to 16. These
Wildrose proposals would result in a balanced budget for 2011
and put our province back on the road to financial health for both
current and future generations.

The PC government continues to claim that if Albertans want to
balance the budget before 2012, they must choose between either
tax increases or deep spending cuts to core social programs as well
as shelving priority infrastructure projects like schools and long-
term care facilities. This claim by the government is a blatant
falsehood. It is meant to generate fear and take advantage of Al-
bertans’ commitment to taking care of the vulnerable, ensuring
quality, universal health care, giving our children the best educa-
tion possible, and building key infrastructure. It is fearmongering,
and it is blatantly dishonest.

Balancing the provincial budget does not require cuts to front-
line health services, education, or funding for the vulnerable, but it
does require a government that is able to prioritize needs before
wants and that refrains from elaborate and expensive vote-buying
schemes that do nothing to improve the lives of Albertans, only
the fortunes of the PCs at the ballot box.

This government is gambling with all of our futures. Its bal-
anced budget strategy consists of banking on Middle East turmoil
to drive up energy prices. Do members in this House realize how
lucky we are as a province? Alberta’s resource royalties provide a
revenue stream that no other province even comes close to enjoy-
ing. To put things in perspective, the Canadian provincial all-time
record for resource revenues collected in a single year by a prov-
ince other than Alberta was British Columbia’s $4.5 billion in
2005. Even during the low point of the 2008 recession Alberta’s
low end for resource revenues dropped to just under $7 billion, off
a high of $14 billion — $14 billion — three times the record of the
next-closest province, in 2006.

This year resource revenues are projected to be a robust and
healthy $8.3 billion, not including land sales, yet despite this our
province remains drowning in a sea of red ink. It is virtually un-
fathomable that we could have a $6 billion cash shortfall under
these circumstances, but here we sit. We cannot continue to rely
on the good fortunes of high energy prices compensating for reck-
less and out-of-control spending habits. We live in a volatile world
with uncertain economic times ahead. Technological advances and
a shift away from carbon-intensive fuels will eventually result in
lower energy prices and therefore lower resource revenues for the
people of Alberta. As a province if we do not begin planning for
this reality now, we run the risk of leaving our children with a
legacy of structural debt, bankrupt social programs, higher taxes,
and a dearth of economic opportunities.

And what of our savings? What will we pass on to our children
and our grandchildren? Will they even know what it means to
have the Alberta advantage? As a father of four this eats away at
me every time I walk into this Chamber. Albertans have rallied
behind the initiative to put away some money to offset temporary
and unexpected declines in oil and gas revenues. This rainy-day
sustainability fund totalled $15 billion just last year. It is now
projected to plunge to roughly $5 billion this year, during a time
when oil prices have never been consistently higher. When the
sustainability fund runs dry, our province will be forced into
choosing between cuts to core services, increased debt, higher
taxes, or perhaps a combination of all three.

Albertans also supported the establishment of the Alberta herit-
age fund for the purpose of saving a percentage of our
nonrenewable oil and gas revenues to ensure the Alberta ad-
vantage will remain for future generations, long after oil and gas
become less important and therefore less valuable in the world’s
economy. This government has pillaged our children’s savings
repeatedly, to the point where the heritage fund is worth less today
when adjusted for inflation than it was in 1981, 30 years ago. No
growth. We have squandered every penny. This is a deplorable
legacy to leave future Albertans given the unprecedented oil and
gas boom of the last decade.

Furthermore, one failure that has gone largely unnoticed is the
large amount of liabilities and debt entered into by the government
over the past several years. The Alberta capital bonds sold in early
2010 are just one example. Recent borrowing for capital has re-
turned us into debt to the tune of $5.2 billion this year, and you
can see this in the government’s own 2011 fiscal plan document,
page 79.

Even more significant are the unfunded pension liabilities,
which have soared to over $10 billion. The 2010 DBRS report
puts our combined total of tax-supported debt and pension liabili-
ties at an astounding $27 billion, almost more than double what it
was just a few years ago. With our sustainability fund approaching
empty and the heritage fund losing value, our children and grand-
children will be left holding the bag unless we change the way we
manage the finances of this province.

Mr. Speaker, I would ask: what has happened to our province?
Where has the commitment to our children’s future gone? Will we
leave them nothing? After all the oil and gas is gone or after its
value declines, what legacy do we plan to leave them with?

The President of the Treasury Board said yesterday, answering
a reporter’s question, that the government wouldn’t consider a
provincial sales tax until our oil and gas ran out. He said: that
would be a conversation for our kids to have. What a thing to say.
Was not the whole dream of setting aside some of our nonrenewa-
ble resource wealth in the heritage fund so that our children
wouldn’t have to make the decision to hike taxes or slash social
programs in the future? Wasn’t that the whole Lougheed legacy,
that our children and grandchildren could enjoy the same or an
even better Alberta advantage than we had? I do not know the
exact date that this government decided to throw that dream under
the bus, but it is clear they have, and our kids and our grandkids
are going to pay the price for it. They may have to raise taxes.
They may have to go without core social programs that we have
today because we’ve been irresponsible in this House.

Mr. Speaker, one of the ballot questions for the 2012 election is
becoming clear. Can we as Albertans really afford four more years
of this government’s financial management? The sea of red ink
flooding the Legislature at this time would suggest not.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: Hon. members, Standing Order 29(2)(a) is avail-
able. Hon. Member for Calgary-Currie, you rose first.

Mr. Taylor: Actually, Mr. Speaker, I would like to speak to this
later, after 29(2)(a).

The Speaker: Okay. Edmonton-Riverview, under 29(2)(a)? Pro-
ceed.

Dr. Taft: Thank you. I listened with care to the speech from the
Member for Airdrie-Chestermere, and several issues came to my
mind. I won’t point them all out or raise them all for discussion.
I’m sure we could have a good discussion.
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I noticed that the member talked about protecting spending on
core programs, yet later in his speech he used the term “out-of-
control spending.” When you really look at the numbers for
spending on health or education or social services or housing, if
you look at them from a lens that adjusts for inflation and popula-
tion growth, they’re not out of control. It’s just a myth. In fact, by
some measures our spending on health is really very low. As a
percentage of our economy, for example, it’s running at 3 or 4 per
cent in Alberta as opposed to, you know, 15 per cent or something
in the States.

3:30

So I would really ask the member to choose his words carefully
in the future because you can’t square that circle. If you’re not
going to cut core funding, which you say you’re not, and you’re
not going to raise taxes, then I don’t see how you’re going to bal-
ance the budget.

The Speaker: Hon. member, if you wish.

Mr. Anderson: I’'m glad to have the opportunity to clarify that.
This is how you do it. Our budget proposes a 2.2 per cent increase
in operational health spending. That’s roughly $340 million. It’s a
lot of money. It’s nothing to slouch at, that’s for sure. We think
we need to do that, and if we can hopefully focus that on more
procedures and on getting more procedures done than we did last
year, that would be, of course, the best way to spend that money.
So we’re not proposing to cut the health budget. We are proposing
to increase it slightly, in control, at a rate that is sustainable over
the long term. However, where we do make most of the savings,
actually, is by extending the capital plan from three to four years.

Now, some of that would include health capital, and I’'m glad
you brought that up because I’d like to touch on that. One of the
problems that we have in our system right now is that we are
spending literally billions of dollars on infrastructure, specifically
health infrastructure under the leadership of this health minister
and previous health ministers, building buildings that we have
absolutely no staff to put in. If you look at, for example, the south
Calgary hospital, that’s a huge amount of new acute-care capacity
as well as other capacity that is being built there, that will be done
in the next couple of years. When that’s done, AHS doesn’t even
have in their documents the budget to staff that hospital.

What’s going to happen is the same thing that happened at the
McCaig Tower when that was opened. You open up this brand
new, shiny facility, and I forget the exact number of operating
rooms that are in the McCaig at this time — I don’t have that num-
ber in front of me — but they opened up a whole two operating
rooms in the McCaig Tower. Two. This is during a time when we
have physicians coming to our caucus all the time — and I’m sure
the Liberals are the same and have physicians probably coming to
them all the time — saying: we can’t even get operating time right
now. Yet we opened up two operating rooms in the McCaig
Tower out of however much potential capacity is there.

The problem is that there’s no budget. They keep building all
this acute-care infrastructure, and there’s no budget to staff it. Not
only that, what they should be doing, hon. member, is focusing
their resources and their capital budget on long-term care. If they
focused it on long-term seniors’ care and moved some of these
seniors who are living in hospitals when they should be living in
assisted living or long-term care out of the hospitals and into long-
term care, they would open up hundreds or even thousands of
acute-care beds across the province. That would solve a lot of our
budget issues without having to spend gargantuan amounts of

infrastructure on new acute-care facilities that we can’t even af-
ford to staff.

That’s one way that we can actually do more with less, and
that’s what is so dumbfounding, let’s say, about the way this gov-
ernment has handled our health care system up until this point.

Thanks for the question.

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

Mr. Taylor: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It’s my pleasure
to rise and respond to Budget 2011 today. There are so many
things that could be said and so many places where one could
start. I’1l just pick one and start anywhere.

We have here essentially about a $40 billion budget. Round-
ing it up, we’re pretty close to $40 billion. I think sometimes the
sheer size of that number gets us all a little twitchy and gets us
all a little overreactive, perhaps, and gets us to say either that
happy days are here again and everything is wonderful or that
the sky is falling, depending on which side of the House we sit
on. I think the truth is neither of the above. I think that, in fact,
we’re slowly coming out of this recession and steadily coming
out of this recession. I think there are some pressure points and
some cautions and some threat points in the world economy, no
question about that. There are ways that things could go side-
ways on us, but the chances are pretty good that the recovery is
going to continue slowly and steadily. This is a budget that the
hon. minister of finance and President of Treasury Board
brought down last week that pretty much stays the course of the
last several budgets that we’ve seen here.

I guess that’s where I come from on this, Mr. Speaker. This
budget isn’t all that bad. It’s not all that good either. It just kind of
is more of the same. It’s pretty uninspiring. It’s a stay-the-course
budget produced by a government that looks to me like it’s not
very good at setting priorities or articulating which course they’re
actually trying to follow. We’re spending nearly $40 billion this
year, yet we have no significant vision as a province for what it is
that we hope to accomplish. But we’ll keep the lights on for the
next year while making some modest improvements along a cou-
ple of the margins. There’s no question about that. When you’re
dealing with $40 billion — I’ll use the big number here for a se-
cond — one thinks you ought to be able to accomplish a little bit
more than that with a little bit of vision and a little bit of ability to
set priorities.

On the other hand, $40 billion in a budget for a province of
nearly 4 million people is just a very large version of any budget,
Mr. Speaker, of the budget that you would do with your family or
I would do with my family. This is where, I guess, we think that
this whole either/or argument — you either have to cut spending or
you have to raise taxes or you have to do this or you have to do
that — is a little bit off because in the real world people don’t just
deal with either/or. They have to deal with both/and.

You have to meet the monthly obligations out of whatever it is
your employer is paying you. You have to pay down your mort-
gage or whatever debt you have, and you have to do it slowly,
steadily, sustainably because you probably don’t have a great
schwack of cash sitting in your mattress somewhere with which to
pay off the mortgage in one lump sum. You have to start setting
some money aside in an emergency fund in case the furnace goes
on the fritz on a day like today. You have to start setting some
money aside and start investing it, modestly at first but with a
progressive plan to invest more and invest it across a wider portfo-
lio, perhaps, as you accumulate more so that you’re saving for
your kids’ university or college education, you’re saving for your
own retirement, that sort of thing. You have to have some goals.
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Mr. Speaker, the thing is that you have to do all of those things
at the same time. That’s what I think is missing from this debate
and, frankly, from most of the other six budget debates that I've
had the honour of taking part in during my time as an elected rep-
resentative in this Assembly. We don’t wrestle with the both/and.

Lest I sound a little bit like I’'m contradicting myself since I did
say earlier that there doesn’t seem to be much ability to set some
priorities here, let me get back to that point. At no time is it more
important to set priorities than when you’ve got to do a budget
that requires you to do all these things simultaneously. You have
to decide what the most important things are that you need to do
this year with the money you have, and then you have to look at
everything else that falls below that line and say: “Okay. What can
we give up because, you know, we don’t have enough to do it
all?” It doesn’t necessarily mean that your own household budget
has to balance every single year, year in and year out, but you’ve
got to know what kind of debt you’re carrying, and you’ve got to
have a plan for how you’re going to get rid of that debt over time.
There’s no question about that.

3:40

Any financial planner will tell you that you have to start by
paying yourself first. If you don’t start by paying yourself first,
you’re never really going to get ahead of the game. That’s where
we are in the province of Alberta right now: at a point where
we’re not getting ahead of the game, at a point where, as the hon.
Member for Airdrie-Chestermere pointed out, although perhaps a
little dramatically, we’re gambling on turmoil in the Middle East
to produce a high enough price for a barrel of oil to somehow
bring us back to prosperity.

Mr. Speaker, we have a nearly $40 billion budget this year, and
we have, if nothing else, $240 million in in-year savings that the
minister of finance has identified. If nothing else, we should be
taking that quarter of a billion dollars — let’s find another $10 mil-
lion somewhere and round it up — and doing something with that
money to save it and invest it for the short term and the long term.

Our sustainability fund was conceived and was created and was
contributed to specifically so that when the economy hit the skids,
like it did a couple of years ago, we would have money to get us
through these rough times. Congratulations to the government for
using that money for the purpose for which it was intended. But
the problem I have with the budget, Mr. Speaker, is that there is
no clear plan yet to start putting money back into the sustainability
fund, to say nothing of the fact that we’re not investing for the
long term on any kind of predictable, sustainable, regular basis by
making contributions to the heritage fund.

I would argue, Mr. Speaker, that we have to start saving some
money again. Long-term planning is generational and so are two
of its key components: saving and investing for the future. Alber-
ta’s resource revenues are our inheritance, and it’s time that we
stop spending it all. We think it should work something like this,
maybe not exactly but something like this: one-third into savings,
one-third into long-term capital investments and long-term pro-
gram investments, and only one-third of it spent on the province’s
day-to-day expenses. Over time the income produced by your
growing savings, your growing heritage fund or any other en-
dowment fund that you have, will begin to replace the need to
spend that last third, and we’ll be able to save and invest it all.
That’s the thing that’s going to get us off this boom-and-bust roll-
er coaster. That’s the only thing that’s going to get us off this
boom-and-bust roller coaster.

Mr. Speaker, once we’re off that coaster ride, then we get to
dream really big. In fact, we can start dreaming right now if you
wish. It could be the best health care system — public or private or

hybrid — in the world. It could be a high-speed rail link between
Calgary, Edmonton, up to Fort McMurray, down to Lethbridge. It
could be anything we want to dream. But in order to make the
dream a reality, we’ve got to develop the savings habit in this
province.

We are extremely fortunate, Mr. Speaker, to have all these fossil
fuels under our feet and the ability to get them out of the ground,
maybe not as cleanly as we should and as we need to develop.
That might be a dream in and of itself, producing clean oil, be-
cause there is no such thing as clean oil today. There’s only oil
that’s slightly less dirty than other oil. So maybe that’s the dream
— I don’t know — but we’re very fortunate to have that natural
resource. It puts us in an enviable position relative to every other
province in this country, relative to most jurisdictions around the
world. But we’re not going to be able to take advantage of it if we
don’t get ourselves into the savings and investment habit.

That’s job one. It’s not the only job that we can do. We must do
a number of others. We have to meet our monthly obligations. We
have to have a plan to pay down our debt, manage our debt.
We’ve got to do all these things. But job one, the most important
priority of all and the thing that, as I look, is absolutely missing
from the budget is developing a savings habit and a savings strate-
gy and a savings plan that starts now.

You know, financial planners say that you can start with $25 a
week or even $25 a month. We have the ability to do somewhat
more than that, maybe not a lot relative to what we actually need
to spend over the course of this year, but we should start saving
some of it. We must start saving some of it. We must get into that
habit, or we’re just not going to get ahead of ourselves ever.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: Hon. members, 29(2)(a) is available.
Well, hon. members, I have no additional speakers on my list.
Does that mean I should call this to a vote?

Hon. Members: Question.

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

Mr. Hehr: Call the vote. Go ahead.

The Speaker: The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.

Mr. Zwozdesky: Sorry, Mr. Speaker. I was attempting to catch
your attention for a moment there, and I got sidetracked.

The Speaker: You have my attention now. Did you want to par-
ticipate?

Mr. Zwozdesky: 1 will participate in the debate if there are no
others that wish to.

The Speaker: Proceed. I just about called the question, you know.

Mr. Zwozdesky: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I’'m very
motivated to speak to this whole budget debate. What motivates
me, really, is the commitment in this budget to health care in par-
ticular, which happens to be my portfolio. While I fully recognize
that we will be having a set-aside date and time to address specific
health care issues, I am motivated to stand up right now and make
a few general comments in lead-up to the estimates debate, which
will occur in a few weeks.

For example, I’d like it to be made abundantly clear to all mem-
bers and to Albertans listening or watching that the reason we’re
bringing forward this health budget, with the 6 per cent assured
increase for Alberta Health Services, is so that important programs
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that are there, that are part of the five-year health action plan, can
continue as planned last year. Mr. Speaker, this document, that |
think almost everybody here now has received, is called Becom-
ing the Best: Alberta’s 5-Year Health Action Plan. This is the
most significant document, with the largest amount of planning,
the longest range planning ever in the history of our province and,
I would tell you, in the history of all of Canada.

What happens here, though, is that some people get the wrong
impression of it. They seem to think on the one hand that we’re
tipping the jar of money over, and on the other hand they’re say-
ing that we’re keeping the lid on it too tightly. You’ve heard some
of that in the comments made by previous speakers. I want to
make it very clear that the difference between this health action
plan, which is, as I say, the most ambitious and the most aggres-
sive plan in Canada for health, and whatever previous plans might
have been around is that there is predictability and stability here
that has never before been experienced.

What it means to us, financially speaking, such as the budget
would indicate, is that we will have about a $545 million increase
in the Alberta Health Services side of the budget. That specifically
means that acute care will be beefed up. We’ll be hiring more
staff. We’re hoping to attract more doctors. In fact, we’ve got
some good news coming forward very soon in that respect with
regard to some rural settings. We know that we’ll be beefing up
the number of beds in hospitals, Mr. Speaker. We’ve already
committed to 360 in-hospital beds being opened up and available
before the end of March of this year. In fact, we’ve already got
240 or so of them opened, and the remainder will open over the
next few weeks. We need to continue keeping pace with an aging
population and a growing population. That population will need
more of these kinds of services.

Secondly, with respect to continuing care there is a commitment
in this budget to making good on our plans to ensure that at least a
thousand new continuing care spaces are made available in our
province over each of the next four years. The first year will come
to a conclusion here in about four weeks’ time, and you will see
approximately 1,300 new spaces being opened up and available in
the continuing care spectrum.

Mr. Speaker, those two issues alone aren’t the reason why we’re
starting to see some good news in emergency departments, but
they are absolutely critical. That represents a significant portion of
our budget.

Secondly, is the whole area of public and community health.
These are important programs for us with respect to the PCNs, the
primary care networks. Everybody here would know that we have
about 38 of them. As a result of that, we’re now seeing more Al-
bertans enfranchised with a doctor of their own choosing. We’re
seeing a professional, team-based approach occurring in each one
of those primary care networks, and we’re funding them appropri-
ately to ensure that the services are delivered on a timely basis in
the areas and communities where they are needed.

Similarly with cancer treatment, Mr. Speaker. We’re seeing a
tremendous influx of people to our province from elsewhere who
are seeking cancer treatment. I wish I’d had time this afternoon in
question period to elaborate somewhat on the answer to the ques-
tion that was posed by one of the members from the opposition
regarding cancer care because | can tell you that we are seeing
some tremendous improvements in cancer care in our province.

3:50
Not to forget, of course, what’s going forward here in the
budget we’re debating with respect to health care infrastructure.

We just committed over $200 million more to help expand and
improve and consolidate services related to the Tom Baker cancer

centre in Calgary. Similarly, we’re doing about $67 million of that
portion here in Edmonton at the Cross Cancer Institute.

You know, Mr. Speaker, as early as this morning I had an e-
mail from someone who was saying what wonderful care he had at
the Cross Cancer Institute, and he had one observation he wanted
to make. He said: in spite of the phenomenally good care that I
received and the speed with which I received it at the Cross Can-
cer Institute, I couldn’t help but notice in the parkade the number
of licence plates that were not from Alberta.

Now, I’'m not criticizing that at all because we do have the Can-
ada Health Act. We have our own Alberta Health Act, which was
just passed last fall. It commits us to the principles of the Canada
Health Act, and one of the central features of that Health Act, of
course, is portability. So we have people from other provinces
who are coming here for our health services, and we’re proud to
provide them. But let’s not ever lose sight of the fact that as a
result there are going to be some wait times for Albertans. It’s just
how the Canada Health Act works in this particular case. We have
reciprocal-type agreements, as you know, Mr. Speaker. So that’s
another important care.

I want to turn my attention briefly, if I could, to another very
important aspect of continuing care, and that’s home care. Mr.
Speaker, we have 107,000 Albertans today who are receiving
excellent home-care services right in the places they reside. That’s
as a result of a 7 per cent increase to that part of Alberta Health
Services’ budget. That means that there’s about $407 million go-
ing into home care. Why is that important? Because that is one of
the most important aspects of not only providing outstanding care
for Albertans to help them cope with whatever chronic problem
they might have, but it also has a tremendous impact on reducing
the numbers in our emergency rooms, which have been the subject
of much debate over many, many years and not just in Alberta;
this is a debate around the world. We have to keep that in mind.

I have to tell you that as a result of outstanding services not only
in the hospitals but also in the home-care area our province has the
lowest readmission rates anywhere in Canada. Right here in Al-
berta. This is phenomenally good news for us. We’re very proud
of that, and this budget will allow us to continue that excellent
service and even to add probably another 3,000 or 4,000 people to
the list.

I know that this year is unique in that our first crop, if I can call
them that, of baby boomers is turning 65. They’re not all going to
need home-care services tomorrow, but the numbers would tell
you that many folks in the coming years will need that. So we
have to be prepared, and this budget sets the way for that.

The other part of Alberta Health Services’ budget which is of
great significance is the huge amount of work they do with trans-
plants, with cardiac surgery, with renal dialysis, and all the other
things that unless you really needed it, you wouldn’t really know
about it. We have truly outstanding services being provided in our
top-drawer facilities. These are facilities that are heralded around
the world. This budget will allow us to continue, maintain, and
even augment those outstanding services.

Let me give you a couple of examples which I wanted to men-
tion today in question period, but 30 seconds is just not enough
time to get so much of this good news out. Here is another reason
why we should be supporting this budget: the Stollery children’s
hospital in Edmonton. We have that site named as the principal
North American centre for what’s called the Berlin Heart. Mr.
Speaker, the Berlin Heart is the leading artificial heart technology
in the world — in the whole world — and we have that right here at
the Stollery children’s centre. What an incredible service to pro-
vide not only for children but for the researchers, for the
physicians, for the administrators, and others who are magnetized
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by that particular fact alone. We are attracting, we are recruiting,
and we are retaining the world’s best right here in Edmonton, and
this budget will help us to continue in that vein.

Similarly, I mentioned the lowest readmission rates in the coun-
try, and that includes two very specific procedures that are
nationally reported on a regular basis. One of them is hysterecto-
mies and the other is prostatectomies. Having the lowest
admission rates in those categories is hugely significant, but again,
if you haven’t experienced it or you don’t know someone who
has, you wouldn’t know about it. So I think it’s incumbent to
make a few of these comments.

I want to comment very briefly also on a couple of other quick
facts here and the relevance to our budget and why we should be
supporting it. You know, Alberta scientists have invented a tech-
nology to improve the lives of people with stroke and spinal cord
injury. In fact, what they’ve invented is a revolutionary new sys-
tem that improves the quality of life for people paralyzed by a
stroke or spinal cord injury. This was led, of course, by Alberta
Heritage Foundation for Medical Research scientist Arthur
Prochazka, PhD, University of Alberta. They have a team that
designed a system known as ReJoyce, and they’ve completed a
successful clinical trial with participants from across western Can-
ada. Now, here’s the beauty of this, Mr. Speaker. The ReJoyce,
which is the rehabilitation joystick for computerized exercise sys-
tem, is a spring-loaded arm with special handles and attachments
that the user twists, squeezes, and moves around to play custom-
made computer games, if necessary, or computerized functions.
It’s an amazing invention from right here in Alberta.

We know that our team of neurologists have done a 10-year
study, and they’ve found relationships between HIV and the caus-
es of brain disease, as published in a prestigious international
journal. It was published back on September 28 in the internation-
al journal of neurology. I could go on with all of these good-news
things, Mr. Speaker, but suffice it to say that when we said that
under this Premier we would bring in a revolutionary new ap-
proach to not only funding health care but to delivering on the
specific improvements that would increase access and reduce wait
times, we meant it, and now you see proof of that.

This document, that I referred to earlier, has a number of key
strategies. All of them are incredibly important to be supported by
this budget. In fact, one of them has to do with providing more
choices for continuing care, and continuing care choices mean
aging in place. A lot of people don’t understand what this means.
In this House I’ve sat and I’ve listened carefully to attacks against
our government: “There’s not enough long-term care. You guys
aren’t doing enough to help the frail, the elderly, the infirmed, and
so on.” You know, that is absolutely not true. We have said that
we would keep at least 14,500 long-term care spaces as they are,
and even then we’re augmenting that in some cases because some
of the DAL or SL facilities do have a component for long-term
care built into them. The Extendicare Michener in Red Deer is one
such example. We’ve actually increased the number of long-term
care spaces there when some of the people were transferred from
one area of Valley Park Manor and one area of Red Deer Lodge
over there. So we have these kinds of choices now.

I’ll just close with this, Mr. Speaker. What has to be understood
is that what we’re seeing now through the ministry of seniors and
perhaps in a couple of other ministries is a synergistic approach
that allows for new types of facilities to be built wherein people
who require supportive living or designated assisted living, or
perhaps it’s long-term care type living, are going to have the level
of service they need rise up to their expectations so that they don’t
have to move to a different facility to get it. It’s very simply called

aging in place, and that is a fundamental part of this whole budget
as well.

I know there are probably other speakers who wish to address
the budget and the throne speech and a number of other issues that
are before us, but on that note, I would like to move that we ad-
journ debate at this time.

The Speaker: I will not call that question until we deal, first of
all, with Standing Order 29(2)(a). There are five minutes available
if there are questions. The hon. Member for Whitecourt-Ste. Anne.

Mr. VanderBurg: Mr. Speaker, that’s an interesting discussion
by the minister, and I have some comments for the minister that
I’d like to get further explanation for, that he didn’t deal with in
his topic. As you know, Mr. Minister, in rural Alberta there’s been
an issue with rural retention of our doctors and recruitment. I sent
you a note just recently from Dr. De Jongh, the president of the
primary care network in the McLeod River area out of Whitecourt.
The issue of retention of our doctors and recruiting doctors in rural
Alberta: you seem to have left that out of your discussion. I know
it’s in the five-year plan. I know we’re well funded. Can you give
us some comments on that?

4:00

Mr. Zwozdesky: Thank you. Hon. member, I’d be very happy to
do that. This is an issue near and dear to my heart as well. As most
people here would know, I grew up in rural Alberta. I'm very
proud of that. I get it, as they say. I understand what some of the
challenges are. I have visited numerous hospitals across the entire
spectrum, including High Prairie, Slave Lake, Wabasca, White-
court, Mayerthorpe, and elsewhere.

Nonetheless, the fact is that we do have a number of incentive
programs out there, Mr. Speaker, primarily under RPAP, which is
the rural physician action plan. Now, that’s just one example of a
number of programs that we have to help recruit and retain doc-
tors. There are issues in RPAP and in other parts of our incentive
program wherein we actually physically pay doctors to help them
set up their offices. I think it’s a grant of about $10,000. It’s a
magnet. It’s only one of many.

On the other side, we have a deal now with the University of
Alberta and, I believe, if I’m not mistaken, also with the Univer-
sity of Calgary wherein second-year and third-year students are
automatically encouraged to go to rural Alberta, spend time there
as part of their training piece. You know, Mr. Speaker, we’re see-
ing some good results from that because they are starting to get a
real affinity for rural life. It’s a great life, and rural communities
here present it very, very well.

In total, Mr. Speaker, we have about 7,697 fully registered phy-
sicians in Alberta. That, hon. Member for Whitecourt-Ste. Anne,
is up from 7,477 in 2009. That’s a difference of about 220 more,
or an increase of about 3 per cent, over where we were at. That’s
very good news.

With respect to other incentives we also have a number of bene-
fits that are provided to our doctors. There are benefits for
retention. There is what I’1l call a bonus — you have to apply for it
if you’re a doctor — that is paid to doctors for keeping their prac-
tices going in Alberta. I think it’s about $10,000 or $11,000 a year
for those who apply for it. There are other benefits there, too.

We have an education component wherein we help doctors with
education upgrading costs or training upgrading costs. We have
programs that deal with parental leave or maternity leave specifi-
cally. We have programs that help support doctors with stress or
bereavement issues. There are a number of these programs.

The physician office supply program is another one that we
have, where we help them with upgrading their computers. As you
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know, we’re heading faster than ever toward a paperless office
situation around the world, and health care is no exception, Mr.
Speaker. What it basically means is that we’re trying to get elec-
tronic medical records interfacing with electronic health records
so that when you or I or any Albertan shows up in a hospital with
an emergency, they have information at their fingertips. That’s
another important program.

When you put all of that together, it is tens of millions of dol-
lars. It probably amounts to about $200 million all in. I’'m going a
little bit by memory here, obviously.

Hon. member, please know that I am very committed to helping
wherever I can to assist with the recruitment of more doctors and
the retention of those that we have so that we can help deliver on
the five-year health action plan goals and strategies that I alluded
to a little bit earlier.

I understand someone else has a question, so I’ll take my seat.

The Speaker: Well, there are 14 seconds left, so whoever wants
to have a question, go for it.
All right. We’ve got an adjournment motion before us.

[Motion to adjourn debate carried]

Government Bills and Orders
Second Reading

Bill 1
Asia Advisory Council Act

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of International and Intergov-
ernmental Relations on behalf of the hon. Premier.

Ms Evans: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I am very privileged to rise
for second reading of Bill 1. I so move the Asia Advisory Council
Act, 2011.

At the heart of Bill 1 is the need for Alberta to secure its pros-
perity and quality of life for the 21st century. For a long time
we’ve relied heavily on the U.S. to buy our products and invest in
our province, but the world is changing and so is the world eco-
nomic order. By passing the Asia Advisory Council Act, you’ll be
supporting Alberta’s efforts to change with it.

We need to pursue new and bigger markets, and that means
setting our sights on Asia, a market of billions that holds enor-
mous potential for our province. We have a need to diversify.
Alberta has long been Canada’s economic engine. The strength of
our economy positioned us to weather the storms that came with
the financial crisis in 2008 and subsequent global recession. As
the world recovers, Alberta continues to be on a track to move
forward, to continue to lead the nation in prosperity, and to expand
our presence as a player on the global stage.

Like other places Alberta felt the impacts of the recession, but
not only did we survive it; we learned from it. What we learned
was this: don’t put all your eggs in one basket. America has long
been Canada’s strongest trading partner, and as a destination for
85 per cent of Alberta’s exports in many ways it’s also long been
our basket.

Things have changed. With a national debt last month of more
than $14 trillion America is not as reliable as it once was as a des-
tination for our exports. For Americans the road to good economic
health is going to be a long and winding one. There is no doubt the
U.S. will rally and come back, but it may take years. All of this
sends a strong message to Alberta. Our road to success in the mar-
kets lies in diversifying our products and our exports.

Market diversity is one of the main goals of Bill 1, the Asia
Advisory Council Act. If passed, the Asia Advisory Council Act

would establish a council of 10 members who represent a cross-
section of organizations and interests, including the business, cul-
tural, and academic communities. The members of the council
would have the perspective and expertise to advise the govern-
ment on ways to advance Alberta’s business and cultural interests
in Asia.

Asia is an immense market of 4 billion people. It has a growing
middle class and a growing demand for Alberta’s products. The
region is Alberta’s second-largest export market, worth over $6.5
billion in 2009. Opportunities for Albertans and Alberta are tre-
mendous and within our reach by strengthening our ties with
markets in China, India, Japan, and Korea. We’ve long understood
the advantages of gaining better access to the region, and strength-
ening our ties is part of our day-to-day business.

One of Alberta’s earliest connections to Asia was our twinning
with Heilongjiang in China. The twinning has led to growing eco-
nomic, scientific, and cultural ties. We’re celebrating the 30th
anniversary of this twinning this year.

As well as in China Alberta has international offices in Hong
Kong, Taiwan, Japan, and South Korea. These offices play a key
role in building and maintaining relations with our Asia partners.

In these past few months our Alberta-Japan office hosted a car-
bon capture and storage and green technology seminar. Held just
last month, the seminar focused on our investment here on initia-
tives and climate change policy for 30 senior executives from
Japan’s energy sector.

With the support of the Alberta-Korea office the Calgary Air-
port Authority established Korean Air’s direct service flight into
Calgary last summer. This expanded air service is essential to
increasing tourism, investment, and attracting international stu-
dents from Korea to Alberta.

Last May Premier Stelmach joined the Premiers of B.C. and
Saskatchewan on a mission to China.

The Speaker: Uh-uh.

Ms Evans: Excuse me, Mr. Speaker. Our Premier joined the Pre-
miers of B.C. and Saskatchewan on a mission to China and Japan.
On that trip they opened up a joint trade and investment office in
Shanghai.

In November the Premier led a mission to India, where he met
business and government leaders to cultivate new business rela-
tionships and strengthen current ties. Thanks to the involvement of
members of this House, Mr. Speaker, I’m convinced that this visit
acknowledged for the Premier the very great importance of ex-
panding our relationships with India.

4:10

Last month, when I visited Thailand on the heels of an invest-
ment by their national company in energy of over $2 billion, we
noted even greater interest in Alberta as a responsible energy part-
ner for future development by the people of Thailand. They were
excited, to say the least, about the opportunities they perceive in
Alberta.

Our work is continuing to pay off. Over the past two years
Asian investment in Alberta has neared $20 billion. This includes
PetroChina’s $5.4 billion investment in EnCana natural gas ven-
tures and $1.9 billion for a 60 per cent share in two Athabasca oil
sands projects; Sinopec’s $4.65 billion stake in Syncrude; China
Investment Corporation’s of $1.25 billion into Penn West Energy;
Korea National Oil Corporation’s investment of $4.1 billion to
buy Harvest energy; and, as I mentioned previously, the Thailand
investment purchasing 40 per cent of Statoil projects in Alberta.
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We certainly welcome the interest in investment in our oil
sands, but we know our economic future lies in the diversification
of our economy. We’re seeing a growing number of Canadian and
Alberta-based companies make inroads in Asia. For example, in
the legal sector Bennett Jones, a law firm with roots in Calgary
and in Edmonton, and Blakes, a firm with an office in Calgary,
have both established offices in Beijing. Most recently Gowlings
has become the first Canadian law firm to sign a bilateral co-
operative agreement with the China Council for Promotion of
International Trade.

[The Deputy Speaker in the chair]

There was more good news last month when the Bank of China
announced it will open an office in Calgary, its third Canadian
location. This was a very positive announcement. Financial insti-
tutions go where their customers go, and the Bank of China is
seeing their customers come here. In terms of growing market
opportunities this signals broader investments to come.

We’re also forging important ties in academia. The universities of
Alberta and Calgary, Grant MacEwan University, NAIT, SAIT: all of
them have relationships with educational institutes that allow them to
tap into the best and brightest of minds. For example, the Prince
Takamado Japan Centre for Teaching and Research at the University
of Alberta brings together universities from Japan and Canada to pro-
mote the exchange of undergrad and grad students. The Confucius
Institute in Edmonton is a government of China sponsored centre that
works in partnership with the Edmonton public school board. The
institute promotes Mandarin and Chinese culture and provides Chi-
nese-language services to the public schools.

Mr. Speaker, establishing the Asia advisory council would not
only be our first step towards deepening our ties with the entire
region; it would be a very important step. We need to shape a 21st
century vision for Alberta-Asia relations. Once Bill 1 is passed,
we hope to see the best and brightest minds sit on the council. The
people on this council will be experts on Asia. We’ll be looking
for members from the business sector who have expertise in Asian
markets. We’ll be looking in academia and education and in arts
and other sectors for similar experts. We want people with a keen
understanding of the Asian market who are able and willing to
provide Alberta with the knowledge, perspective, and sensitivities
to expand our relationships in the region. We want the best be-
cause this council can play such an important role as we take a
focused and deliberate approach to relationship building in Asia.

The deliberate approach has worked well for us in the past. Since
early 2005 we have pursued a direct and active role in Canada-U.S.
relations. Most notably, we established a policy-oriented office in
Washington, DC. We put ourselves on the U.S. radar screen in the
U.S. capital. In Canada we’ve been able to influence Canadian poli-
cy toward a more positive approach to the U.S. We know that as we
look to new and bigger markets, the same approach will bring
stronger relationships and opportunities with Asia.

With the creation of this council we’ll open doors even wider for
a bigger and brighter future for Alberta and Albertans. We look
forward to more opportunities to expand our leading growth sectors
like information and communication technology, nanotechnology,
aerospace, and defence, green building products, and health and
medical technology. We will continue to work towards advancing
our ties with Asia in all of these industry sectors, and that means
attracting not only investment from the region but the skilled and
talented people who can bring their expertise to Alberta. Asian
countries are Alberta’s number one source for immigration. Contin-
uing to attract people from the region to Alberta will strengthen our
partnerships and benefit both Alberta and Asia.

We hope that you support this bill, that you will enable us to
create a council of experts whose mandate is to identify and advise
us of opportunities for co-operation with Asia, a council that will
help us capitalize on the connections we’ve already made in busi-
ness, education, research, and culture and, most importantly, will
help us continue to forge new roads, new opportunities, and main-
tain a reputation as both an excellent destination for investment
and a leading player on the global stage.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage all members to support this bill. With
that, I would ask you to allow me to adjourn debate on Bill 1.

[Motion to adjourn debate carried]

Bill 2
Protection Against Family Violence
Amendment Act, 2011

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Nose Hill.

Dr. Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s my pleasure to rise this
afternoon to speak to second reading of Bill 2, the Protection
Against Family Violence Amendment Act, 2011.

I want to thank the hon. Minister of Children and Youth Ser-
vices and her department for their initiative in bringing forth this
important piece of legislation and for allowing me the privilege of
sponsoring the bill in the House.

Family violence has devastating consequences, Mr. Speaker, for
many people in our province. One of our government’s top priori-
ties is to prevent and address family violence so that all Albertans
feel safe in their homes and communities. This bill will enhance
the safety of individuals and families affected by family violence
through protection orders to protect those who have experienced
family violence and to prevent further violence. Each year 1,700
applications for emergency protection orders are made in the prov-
ince of Alberta, and 80 per cent of those are granted.

The proposed amendments reflect the advice received from key
stakeholders on needed changes. Those stakeholders included the
law enforcement communities and Crown prosecutors. The most
significant changes brought about by these amendments would be
to ensure that there is more consistent enforcement of protection
orders and that breaches are met with sanctions which will send a
strong message to perpetrators that breaches will not be tolerated.

Currently, Mr. Speaker, the act does not provide any specific
provisions for prosecuting breaches of protection orders. Presently
the situation is that police and prosecutors have the option of
prosecuting a breach of a protection order either as ordinary civil
contempt of court or as a violation of section 127 of the Criminal
Code of Canada, which is a general provision that creates an of-
fence for breaching a court order. Since both of these provisions
are applicable to a whole range of breaches of court orders, some
of which are minor, some of which are very serious, and every-
thing in between, the penalties that are meted out under each of
those particular avenues of prosecution varied quite considerably.
So this has led to some inconsistencies in the penalties which are
applied for breaches of protection orders.

The amendment which is proposed in this bill will clearly spell
out in the act that breaching a protection order is an offence, and it
will carry specific penalties. Mr. Speaker, I believe that these
measures will help to ensure consistent enforcement across the
province. The department will continue to work closely with law
enforcement and the legal community in the event that these
amendments are passed, and they will be asked to provide input
on any required changes.
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The penalties proposed in these amendments, Mr. Speaker, were
determined in discussions with Justice and Attorney General and a
review of other domestic violence legislation across the country.
The bill proposes fines up to $5,000 or possible jail time of up to
30 days or both for a first offence, mandatory jail time ranging
from a minimum of 14 days up to 18 months for a second offence,
and a minimum of 30 days’ incarceration and up to 24 months for
third and subsequent offences. If passed, this legislation will send
a very strong message that a breach of a protection order is a seri-
ous matter which will bear very significant consequences.

The remaining three amendments are housekeeping issues that
will help clarify the processes and streamline administration of the
act by the courts. The first will repeal a section that specifies the
type of justice of the peace who has the authority to grant emer-
gency protection orders. This will leave the assignment of a justice
of the peace up to the discretion of the justice system, which will
align the Protection Against Family Violence Act with changes to
the Justice of the Peace Act.

Amendments to the Protection Against Family Violence Act
will also clarify how evidence is presented and considered when
emergency protection orders granted by the provincial court are
later confirmed and possibly extended by the Court of Queen’s
Bench. Amendments will also clearly define the type of commu-
nication considered contact under a protection order. Protection
orders may include provisions forbidding a perpetrator from con-
tacting the abused person. The change will clarify that contact
includes both direct and indirect communication. Including indi-
rect communication will make it clear that a perpetrator cannot
harass someone indirectly; for example, using a third party to
contact an individual under a protection order.

Mr. Speaker, the measures in these amendments will not be a
cure-all for family violence. Other measures such as women’s
shelters, safe visitation sites, early intervention and counselling,
and addiction treatments are all being improved by the minister
and her department, all with a view to breaking the cycle of family
violence. However, these proposed amendments will improve our
response to this issue, and they will provide some additional
measure of increased protection for people affected by family
violence.

I am therefore very pleased to move second reading of Bill 2,
the Protection Against Family Violence Amendment Act, 2011.

At this time, Mr. Speaker, I would move adjournment of debate
on the bill.

[Motion to adjourn debate carried]

Bill 3
Engineering, Geological and Geophysical Professions
Amendment Act, 2011

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Member for Leduc-Beaumont-
Devon.

Mr. Rogers: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’'m pleased to rise and
move second reading of Bill 3, the Engineering, Geological and
Geophysical Professions Amendment Act.

Mr. Speaker, before us today we have a series of relatively
straightforward proposed legislative revisions that involve a num-
ber of required wording changes to the current Engineering,
Geological and Geophysical Professions Act. Essentially, in this
amendment act we’re looking at consolidating the existing geo-
logical and geophysical classes of licensure in Alberta into a
single class to be known as geoscience. This change is in keeping

with what’s happening in the other jurisdictions across Canada
with the exceptions of Prince Edward Island and the Yukon,
which have not implemented similar legislation.

By passing this amendment act, we will be harmonizing our
professional geoscience legislation with that of other jurisdictions
and, in so doing, fostering labour mobility across our great coun-
try. Freedom of interprovincial movement of professionals is part
of our obligation under the national agreement on internal trade
and the New West Partnership trade agreement with Saskatche-
wan and British Columbia, Mr. Speaker.

Members of the Association of Professional Engineers, Geolo-
gists and Geophysicists of Alberta, or APEGGA, the association
that oversees these professions, voted in favour of these changes at
their 2009 annual general meeting. I’d also like to point out that
this amendment act would apply to approximately 5,400 individu-
als practising geology or geophysics in Alberta. That is roughly 10
per cent of APEGGA’s current membership.

Consultations were conducted with a total of 34 professional
and industry associations, postsecondary institutes, and govern-
ment departments in the development of these changes. APEGGA
specifically discussed these changes with the Alberta Institute of
Agrologists, the Association of the Chemical Profession of Alber-
ta, the Alberta Society of Professional Biologists, and the Alberta
colleges of professional foresters and professional forest technolo-
gists since these organizations had raised a few questions when
the changes were first proposed.

Mr. Speaker, these professional regulatory organizations met
and subsequently agreed that the inclusion of earth sciences and
the environment fits within the new definition of the practice of
geoscience. They also recognize that all their members work in the
broad field of earth sciences and the environment, and any future
concerns regarding the potential overlap of these professional
responsibilities could be dealt with at the organizational level.

Mr. Speaker, if these proposed amendments pass, we would be
repealing the existing definitions of the practice of geology and
geophysics and would replace them with a single new geoscience
definition of practice. The term “geosciences” more accurately
reflects the type of work and activities typically carried out by our
geologists and geophysicists.

As proposed in this amendment act, the definition of geoscience
will now include references to earth sciences, exploration, and
environmental activities, as is the case in various ways in five
other provinces, Mr. Speaker. This reflects the growing im-
portance of environmental stewardship within the professional
activities and accountabilities of geoscientists. It also serves to
provide Alberta with one of the most comprehensive pieces of
professional geoscience legislation in the country.

Through these proposed amendments geoscientists in Alber-
ta will have one of the most encompassing scopes of practice
in all of Canada. This proposed act will continue to ensure that
these practitioners provide the highest standards of profession-
al services.

Mr. Speaker, the protected titles for professional geoscientists in
Alberta would change under these proposed amendments. The
existing protected titles of professional geologists, or P.Geol., and
professional geophysicists, or P.Geoph., would be replaced by the
new title of professional geoscientist, or P.Geo. Individuals who
hold the existing professional geologist or geophysicist designa-
tions would be allowed to keep their current titles if they prefer.
However, should the Legislature approve these amendments, all
newly registered members in these fields will be issued the profes-
sional geoscientist title.

Mr. Speaker, as a result of the consolidation of the terms “geol-
ogy” and “geophysics” into the combined term “geoscience” a
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number of consequential wording changes would be required
throughout the existing Engineering, Geological and Geophysical
Professions Act. The first of these is to rename the act itself. If
passed, the act would become the engineering and geoscience
professions act.

In a similar vein, Mr. Speaker, APEGGA’s name would also be
changed to the association of professional engineers and geoscien-
tists of Alberta. The acronym will drop one G, but it would still be
pronounced the same as before, so just APEGA with one G as
opposed to the current two Gs. There are many other examples
throughout the existing act that would need to change to reflect the
consolidation of geology and geophysics into geoscience. I won’t
go through them all, Mr. Speaker, but suffice it to say that these
are consequential wording changes that need to be made to ensure
that the practice and definition of geoscience is consistently ap-
plied throughout the act.

4:30

One other change included in these proposed amendments is the
creation of the position of chief executive officer within the
APEGGA management structure. The new advocacy position is
separate and distinct from the current registrar that is stated in the
act. Members of APEGGA approved the new position at their
2010 annual general meeting, Mr. Speaker.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, I want to be clear that this proposed
legislation will ensure that Alberta remains a leader in the devel-
opment of professional legislation that not only protects the public
interest but also reflects the current scope of work done by geolo-
gists and geophysicists today.

These amendments, Mr. Speaker, have the full support of the
Alberta government departments, many professional and industry
organizations, the academic community, and Alberta’s municipali-
ties. They also fit squarely with the Alberta government’s
commitment to labour mobility in Canada.

Mr. Speaker, I’m proud to sponsor Bill 3, the Engineering, Geo-
logical and Geophysical Professions Amendment Act, 2011, and |
encourage all of my colleagues in the Legislature to support its
passage.

I move to adjourn debate. Thank you.

[Motion to adjourn debate carried]

Bill 4
Securities Amendment Act, 2011

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Nose Hill.

Dr. Brown: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’m pleased to rise and
move second reading of Bill 4, the Securities Amendment Act,
2011.

Mr. Speaker, securities regulation is crucial to the smooth func-
tioning of any capital market and especially here in Alberta, where
it is extremely important to our economy. Canada’s current securi-
ties regulatory system is rated as one of the best in the world by a
number of independent think tanks from around the world, includ-
ing the World Bank.

In the interest of maintaining a system that is working well,
Alberta together with Quebec, Manitoba, and Saskatchewan is
challenging the unprecedented attempt by the federal government
to impose its control over this area of provincial jurisdiction. Al-
berta has made a strong case before the Alberta and Quebec courts
of appeal, and the government will be presenting our case before
the Supreme Court of Canada in April of this year.

Mr. Speaker, the government will continue to oppose this move
by the federal government to create a single federal securities

regulator. There is no evidence to support the purported benefits
of this nonexistent single federal regulator as the current system is
working very well. All one has to do is look at how well Canada
fared in light of the global economic crisis. The current system is a
decentralized yet national system.

While the passport system is working very well, any securities
regulatory system must constantly evolve, innovate, and reform to
keep pace with changing market conditions. The Securities
Amendment Act which we are bringing forth furthers the work
that Alberta has done in modernizing, streamlining, and harmoniz-
ing securities legislation over the past six years under the auspices
of the 2004 provincial-territorial memorandum of understanding
regarding securities regulation.

There are several amendments in this bill that provide clarifica-
tion, but the majority are needed to keep Canada’s current
decentralized securities regulatory system harmonized. I’d like to
touch on a couple of key amendments that add flexibility to the
regulatory framework for credit rating organizations such as
Moody’s and Standard & Poor’s.

Last year we created a harmonized statutory framework for
regulating credit rating organizations to better protect investors
across Canada. This was part of the world-wide response by secu-
rities regulators to the global financial crisis. The Alberta
Securities Commission is seeking additional ways to allow it to
respond more quickly to changing market conditions. Accordingly
one of the amendments in this bill proposes that credit rating or-
ganizations be officially designated by the Alberta Securities
Commission in order for its ratings to be used as official ratings
under Alberta’s securities laws. These amendments will allow the
ASC to adjust the minimum rating investment requirements in
appropriate situations like a global financial crisis. In other words,
before any investment can be made, the security or whatever the
investment is has to be graded at or above a certain level such as B
or double-A, for example.

The recent global financial crisis demonstrates the integral role
played by clearing agencies in maintaining the integrity of the
Canadian financial system. The clearing agencies along with stock
exchanges facilitate any trading in securities such as stocks,
bonds, and futures. Clearing agencies complete transactions by
ensuring that the seller gets paid and that the purchaser gets what
was purchased. Currently there are three clearing agencies provid-
ing settlement and clearance services across Canada: the Canada
depository services for equity securities, the Canadian Derivatives
Clearing Corporation for exchange-traded derivatives, and the
Calgary-based Natural Gas Exchange for energy, including natural
gas, crude oil, and electricity contracts.

This legislation will require any clearing agency operating in
Alberta to be recognized by the ASC, just like a stock exchange
operating in Alberta must be recognized. This will mean a clearing
agency must have rules in place to ensure that it operates in a fair
and orderly manner for the protection of investors. Investor pro-
tection is what securities regulation is all about. These
amendments streamline and harmonize our legislation so that it is
up to date and address regulatory gaps in order to better protect
investors.

Mr. Speaker, we cannot afford to wait for the final outcome of
the provincial and federal references before updating our securi-
ties legislation. These amendments are needed now.

Mr. Speaker, at this time I would move that we adjourn debate
on Bill 4.

[Motion to adjourn debate carried]
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Bill 5
Notice to the Attorney General Act

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Member for Leduc-Beaumont-
Devon.

Mr. Rogers: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It is my pleasure to move
second reading of Bill 5, the Notice to the Attorney General Act.

Mr. Speaker, it is important for the Attorney General to receive
notice about a variety of issues so that they are able to protect the
interests of Albertans and are well prepared to defend the validity
of Alberta’s legislation. In addition, prompt and timely notice to
the Attorney General will reduce delays and increase the effi-
ciency of the court system.

For example, Bill 5 will clarify that there is a duty to provide
notice of allegations of inadequate consultation with aboriginal
peoples. The government has a legal duty to consult aboriginal
peoples when there is a potential adverse impact on any aboriginal
treaty or right. However, currently for someone alleging before a
court or tribunal that the government has not met this duty to con-
sult, there is no requirement that the person notify the Attorney
General. Under Bill 5 it will be clear that this obligation to notify
the Attorney General is mandatory, Mr. Speaker.

Bill 5 will also clarify and simplify another important proce-
dure. Currently Alberta’s Attorney General must be formally
notified when anyone formally questions, again through the
courts, the constitutional validity of the province’s laws. This
notification is of course designed to allow the Attorney General to
be prepared to appear and be heard in any proceeding on behalf of
the people of Alberta. It is vital and in the interest of all Albertans
that the Attorney General be notified in this way. Doing so en-
sures that the Attorney General can be properly prepared to defend
the validity of Alberta’s legislation.

At present, Mr. Speaker, these requirements to notify the Attor-
ney General are contained in Alberta’s Judicature Act and the
Administrative Procedures and Jurisdiction Act. Bill 5 will consol-
idate these notification requirements into the Notice to the
Attorney General Act. The notification provisions in the Judica-
ture Act and the Administrative Procedures and Jurisdiction Act
would be repealed. Consolidating these notice requirements in one
place will increase transparency as well as make it easier to com-
ply with these requirements.

4:40

The Notice to the Attorney General Act will also facilitate fu-
ture changes that may become necessary as trends in litigation
evolve over time. Bill 5 will provide the authority for regulations
adopting new notice requirements as they are needed. This will
help ensure that the Attorney General receives the type of infor-
mation that is needed in situations involving aboriginal
consultation or other constitutional matters. This legislation en-
sures that the Attorney General is aware of and prepared to deal
with issues important to all Albertans, Mr. Speaker.

I would encourage all hon. members to support Bill 5. At this
time I would move that we adjourn debate, Mr. Speaker.

Thank you.

[Motion to adjourn debate carried]

Bill 6
Rules of Court Statutes Amendment Act, 2011

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Deputy Government House
Leader on behalf of the Minister of Justice and Attorney General.

Mr. Zwozdesky: Yes. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It’s a
great pleasure for me to stand before the Assembly today and
move second reading of Bill 6, the Rules of Court Statutes
Amendment Act, 2011.

The Rules of Court, which govern practice and procedure in the
Court of Queen’s Bench, were substantially revised after a multi-
year review. I’m very pleased to fulfill this function on behalf of
the Minister of Justice and Attorney General because I know how
much work went into this, and I know the passion that he has for
these particular rules since he is a lawyer himself.

Mr. Speaker, the review was led by the Alberta Law Reform
Institute, and it was supported by the judiciary, by Alberta Justice,
by a representative from the legal profession, and also by other
stakeholders. The new rules, which came into effect on November
1, 2010, simplify and update many of the procedures in the litiga-
tion process. This particular bill will amend language and
procedures relating to court proceedings in a number of acts to
make them consistent with the new language and updated proce-
dures used in the Alberta Rules of Court. The changes will help
Albertans better understand civil litigation.

There are some amendments that I’d like to comment on here
briefly. Just let me explain to all members and to all Albertans
participating in their homes or wherever how these amendments
that are proposed in this bill will streamline processes and make
court proceedings clearer and far easier to understand.

A number of acts, such as the old rules, use the terms “guardian
ad litem” and “next friend” to describe a person who defends or
brings a lawsuit on behalf of a person who cannot defend or bring
the lawsuit personally, such as would be the case with a dependent
adult or a child. One term applies to a person who defends a law-
suit, the other to a person who brings a lawsuit, which can be
confusing, obviously. “Guardian ad litem” and “next friend” will
be replaced by the single modernized term “litigation representa-
tive,” which is the term used in the new rules to describe a person
who defends or brings a lawsuit on behalf of people who cannot
do so themselves.

Some acts, including the Residential Tenancies Act, follow the
procedure in the old rules for the recovery of possession of land or
premises. This is another important point. The old rules required a
person who obtained a court order giving them the right to recover
possession of land or premises to go back to court to obtain a
document called a writ to have the court order enforced. Now
procedures in the new rules allow that court order to be enforced
without having to obtain a writ. The act will be amended to be
consistent with procedures in the new rules, thus eliminating the
requirement to obtain the writ and thus simplifying the procedure
for recovering possession of land or premises. Some acts, includ-
ing the Land Titles Act, have provisions rooted in the old rules,
rules that required many court documents to have the court seal
put on them. This is another important point because the new rules
will streamline processes by providing that the court seal be used
only as necessary. The acts will be amended to remove the re-
quirement for the court seal to be put on certain documents
consistent with the new rules.

Mr. Speaker, as you can see and hear from the examples I’ve
just outlined, this legislation will ensure that the acts are consistent
with the new rules. Bill 6, in fact, will help Albertans better under-
stand and navigate the court system, allowing them greater access
to justice. Therefore, I would urge all members to support this
important piece of legislation, and at this time I’d like to move
that we adjourn debate on this bill.

Thank you very much.

[Motion to adjourn debate carried]
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Bill 7
Corrections Amendment Act, 2011

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Deputy Government House
Leader on behalf of the Solicitor General and Minister of Public
Security.

Mr. Zwozdesky: Yes. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It’s
my great pleasure on behalf of the hon. minister to move second
reading of the Corrections Amendment Act, 2011.

I’d just say that I will be supporting this particular legislation. I
think it’s an important piece of legislation for Albertans to have.

I will move that we adjourn debate at this time.

[Motion to adjourn debate carried]

Bill 8
Missing Persons Act

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Member for Whitecourt-Ste.
Anne.

Mr. VanderBurg: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s my pleasure to
stand before the Assembly today and move second reading of Bill
8, Missing Persons Act.

This act will allow a police agency to access the personal in-
formation they need to help find missing persons in cases where
the police have no reason to suspect that a crime has been commit-
ted. In the spring of 2010 the Alberta Association of Chiefs of
Police passed a resolution asking the government of Alberta to
develop missing persons legislation. After extensive consultation
with the Calgary Police Service, the Edmonton Police Service, and
the RCMP, I’m pleased to be speaking to that legislation today in
the House, Mr. Speaker.

Currently when police are conducting a criminal investigation,
they obtain a production order under the Criminal Code to access
records and information. However, when police are conducting a
missing persons investigation where no crime is suspected, a pro-
duction order is not available. This inability to access information
has the ability to stall or halt missing persons investigations. The
Missing Persons Act was developed to allow access to information
critical in missing persons investigations, thereby increasing the
ability to conduct a successful investigation.

The Missing Persons Act is based on the belief that an adult
who is not a represented adult has a right to disappear if they
choose. For all missing persons investigations the information
collected under the Missing Persons Act is confidential. Police
will only be able to use or release this information for those uses
that are permitted in the Missing Persons Act. Police will be able
to use the information when the missing persons investigation
becomes a criminal investigation. The Missing Persons Act allows
police to more quickly and efficiently locate missing persons. It
also ensures that the information collected is protected if the for-
merly missing person does not want to be contacted.

A person who contravenes the privacy and permitted use sec-
tions of the Missing Persons Act, as with the Freedom of
Information and Protection of Privacy Act, is guilty of an offence
and liable to a fine of not more than $10,000.

To access information, police will obtain a court order that will
set out what records are required. The court will not be able to
allow access to records that are protected by the solicitor-client
privilege.
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In emergency situations, when police believe a missing person
may be at risk of harm or death, the police can issue a demand for

a specified list of records that are urgently needed to locate a miss-
ing person. Records and information collected must be kept
separate from other police agency records. If a person fails to
comply with a police demand, police can obtain a court order di-
recting the person to comply.

If the missing person is a minor or a represented adult under the
Adult Guardianship and Trusteeship Act, the court can authorize
the police to enter premises to look for the missing person, by
force if necessary, Mr. Speaker. When there is a reason to believe
that a minor or a represented adult is in the company of a third
party, the court can order the release of the third party’s records in
order to give police the information needed to find the minor or
represented adult.

Alberta is the first jurisdiction in Canada to introduce legislation
dedicated to assisting police with missing persons investigations.
This bill will increase the efficiency and effectiveness of missing
persons investigations. Mr. Speaker, helping families locate loved
ones who have been reported missing is an extremely important
job done by our police services across this province. The Missing
Persons Act will provide the police with another tool to bring
these cases to a quick and positive outcome.

Mr. Speaker, all of us in this House have opened the newspaper
and read stories about people who have seemingly vanished. In
many of these cases it’s extremely difficult for police to make a
determination of a criminal act. These stories are usually wrought
with the anguish of family members and friends left with no an-
swers as to where they’ve gone or what to do next. I can think of
several of these cases in Alberta just over the past couple of years.

There is a case in Edmonton right now where an elderly couple
has gone missing seemingly without a trace. Co-workers, friends,
and family members are at a complete loss as to what has hap-
pened to them. But the Edmonton police do not have access to the
records they would need to make a possible advancement in this
case, so months since the disappearance of their loved ones they
continue to wait and hold out hope. There are stories like this
across the province, and my heart goes out to the families. I hope
this legislation will help provide some of those answers when they
are needed most.

I’d like to give a special commendation to the members for
Calgary-Currie and Airdrie-Chestermere for meeting with me and
hearing the merits of this bill. Thank you both for taking the
time to get a better understanding of what this bill can accom-
plish and the impact it can have for thousands of Albertans and
their families.

Mr. Speaker, I’d like to move to adjourn debate at this time.
Thank you, sir.

[Motion to adjourn debate carried]

Consideration of His Honour
the Lieutenant Governor’s Speech

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

To His Honour Colonel (Retired) the Honourable Donald S.
Ethell, OC, OMM, AOE, MSC, CD, LLD, the Lieutenant Gover-
nor of the Province of Alberta:

We, Her Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Legis-
lative 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.

[Adjourned debate February 23: Mr. Lukaszuk]

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-

Strathcona.
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Ms Notley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It is a pleasure to be able to
rise this afternoon and offer a few of my comments on the throne
speech which was delivered to members of this Assembly last
week. The speech at the time, when I first saw it, struck me as
incredibly familiar, and I think that in many ways it was a speech
that consisted of promises being reissued over and over again.

Several of the promises that were identified in that speech were,
in fact, sort of recycled positions from previous occasions, and it
really highlighted for me the lack of energy and the lack of focus
and the lack of direction that this government is bringing into this
Assembly this spring. It was a throne speech that really did not set
out a particularly strong vision. It claimed to do that, but then by
reaching back to promises and statements that had been made in
previous throne speeches year after year, the speech ultimately
rang very hollow, and I think it was very disappointing for a num-
ber of Albertans.

This was a speech that did a lot of what this government tends
to do in that it really talks the talk, but year after year after year it
fails to walk the walk, as it were. We hear grand statements of
investing in the future, of attracting people to Alberta, investing in
the education of young Albertans, yet we don’t see any kind of
significant action in that regard. As a result, we end up continuing
a failed record of broken promises to Albertans, and it’s a number
of these broken promises that I°d like to talk a little bit about right
now as a starting point.

I think that the throne speech itself talked about the need to care
for our seniors and to cherish and invest in our health care system
and improve our health care system. Unfortunately, though, the
throne speech itself continued to insist upon referring to invest-
ments that are clearly shown to not be what is needed by Alberta
seniors and not what is needed within our health care system in
order to take the pressure off it, whether we’re talking about our
emergency rooms or our surgical suites or our acute-care beds. In
essence, the throne speech failed to promise what Albertans were
promised in the 2008 election and which the government has
failed to deliver, which is a genuine investment in providing prop-
er long-term care for our seniors and other disabled Albertans.

In failing to talk about that and, instead, using perhaps focus-
tested words that they think Albertans actually interpret as being
meaningful, continuing care and assisted living — you know, we
can talk about all the different ways in which the government talks
about their alternative to long-term care, but Albertans get it. Al-
bertans understand, Mr. Speaker, that what’s happening here is
that the government is letting them down, that the government
made a promise, but they are not keeping their promise, and they
are trying to play a quick game of bait and switch. Frankly, Alber-
tans are not falling for that game.

The other thing that [ was disappointed to not see enough atten-
tion paid to in the throne speech is the issue of mental health. For
years this province has desperately ignored the state of mental
health throughout the province and throughout communities all
over the province. In so doing, again, we contribute directly to
increasing costs at the most expensive point within our health care
system, and that is in acute-care beds and in emergency rooms and
in hospitals.

Not only do we do that — and I don’t like to just talk about it
from a cost perspective; I also want to talk about what it means for
Albertans — but by failing to provide proper mental health services
within our communities, we undermine our communities, we un-
dermine our relationships with each other, and we make a
statement about the strength of our communities and the strength
of our commitment to one another, which, quite frankly, Mr.
Speaker, is not a statement about which I am at all proud. It is a

statement which, unfortunately, has led to a lot of deprivation in
the lives of Albertans struggling with mental health issues and in
the lives of their families. By failing to address that issue in the
throne speech, this government has once again left many Alber-
tans behind.

Another thing that the throne speech spoke about was educa-
tion. Mr. Speaker, I have to say that one of the areas that is under
increasing pressure within our province is our education system.
At the beginning of this decade the government took the time to
establish the Learning Commission. Clear recommendations were
made, not all of which I agree with, but there were, nonetheless,
many recommendations made, and those recommendations have
been consistently ignored. Year after year the government gets
further and further away from the objectives that were included in
those recommendations that were geared towards improving the
educational outcomes and success of Alberta’s children and young
adults. Well, children at that point because it was K to 12.
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At the point we’re at now, we see class sizes growing. Then in
the midst of that, we see the infrastructure deficit coming to roost
in communities across the province where inadequate schooling
facilities are provided. In the meantime the government is jeopard-
izing and gambling with Albertans’ future by choosing to do the
inadequate amount of capital construction required in education
through P3 models.

More importantly, though, is that there is a profound problem
developing in terms of the way we are failing special-needs chil-
dren within our education system. The throne speech reference to
a positive future with respect to what the expectations can be for
special-needs children and their families is very misleading be-
cause the government’s plan with respect to setting the direction is
in many ways analogous to the kind of plan that governments
came up with in the early ‘70s, when they said they were going to,
you know, deinstitutionalize people and follow them into the
community and that everything would just sort of organically
work for those people. Of course, what happened was that we
created a homeless population that we are profoundly unable to
deal with right now.

Of course, it’s not that I’'m equating special-needs students to
people with mental illnesses one way or the other. The point is
that when you make grand statements of how the community will
just organically care for people that need specific, professional,
best-practice, peer-researched, properly evaluated, well-trained
support in our education system, and then you suggest that they
will somehow organically be supported by changing the rules and
removing the rules, then what you’re really doing is releasing
those kids into the education community with the clear under-
standing and expectation that they will be lost within that
community and that the quality of the education they receive will
deteriorate dramatically.

I say this because, you know, over the last three years I have
spoken to people who work within the system — teachers, par-
ents, kids who’ve graduated from the system, school trustees,
speech pathologists, psychologists — and they all say that they’re
incredibly worried about the direction the government is taking
in education as it relates to special-needs children. There is noth-
ing that has been said or done by this government that should
expect us to have any faith that we will see anything other than a
significant reduction in the support provided to special-needs
kids over the course of the next five or 10 years. That process is
signalled within this throne speech, and it is very concerning to
many Albertans.



March 1, 2011

Alberta Hansard 139

Another area, again, when I talk about talking the talk but not
walking the walk, is the environment. For years now, since I’ve
been elected, I’ve heard the government plan to put into place, you
know, land-use frameworks: we can’t designate a park until we’ve
got the land-use framework in place, and we can’t set water-use
limits here until we’ve got the land-use framework in place, and
we can’t do any of this stuff. Then, of course, meanwhile, indus-
trial development and other types of development continue
unfettered. We continue to talk about a land-use framework, but of
course the money to actually fund the development of that frame-
work has been cut over the last couple of years, and now we
anticipate a number of changes to that process anyway.

In the meantime, for the last two and a half or three years, that
process has been used as an excuse for inaction by this govern-
ment on a whole number of different areas that ultimately impact
the integrity and the sustainability of our environment across the
province. So it’s another example of talk, talk, talk but not actual-
ly getting anything done, not actually setting into place any new
programs or policies or changes to how we do things.

When it comes to the environment, generally we have a gov-
ernment that anticipates a tripling of oil and gas revenues over the
course of the next 10 to 15 years, yet we have not increased re-
sources or plans to increase the quality or the quantity of our
environmental protection efforts, which, of course, means that we
actually plan to reduce the quality and the quantity of our envi-
ronmental protection efforts given the expected increase in
industrial activity. This again is another betrayal of future genera-
tions, of future Albertans. By failing to take responsibility for
what we need to do to protect our environment, by failing to stand
up for Albertans’ public interests against specific industrial pro-
jects or in association with, even, specific industrial projects, this
government betrays the future of Albertans.

Industrial development, job creation activities can go forward,
should go forward, but they should and must go forward with a
rigorous — rigorous — environmental regime in place, and that is
not what we have right now. Over the last six months we have had
repeated third-party experts, academics who were not tied to any
particular financial interest, observe and assess our environmental
regime, and every time it has come up failing. Every time it has
come up inadequate. Over and over and over again we are told
that this government has dropped the ball in terms of environmen-
tal protection.

We don’t even know what we’re not doing because we’re so
behind in checking on what we’re doing, yet this government
brings forward a vision in that regard that makes no provision for
acting quickly to increase or improve our environmental protec-
tion regime in this province. In so doing, we once again hear lots
of talk but, really, absolutely no action, and it’s the kind of thing
that once again will come home to roost for Albertans long into
the future. That’s the kind of decision-making that this govern-
ment often does. It’s decision-making that’s easy now but not so
easy to address five, 10, 15 years down the road.

Another area that, of course, we are concerned about is that
once again the government continues to shortchange Albertans in

our collection of resource revenue. The throne speech reaffirms
the plan to move forward on continuing to give royalty breaks to
nonrenewable resource producers in our province such that we
have probably one of the least productive royalty regimes in the
developed world, yet at the same time we have the most stable
resource-producing environment. We have the ability to sit at the
table and demand more on behalf of Albertans, on behalf of Al-
bertans who will come after us, but we don’t do it because it’s a
tough job and we tend to avoid tough jobs in this government.
Instead, Albertans have a savings fund from our vast, vast nonre-
newable resources which is a pittance compared to any other
developed country that sees most of its economic activity coming
from the nonrenewable resource sector, and that again is a betrayal
to future Albertans.

I do want to talk a little bit as well about where we’re going in
the future . . . [Ms Notley’s speaking time expired] I appear to be
finished.

The Deputy Speaker: Standing Order 29(2)(a) allows for five
minutes of comments or questions. The hon. Deputy Government
House Leader.

Mr. Zwozdesky: Yes. I believe the hon. member had an impor-
tant message in all of this, and we were all paying rapt attention. |
know that she probably got cut short, so if she just wanted to
complete her comments, I would allow her that privilege.

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. member.

Ms Notley: Well, thank you. I will ever so briefly say — there
were just a couple more points — that as the government again
talks about looking to the future, making Alberta a vibrant place to
invest and to move forward in, we of course are looking at a plan
to reduce the investment in advanced education and to also reduce
the supports that we provide to new immigrants, that in theory we
want to have move to our province, who will then contribute to the
type of growth that the government suggests it’s interested in
achieving in the future. It seems to me to be yet another example
of saying one thing but doing another.

Having said that, though, I would like to move adjournment of
this debate.

[Motion to adjourn debate carried]

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

Mr. Zwozdesky: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. In view of
good progress this afternoon I’m going to move that we adjourn
the Assembly until 1:30 tomorrow and just remind members that
the policy field committee called Resources and Environment will
be reconvening at 6:30 p.m. in this Chamber to discuss the esti-
mates related to International and Intergovernmental Relations.

[Motion carried; the Assembly adjourned at 5:10 p.m. to Wednes-
day at 1:30 p.m.]
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Legislative Assembly of Alberta

1:30 p.m. Wednesday, March 2, 2011

[The Speaker in the chair]

Prayers

The Speaker: Good afternoon. Welcome.

Let us pray. We confidently ask for strength and encouragement
in our service to others. We ask for wisdom to guide us in making
good laws and good decisions for the present and future of Al-
berta. Amen.

Please be seated.

Introduction of Guests
The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Transportation.

Mr. Ouellette: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It gives me great pleas-
ure to stand and introduce to you and through you to all members
of the Legislature today a school from my constituency. We have
26 grade 6 students from Spruce View school in Spruce View,
Alberta. They’re accompanied by their teacher, Ms Teri Patterson,
and parent helpers Mr. Kevin Newsham, Mrs. Cari Smith and
Lincoln, and Mrs. Julie Roy. As I've said in this House many
times before, it’s great to have children here to watch the proceed-
ings because, as you know, they will be our leaders of tomorrow.
I’d like them to rise.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Service Alberta.

Mrs. Klimchuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s a pleasure to rise
today to introduce to you and through you to this Assembly a very
enthusiastic class from St. Vincent elementary school. The class
made their way from my constituency of Edmonton-Glenora to
take in a tour of the building and to witness the excitement of
question period. | had a great picture with them. I would like to
acknowledge the teachers, Mrs. Angela Whelan and Mrs. Kimber-
ley Elvidge, and the parent helpers, Mrs. Christine Lucadello and
Mrs. Kelly Mis. I’d like the class and the teachers and parent
helpers to rise and receive the warm welcome of the Assembly
today.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Whitecourt-Ste. Anne.

Mr. VanderBurg: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. On your behalf I’d
like to introduce to you and through you 17 grade 5/6 students
from the Fort Assiniboine school. They are accompanied this af-
ternoon by their principal, Kerry McElroy, teacher Charlene
Assenheimer, program assistant Fleur Whitley, parent helpers Kim
Cross and Ellen Carlson. They are seated in the members’ gallery,
sir, and I’d ask them to please rise and receive the warm welcome
of this Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Agriculture and Rural Devel-
opment.

Mr. Hayden: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I am pleased to introduce
to you and through you to the members of the Assembly Erin
Shaw from the Athabasca-Redwater constituency. Each year one
outstanding 4-H member is chosen at the provincial 4-H selection
program as the recipient of the 4-H Premier’s award. Recipients
represent Alberta 4-H and its members at various events region-

ally and throughout the agricultural community throughout the
year. The 4-H club is Alberta’s oldest youth club and also Al-
berta’s largest youth club, with over 400 clubs province-wide.
Erin is in the House today as a recipient of the 2010 Alberta 4-H
Premier’s award, and Erin is seated in the Speaker’s gallery with
her mother, Karen, and her sister Tegan. I would now ask them to
rise and receive the traditional warm welcome of the Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Strathcona.

Mr. Quest: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s a pleasure to introduce
to you and through you to all members of the Assembly two Al-
bertans who are making a difference in the lives of those living
with cancer, Dr. Brent Saik and his fiancée, Janelle Trenchuk.
Last month the world’s longest hockey game took place at
Saiker’s Acres, in my constituency, to raise money for the fight
against cancer: 40 dedicated players, 241 straight hours, which
became the world’s longest hockey game. My wife and I stopped
by a couple of times to cheer them on. I know the Premier and his
wife also had a chance to stop by. The Premier tells me he recog-
nized a familiar face on the memory wall dedicated to people who
lost their battle with cancer, and it was a very moving experience.

I think it’s safe to say that all members here today were moved
by the dedication and commitment of everyone involved in the
world’s longest hockey game. Through their efforts they’ve raised
hundreds of thousands of dollars to fight the disease that’s touched
the lives of many Albertans. They’re outstanding Albertans.
They’re seated in your gallery, Mr. Speaker, and I’d like the
members to join me in welcoming them to the Legislative Assem-
bly.

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Seniors and Community Sup-
ports.

Mrs. Jablonski: Thank you. Mr. Speaker, today I have the privi-
lege to introduce to you and through you to all members of this
Assembly the members of the provincial Persons with Develop-
mental Disabilities Advisory Committee. We’re all very fortunate
to have PDD program stakeholders and senior PDD program and
community board staff bring their extensive knowledge and exper-
tise to the table to discuss issues that are very important to the
PDD community. I would now ask that each member rise as they
are introduced. I am pleased to introduce Colin Atkinson, a family
representative from Camrose; Keith Moore, a family representa-
tive from Grande Prairie; Donna Desjardins, a family
representative from St. Paul; Dale Peterson, with Catholic Social
Services in Edmonton; Joan Lee, with the Vecova centre for dis-
ability research in Calgary; Krista Staples, with the Taber Special
Needs Society; Ann Nicol, CEO of the Alberta Council of Disabil-
ity Services; Bruce Uditski, CEO of the Alberta Association for
Community Living.

My board CEOs are Dale Drummond, from the northeast re-
gion; Cheryl Bjorklund, from the northwest region; Hart Chapelle,
from the Edmonton region; Wayne Morrow, central region; Alex
Hillyard, Calgary region; and Leigh Bremner, south region. From
my department Dave Arsenault, my assistant deputy minister, and
Jim Menzies, director with the PDD program branch.

Mr. Speaker, all these provincial advisory council members are
truly dedicated to the PDD community and are partners in our
quest to help each person with developmental disabilities to live
their best life. Please join me in giving the traditional warm wel-
come of the Assembly to our guests.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Fish Creek.
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Mrs. Forsyth: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s my pleasure to intro-
duce to you and through you to all members of the Assembly two
Wildrose candidates: Mr. Bob Mclnnis, who is the candidate for
Calgary-Fort, and Mr. Bill Jarvis, who is the candidate for
Calgary-South East. I am delighted to be able to join them at our
leader’s dinner tonight, and I would ask them to rise and receive
the warm welcome of the Assembly.

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

Mr. Anderson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would like to intro-
duce to you and through you to all members of this Assembly Mr.
James Lockhart. This is his first time in the Legislature, and I
assure you that I have assured him of the good behaviour of the
people of this House. James and his family live in the beautiful
town of Chestermere. He is a very successful entrepreneur, a good
friend, and a strong advocate for change in Alberta. I’'m glad to
see him here, and I’d ask him to rise and receive the warm wel-
come of this Assembly.

Members’ Statements

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-North Hill.

Natural Gas Revenues

Mr. Fawcett: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. With the tabling of the
budget last week a stark reality hit us. Alberta is facing a signifi-
cant reduction in resource revenues from natural gas. This is
largely due to the emergence of shale gas development across
North America. A result is that gas prices have been deflated, and
demand for natural gas has been undermined. This has put pres-
sure on Alberta revenue, which pegs natural gas royalties at
around a billion dollars for the new budget year, quite a different
picture from previous years, when natural gas royalties brought
anywhere from $4 billion to $5 billion into government coffers.

This fiscal challenge facing our province mirrors that of indi-
vidual Albertans — constituents, friends, and family alike — who
have been hit hard personally either through loss of a job or de-
creased business activity.

Mr. Speaker, I'm glad that we recognized certain challenges to
the natural gas industry in Alberta through the competitiveness
review last year, making royalty adjustments that will allow Al-
berta gas companies to remain competitive.

Looking forward, we must turn our attention to strategic chal-
lenges and opportunities surrounding market access. First, we
must develop a strategy that will ensure continued access to east-
ern markets as many in the industry are concerned over the threat
of losing market share to the Northeastern Marcellus shale gas

play.
1:40

Secondly, we need to seriously determine the strategic needs,
costs, and benefits of gaining greater access to Asian markets by
exploring the development of liquefied natural gas terminals on
the west coast and pipeline access to these ports. Bill 1, the Asia
Advisory Council Act, is a good start on this.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, we must look strategically at our own
backyard, at how we can utilize natural gas for applications be-
sides heating our homes and businesses. For example, it may be
worth promoting natural gas as an alternative fuel source for vehi-
cles. This would also help lower greenhouse gas emissions.

Talking with many individuals involved in the industry, it’s
clear that there are a number of strategic challenges and opportu-
nities for natural gas in Alberta and western Canada that we must

embrace. Going forward, I hope that these become priorities for
this government as well as the newly established New West Part-
nership.

Thank you.

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

Whistleblower Protection

Mr. Anderson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The health minister is
demanding the good doctor from Edmonton-Meadowlark disclose
the source of his recent allegations of impropriety by top-ranking
government ministers and health officials. Now, there is no doubt
that such serious allegations require proof as undoubtedly, if true,
such crimes and misdemeanours would almost certainly result in
electoral annihilation for this government at the next election.

I do not know whether these claims are in whole or in part accu-
rate. I do not have any such evidence. However, this is what [ do
know and am sure of: I watched last fall as the reputation of the
doctor from Edmonton-Meadowlark was smeared in public and in
the media for questioning this government’s abysmal record on
health. I listened to a recorded message on the doctor’s cellphone
stating that the parliamentary assistant for health had called the
head of the AMA, who was trying to rally support for having the
doctor’s mental state evaluated, which, of course, could result in
him losing his licence to practise medicine.

I’ve talked with professionals who have had their licences re-
viewed by their professional organizations after speaking out in
opposition to this government. I know of many who have been
intimidated with the prospect of losing their job because of their
involvement in volunteering or assisting the Wildrose Alliance.
These things often go unsaid. But make no mistake. They go un-
said not because they don’t happen but because of a culture of fear
and intimidation that exists in every corner of this province as it
involves this 40-year-old government. Whether it be the loss of
government contracts or municipal funding or professional li-
cences, the last year in opposition has opened my eyes to the sad
reality that this province has become a company town.

To the minister of health and the Premier: I challenge you both.
Grant signed immunity from prosecution or loss of position for
any breach of confidentiality or otherwise for any person willing
to step forward and substantiate these allegations. I assure you:
your refusal to not do so will speak volumes.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Athabasca-Redwater.

North West Upgrading/CNRL BRIK Project

Mr. Johnson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’m pleased to rise today
and acknowledge a very exciting announcement that occurred two
weeks ago. That announcement was from North West Upgrading
and Canadian Natural Resources, which led to an upgrader being
built in Alberta’s Industrial Heartland. This is not only an up-
grader and refinery but also a project that will see the development
of the first major carbon capture and storage project in the prov-
ince. Enhance Energy will build the Alberta carbon trunk line to
deliver carbon dioxide captured from the new upgrader, to be used
for enhanced conventional oil recovery, all while producing some
of the greenest diesel barrels on the planet, derived from Alberta’s
oil sands.

These projects were called a major economic development turn-
ing point in the local media. This is a landmark announcement for
the value-added sector in our province and for agriculture, that
depends on a reliable supply of diesel at harvest time.
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Mr. Speaker, these two projects are part of our Premier’s vision
to advance Alberta’s capacity for refining bitumen, which will
provide jobs for Albertans and maximize the value of our re-
sources for future generations. All of this couldn’t be done without
the bitumen royalty in kind program. BRIK is an innovative way
for our government to encourage growth of the value-added sector
without a large direct investment or costly tax credits, that are
becoming common in other jurisdictions.

Mr. Speaker, my constituents and I are thrilled to see this pro-
ject go ahead, and I want to thank the Premier, the Minister of
Energy, and all of caucus for their hard work on this project. But a
special thanks needs to go to the many Albertans, including mem-
bers of the Alberta Industrial Heartland Association, who have
also put in years of hard work to see this $15 billion 8,000-job
dream become a reality for Albertans and for Alberta companies.

The Speaker: The next speaker on my list is the hon. Member for
Edmonton-Meadowlark, whom I shall call forward.
The hon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford.

ACT High School CPR Program

Mr. Horne: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. As hon. mem-
bers may be aware, February was Heart Month across Canada.
During that time information arrived at my constituency office
highlighting a national organization working with great success to
save the lives of Canadians who suffer a heart attack, thousands of
Albertans among them. I am speaking of the ACT Foundation,
founded in 1985 to promote citizen training and proficiency in
cardiopulmonary resuscitation, or CPR.

In recent years ACT has focused its efforts on training youth
through its high school CPR program. Working in partnership
with the government of Alberta, ACT has established CPR train-
ing programs in 315 high schools across the province. Each year,
Mr. Speaker, over 45,000 youth are trained by classroom teachers
trained themselves in CPR. As a result of this initiative alone over
255,000 Albertans stand ready and willing today to help save the
lives of their fellow citizens. More importantly, these same young
people take this life-saving knowledge and share it with their
friends, their families, and their communities, inspiring many
others to make the commitment to train in CPR techniques.

In addition to achieving competency in these life-saving skills,
the program also educates students about how to prevent cardiac
disease, in theory through understanding the causes and risk fac-
tors and in practice through the adoption of healthy lifestyle
habits.

Mr. Speaker, the high school CPR program is an excellent ex-
ample of what we can achieve when we commit ourselves as
schools, families, and communities to a proactive plan to reduce
the impact of cardiac and other chronic diseases. It is an excellent
example of what is possible through the meaningful engagement
of Albertans in health and health care.

I want to commend ACT, its partner organizations, and espe-
cially students and staff in our high schools for their commitment
and for their leadership.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Highwood.

Canadian Wheat Board

Mr. Groeneveld: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Do we Alberta grain
farmers see the light at the end of the tunnel, or once again do we
have a federal freight train speeding right at us? I rise today to

bring this Assembly’s attention to Bill C-619, which has been
introduced in Canada’s House of Commons.

This bill amends the Canadian Wheat Board Act and gives
western farmers the option to market their wheat and barley as
they choose. Currently farmers in Alberta and other western prov-
inces are obligated to sell their product to the Canadian Wheat
Board only. The passage of this legislation would bring a major
benefit to all Alberta and western grain farmers since the current
system allows farmers in eastern Canada to market their grain as
they choose. When the amendment is passed, western producers
will be given the choice to opt out of participating in the Canadian
Wheat Board for a minimum of two years. These same producers
retain the right to return to the Canadian Wheat Board with notice
if they so desire.

Mr. Speaker, this bill strikes a balance and offers alternative
marketing outside of the Canadian Wheat Board. Alberta farmers
work hard to grow their various products, and they should be able
to sell their products to the purchaser of their choice, as should
happen in any truly free-market system.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage all members of this House to work
with and encourage their counterparts in the federal government to
support this bill to ensure equity for all Canadian farmers.

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

Innovation and Change in Government

Dr. Sherman: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Failure can be divided
into those who thought and never did and those who did and never
thought. For too long we’ve heard the argument: do not limit gov-
ernment, and it will take care of you; keep quiet, and you will be
rewarded; disobey, and you will be punished. I am sad to say that
Alberta has become a company town, where good public policy
loses out to poor decisions made in secret.

However, something is happening all across Alberta. Change is in
the air. Albertans expect their government to be honest, to care for
the most vulnerable, and to serve the public interest while at the
same time protecting their individual rights and freedoms. Albertans
refuse to accept the way that things have been done and that this is
the only way they can be done. The people of this province want
progress, they want to be happy, and they need their lives to get
better. But change, Mr. Speaker, does not always have to be incre-
mental. Sometimes drastic examples are required to shake people
out of their complacency. With so much at stake at this present time
Albertans need to be reminded of the greatness that they are truly
capable of achieving and that they are entitled to receive.

The future of Alberta is a place where we innovate and educate
our children with excellence; a society built on honouring and
supporting our elders; government that is more accountable to the
people, from whom it derives its power, and that is fiscally re-
sponsible enough to get the best deal for the taxpayer; a land
where indigenous Albertans recover their dignity, shake off the
shackles of poverty, and take their place amongst our best and
brightest. Alberta is the best place in the world to live. .. [Dr.
Sherman’s speaking time expired]

1:50 Oral Question Period

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

Health Care System Governance

Dr. Swann: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. In 2008 the government
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fired Alberta’s local health regions and replaced them with the
health superboard. In doing so, they failed to establish appropriate
accounting controls, the most basic bookkeeping necessary to
keep track of the billions spent on health care. Alberta’s Auditor
General has condemned the government for this failure, and only
recently has the government agreed to follow the Auditor Gen-
eral’s advice. But the work won’t be done until 2013, another two
years away and nearly another $20 billion in inadequately re-
corded spending. This government continues to mismanage the
public purse. To the Premier: how can you say that there is not a
crisis . . .

The Speaker: The hon. the Premier.

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, because there is . . . [interjection]

Speaker’s Ruling
Timing in Question Period

The Speaker: Yesterday afternoon I said that this House was
developing bad habits. I talked about the Oral Question Period.
We know what the phrase was. That was 45 seconds, 10 seconds
beyond what we had, and we’re going to keep going because I’'m
going to bring in as many members into question period as I pos-
sibly can.

Premier, you have 35 seconds.

Health Care System Governance
(continued)

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, very simply, yesterday the minister of
finance told this House that according to many accountants, various
professional organizations across Canada — he said to this House
and to Albertans — we have the best books in the country of Canada.

Dr. Swann: I guess the Premier disagrees with the Auditor Gen-
eral, then. Is that what he’s saying? How can the Premier assure
Albertans that billions of dollars in vital health care funding has
not been wasted as the financial controls are missing in action?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, because we have the good work of
the Auditor General, that reviews the books not only of the Al-
berta government but also of the regional health authorities. If
there are any areas that we can improve, I know that the minister
has read the report very carefully and will undertake to make those
improvements.

Dr. Swann: Well, in fact, they’ve agreed to but not until 2013.
That’s a problem, Mr. Speaker.

Are mismanagement, lack of financial control, and increased
ER wait times what your government had in mind when you dis-
missed health regions and promised Albertans better health care?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Not at all, Mr. Speaker. What we had in mind
was to streamline the services, to reduce the costs by $500 million
or $600 million annually, and to pump all of that straight back into
health care so that we could meet some very important targets
such as reducing wait times for hip surgery by 60 per cent, such as
making more continuing care options available to seniors with a
68 per cent increase in the number of people moved out into ap-
propriate settings, and by ensuring that 90 per cent of patients
have access to important medical services in the cancer area.
That’s what we had in mind with the Canadian . . .

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

Health Care Services

Dr. Swann: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Although this
government continues to ignore the facts, Alberta Liberals know
very well that quality health care remains the most important issue
in the minds of Albertans, yet two-thirds of Albertans believe that
the health care system is in a state of crisis. To the Premier: when
you continually claim that health care is not in crisis, are you say-
ing that the experiences of two-thirds of Albertans are wrong?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, the question is the same one that was
asked last week by the hon. member. Very clearly, 62 per cent of
Albertans said that they get the health services when they need
them, and they’re very satisfied with the health services. That
came in two different polls that were done in the province of Al-
berta, and I happen to believe what Albertans are telling us.

Dr. Swann: While conveniently ignoring the two-thirds that said
that it’s in crisis and that 6 out of 10 have correctly identified that
bad management is the main issue impacting health care today.
Why won’t the Premier start listening to Albertans by giving them
the health system they deserve?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, in fact, that Environics poll that
he’s talking about, the headline on it, which I’ll table if I can find
it here quickly, said that 60 per cent or more of Albertans were
satisfied, very satisfied, or somewhat satisfied with health ser-
vices. It also said that there were some improvements that needed
to be made. Of course there are. Every health system in the world
can benefit from improvements. But it also indicated that there
was a drop of 20 per cent in terms of the number of people sur-
veyed who said that health care is not that seriously in jeopardy at
the moment. So take a look at the whole poll if you would, please.

Dr. Swann: Well, Mr. Speaker, when Alberta’s new hospitals and
clinics do open up, will there be health professionals to staff them,
or will they sit empty for months, as the Mazankowski did?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, as facilities open in this province,
be they health facilities or others, they are fully staffed in the year
that they’re operating or expected to be operating, and they are
funded accordingly. That’s what we have built into our plan, and I
would encourage the hon. member to please take a look at more
evidence of that in the five-year health action plan, where it’s very
clearly spelled out. Even the opposition can follow it, I’'m sure.

The Speaker: Third Official Opposition main question. The hon.
Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Provincial Borrowing

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The finance minister
was confused yesterday. It clearly reads in the fiscal plan on page
80 that over the next three years this government plans to borrow
over $3 billion on behalf of the Alberta Treasury Branches. It’s
not a laughing matter with your performance, sir. Now, to the
minister of finance. I ask again: why is this government borrowing
this money now? I thought you were out of the business of being
in business.

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, I even went out with the hon. mem-
ber and showed him in the financial statement where he’s
misreading. We are borrowing money on behalf of Alberta Treas-
ury Branches. It’s a bank that’s completely owned by the
government of Alberta, and they in turn loan that money out to
their clients.
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Mr. MacDonald: Isn’t this a bit unfair? How can an organization
or an enterprise like the Canadian Western Bank, which is located
here in Alberta, compete whenever you’re giving your Crown-
owned corporation this kind of a sweet deal?

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, there are different philosophical
choices we can make. If the opposition believes that the Alberta
Treasury Branches should be sold or shut down, then they need to
say that, to ask Albertans if, in fact, they have no interest in the
bank that’s provided services all over Alberta for decades. We
believe it is a solid resource for the people of Alberta, and we’ll
continue to support it.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you. Again to the minister of finance,
and this is quite interesting: where on the government of Alberta’s
books will this $3 billion liability over three years be recorded? Or
is it on someone else’s books and you’re hiding it because you’re
embarrassed?

Mr. Snelgrove: It will show as an asset of the Alberta Treasury
Branches, which are included in our consolidated financial state-
ments.

Federal Public Building Renovations

Mr. Anderson: Mr. Speaker, part of being a fiscally responsible
government is to maintain a balanced budget by ensuring that core
programs and critical infrastructure receive needed funding while
less important initiatives are shelved until they become necessary
and affordable. An example of where this government has failed
in this regard is the building of new MLA offices at a cost of $275
million, including $115 million in this year’s budget. To the fi-
nance minister: how does he justify spending $115 million on new
MLA offices during a budget crisis, an ER crisis, and a school
shortage crisis?

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, the total cost of the federal building,
which will house some MLA offices but also the departments of
finance and others when it’s done, is $115 million. For the hon.
member to suggest that we’re spending $115 million on MLA
offices is simply absurd.

Mr. Anderson: It’s on your own website. Look it up if that’s
possible for you. So new MLA offices are more important to this
minister than new doctors, new schools, or balanced books. That’s
very interesting.

My next question. Given that we have a $6.1 billion cash short-
fall this year and given that our provincial savings are being
drained at an alarming rate, will this finance minister mothball
these new MLA offices and instead focus on cutting the deficit or,
if that’s not important to him, spend it on new schools or nurses or
something that benefits Albertans; you know, the people who pay
the bills?

Mr. Snelgrove: Mr. Speaker, the share of the budget for the fed-
eral building is less than 5 per cent. So we could stop that. It
would cost much more to restart the program down the road. But
what they need to tell us is: what hospitals in what communities,
what schools in what communities, which highways in which part
of Alberta are they going to quit working on now? It’s just that
simple. What projects are you going to stop doing? Just tell us.

Mr. Anderson: Start with the $115 million. It would appear this
government’s focus is on upgrading opposition offices prior to the
next election. Go figure.

Final question. Given that this project clearly should not have
been undertaken during this period of skyrocketing deficits, will
he disclose to this House a list of all planned infrastructure pro-
jects for the next three years so that we can do exactly what he’s
saying, so that we can go through line by line and look at the pri-
orities and look at where we can cut? Show us the list. Come on.
We’ll show you where to prioritize.

2:00

Mr. Snelgrove: It’s generally accepted that for every billion dol-
lars of infrastructure spending, we employ 10,000 Albertans. If the
opposition thinks that that is just insignificant, they need to talk to
the people on the construction jobs. They’re at 5 per cent that they
said they could stop. Five per cent. They’ve got to find another
two and a half billion to match their ‘fudget’. Are they going to
tell 25,000 Albertans that they’re going to put them out of work?
Is that what they’re trying to do?

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Highlands-
Norwood. [interjections] The hon. Member for Edmonton-
Highlands-Norwood has the floor. I want all members to know
that the television cameras go to him. Nobody else can see you,
hear you, or anything else.

Cancer Treatment Wait Times

Mr. Mason: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Dr. John Cowell, the head
of the Health Quality Council of Alberta, says he’s willing to in-
dependently investigate accusations that long wait times for
cancer surgery resulted in the deaths of hundreds of Albertans, but
the health minister has refused to let the Health Quality Council
get to the bottom of these serious accusations. My question is to
the minister. Why is the minister refusing to allow the Health
Quality Council to investigate serious allegations of cancer pa-
tients dying while waiting for surgery in Alberta for the past
decade?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, I’m not denying anyone anything
of the sort. What I am asking for is that the hon. member who
brought forward these allegations stand in this Assembly and then
stand out there, where it really counts, and live up to those allega-
tions or withdraw them.

Mr. Mason: Well, Mr. Speaker, the minister can hide behind the
hon. Member for Edmonton-Meadowlark, but he is accountable to
this House.

Given that this minister said yesterday that cancer surgery wait
times improved dramatically since 2006, it’s clear that the minis-
ter knows the numbers from before 2006. Will the minister give us
the numbers for wait times on cancer surgery from before 2006?

Mr. Zwozdesky: I can certainly try and get that information. I
don’t have it at my fingertips.

What I’d like this hon. member and other hon. members to
know, and in particular the member who raised the allegations, is
that Alberta Health Services, Mr. Speaker, does have a policy, and
that policy has many parts to it that deal with this issue. One of
them is called a duty to disclose, and here is what it says. “Any
member of AHS Personnel who has a reasonable basis to believe
that Improper Activity has occurred or is occurring within AHS is
required to disclose the information on which the belief is based.”
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The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Mason: Thanks very much, Mr. Speaker. I think I should get
another question since he’s more interested in . . .

The Speaker: Hon. member, you have 35 seconds with no pre-
amble, and you’re eating up your time.

Mr. Mason: Yeah. Thanks. Given that the minister won’t allow
an investigation, won’t divulge facts at his disposal about wait
times and cancer deaths, allegations of a cover-up seem valid. To
the minister: will he admit that there is indeed a cover-up and that
he is orchestrating it as we speak?

Mr. Zwozdesky: You know, I always appreciate a little bit of
humour when he ties in some of my professional musical back-
ground. Thank you for that.

Mr. Speaker, there is also a clause in here that talks about pro-
tection from retaliation. It reads: “AHS will not take or condone
any adverse action . . . against any AHS Personnel or other indi-
vidual who ... in good faith and without malice or desire for
personal benefit, reports Improper Activity in accordance with this
policy.” That’s pretty much verbatim from what’s in here.

With respect to the cancer issues and any wait times and so on
that he has asked about, I will look into it.

The Speaker: Thank you, hon. minister. And you will table the
documents from whence you quoted, correct?

Mr. ZwozdesKy: Absolutely, Mr. Speaker.

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

Regional Planning

Mr. Taylor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Good on the government
for introducing Bill 10 yesterday, but this is kind of like the new
royalty frameworks that they introduced after getting the original
new royalty frameworks so wrong. Wouldn’t it have been better to
avoid all the anger, hostility, and confusion by getting it right the
first time? And there was a template for this. Ontario’s Places to
Grow Act offered a sound basis for regional planning that kept
landowner rights intact and did not give monolithic power to the
Ontario cabinet. To the Premier: why did this government so
grossly overstep its boundaries in implementing legislation for
regional planning when other effective examples existed within
Canada?

Mr. Stelmach: Actually, Mr. Speaker, I’d argue with the member
in terms of whether the land planning in Ontario that he talked
about is a better policy. I vehemently disagree.

Anyway, we heard from all industry and Albertans that we have
to protect a very finite land base, protect our water, our air, and
also, most importantly, the quality of our land. As a result, we
consulted Albertans for a number of years. We put a bill together
called Bill 36, and that bill was debated here in the House.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Taylor: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Why should
Albertans, who certainly don’t seem to feel like they were con-
sulted or at least listened to, trust this government to restore
landowner rights in Bill 10 since it was the same government that
introduced bills 19, 36, and 50 in 2009 that infringe on landowner
rights?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, Bill 19, Bill 36, and Bill 50 actually
supported landowner rights. I don’t know where the hon. member
is getting that. He should take the time and have a look at Bill 19.
It actually protects landowners. For years this government steril-
ized land before they bought land for large transportation projects.
Now we have to buy that land or remove all restrictions within
two years. That definitely enhances landowner policy.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Taylor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Well, since the first re-
gional plan under Bill 36 will involve the lower Athabasca area,
which contains a great deal of land that requires conservation, and
given that the failed Alberta parks act last fall was pulled because
it was more about commercial development in parks than protect-
ing them, what measures will this government take in this regional
plan’s conservation efforts that will restore Albertans’ trust?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, that is the purpose of the land-use
framework, to make sure that Albertans come together and decide
what they want to see in their own community. ’'m not going to
allow some of this opposition to allow these decisions to be made
in court. If we don’t get together as Albertans and decide what
we’re going to do with our communities — and I don’t want any
doggone judge that’s going to listen to evidence from outside the
community or outside this country to implement policy for Alber-
tans. It’s not going to happen under my watch.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Ellerslie, followed
by the hon. Member for Calgary-Buffalo.

Capital Infrastructure Benefits

Mr. Bhardwaj: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I have trav-
elled all over Alberta and have seen some of the incredible work
being done in our province regarding the investment in infrastruc-
ture. We’re building world-class institutions, opening schools and
hospitals all over the province, and providing jobs to thousands of
Albertans. My questions are to the Premier. With a $6.6 billion
commitment to capital projects in Budget 2011 what does this
investment mean to Albertans and Alberta’s economy?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, not only does it mean a lot of jobs,
but it also means that all of the infrastructure we’re building is an
economic enabler. It’s going to help us move our goods and ser-
vices competitively to market, it’s going to build the schools that
are absolutely necessary, and it’s also going to provide first-class
health facilities across this province. It’s a good investment. The
money is coming from the cash reserve in our sustainability fund.
It’s being paid for, and it’s going to support the next generation of
Albertans.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Bhardwaj: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. My next
question to the Premier again: how many electricians, boilermak-
ers, construction workers, and other Albertans would be out of
work if the decision was made to defer the infrastructure invest-
ment as is being talked about in the House?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, the deficit is around $3.2 billion, and
that’s all in infrastructure. The operational part of government is
balanced, but it’s the money we’re spending on infrastructure. For
every billion dollars involved in infrastructure, it’s about 10,000
jobs. So if we were going to balance and erase the $3.2 billion
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deficit, it would be on the backs of about 30,000 Albertans who
would not have a job today.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Bhardwaj: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. My final
question to the Premier again: what would it cost this government
to wait another year to build these critical infrastructure projects?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, I can’t give a definite answer in
terms of what the inflation may be over the next couple of years,
but I do know that we’ve learned from the past. While we were
paying off the debt, which was a good idea, we were very defi-
cient in infrastructure. As a result, at many times we were paying
as high as 25 per cent inflation on the infrastructure to catch up,
whether it was roads, schools, hospitals built in this province. By
investing the money that we have in cash today and building the
infrastructure, we’re going to save hundreds of millions of dollars,
number one. Number two, if we wait another couple of years,
we’re going to run into the same 20 to 25 per cent inflation be-
cause the economy is picking up and we’re going to be competing
with the private sector again.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Buffalo, followed by
the hon. Member for Strathcona.

2:10 Electricity Generation

Mr. Hehr: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. With Alberta’s electrical
generating capacity already insufficient, two generators, Sundance
1 and 2, ceased operating. This is a time when we are already
dependent on imported power. To the Minister of Energy: does the
minister agree that without these two generators it will further
escalate electricity prices?

Mr. Liepert: Well, Mr. Speaker, that’s the same question that the
member asked I think a week ago. I’ll assure the member that the
Alberta Electric System Operator is confident that as we move
forward, we will be able to meet the needs of Albertans. But I
think it’s a good time, also, to ensure that members of the opposi-
tion, I assume, are now going to be much more supportive of our
Bill 50, which is ensuring that we have the transmission that will
transmit this electricity around the province.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Hehr: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. Given that the Alberta
Electric System Operator predicts potential energy shortfalls with-
out these two generators, does the minister believe we have
enough capacity to avoid the potential for blackouts?

Mr. Liepert: Mr. Speaker, I don’t know where the member is
getting his information from, but I talk to the Electric System
Operator on a regular basis. The Electric System Operator is not
predicting blackouts because of these two generators coming off-
line. In fact, the output from the two generators will be pretty
much made up by the new Keephills plant that comes on in April.
[interjections]

The Speaker: Okay, boys. You know, you can hide, but you will
be found.
The hon. Member for Calgary-Buffalo.

Mr. Hehr: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I appreciate that the new
Keephills plant is coming online, but it does not meet the genera-
tion capacity of old Sundance 1 and 2. Given that and that we

need more capacity, are we looking at building more load capacity
down around Calgary like many experts have suggested?

Mr. Liepert: Well, Mr. Speaker, the member is indicating in his
question that somehow it’s government that builds generating
capacity. It is not the government. We have a deregulated genera-
tion system in Alberta. If the private sector believes that the
capacity is required, I’'m sure it’ll be built.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Strathcona, followed by the
hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre.

Northeast Anthony Henday Ring Road

Mr. Quest: Thank you, Mr Speaker. This morning the Premier
announced that the province is moving forward with the final
northeast leg of the Anthony Henday Drive. My constituents and
many others are very pleased to see this project moving ahead. My
questions today are for the Minister of Transportation. While
completion of the ring road is critical for economic development
for the entire capital region — I’m sure we all agree — my question
is: why is this project being built as a P3?

Mr. Quellette: Mr. Speaker, this final leg of Edmonton’s ring road
will be Alberta’s single largest transportation or highway construc-
tion project to date. This is a very complex project, and a P3 gets it
done as one project, not a whole bunch of little ones. The benefits
are cost savings for taxpayers, a guaranteed price, and a guaranteed
delivery date about three years quicker than conventional delivery.
The contractor takes on the risks of inflation, and we get a 30-year
warranty on the work. And let’s not forget all the jobs.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Quest: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My first supplemental to the
same minister: does the minister have any idea what the total pro-
ject cost is going to be?

Mr. Ouellette: Mr. Speaker, starting today, we’re asking for
qualified P3 groups to come forward, and then we will pick the
top three out of all of those qualified groups. To ensure a fair,
competitive bidding price, we will not release that cost until after
we get — about a year from now we’ll actually get the contract,
and that’s when the total price will be made available to the pub-
lic. We know industry is anxiously awaiting this project because
they know Alberta’s . . .

The Speaker: The hon. member. [interjection] Okay. But I recog-
nized the hon. Member for Strathcona.

Mr. Quest: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My final question to the
same minister. The minister has said that this is a very extensive
project, and I understand it includes more than the last nine kilo-
metres of the ring road. What do we need to do south to the
Whitemud and on parts of the Yellowhead?

Mr. Ouellette: Mr. Speaker, the section of Anthony Henday
Drive from highways 16 and 14 must be upgraded because of the
increased traffic volumes there. We are putting extra overpasses or
interchanges in the Sherwood Park area to handle all of that traf-
fic, and it makes perfect sense to include that work while we’re
doing a P3 project. This government is building the right things at
the right time to ensure that the province’s . . .

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre, followed
by the hon. Member for Grande Prairie-Wapiti.
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Caribou Conservation

Ms Blakeman: Thanks very much, Mr. Speaker. The woodland
caribou is categorized as threatened under the Wildlife Act, and
the number one threat to its survival is industrial development of
its habitat. When a government-appointed scientific subcommittee
recommends that woodland caribou be listed as endangered, the
Endangered Species Conservation Committee insists on the lesser
category. To the Minister of Sustainable Resource Development:
what fact-based evidence does the deciding committee have which
trumps the scientific subcommittee recommendation?

Mr. Knight: Well, Mr. Speaker, quite honestly, I don’t have any
of the information that the member opposite speaks about. What I
can tell you about the caribou conservation measures in the prov-
ince of Alberta: we’re working closely with the federal
government and with the committee that we put together in the
province of Alberta. We realize this is an iconic species in the
province of Alberta. When we move forward with regional plan-
ning such as the lower Athabasca, in those plans the member
opposite will see some very positive work moving forward with
respect to conservation of caribou.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Ms Blakeman: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Back to the
same minister. What other information, aside from science, does
the minister consider in classifying endangered species? For ex-
ample, with the grizzlies it was the input of hunters. So what is it
that the minister considers for the woodland caribou?

Mr. Knight: Well, Mr. Speaker, first of all, I don’t set whether or
not a species in the province of Alberta would be considered to be
at risk, threatened, or endangered. We rely on a committee that
does that kind of work, and they use the science-based work and
data that they gather with respect to the issue. All I would do is
agree or disagree at the end of the day with what may be presented
to me. At this particular point in time I have not been presented
with any information that would force me to make a decision.

Ms Blakeman: They still report to you, Mr. Minister.

Again to the same minister: can the minister explain why deci-
sions which have a favourable outcome for the sectors of
industrial and agricultural committee members like the Alberta
Forest Products and CAPP and the Beef Producers seem to carry
more weight in decisions made by the endangered species com-
mittee? In this case these members’ activities are the number one
cause of the shrinking caribou habitat.

Mr. Knight: You know, Mr. Speaker, there are two things here.
Now the member has moved away from the idea of the decrease in
numbers. The number one cause of decrease in numbers was
originally the question that was asked. Now we’ve got this about
the decrease in the area. There’s no real decrease in area of critical
habitat for caribou. We work in the areas where caribou are pre-
sent and prevalent, but there is plenty of critical habitat for caribou
in the province of Alberta, and we will move forward to protect it.

Air Quality Monitoring in the Three Creeks Area

Mr. Drysdale: Mr. Speaker, this morning residents of the Three
Creeks area northeast of Peace River were again subjected to
odours emanating from the significant energy industry activity in
the area to the point where some of them evacuated their homes.
This is clearly an alarming situation. My first question is to the

Minister of Energy. Is he concerned about the level of industrial
emissions in this northern airshed, and is he pursuing activities to
address this?

Mr. Liepert: Well, Mr. Speaker, our department through the En-
ergy Resources Conservation Board and the Department of
Environment has been working with the residents of Three Creeks
for some time now monitoring emissions and odours. The actions
to date include conducting extensive air monitoring and sampling
and providing residents with canisters to capture their own sam-
ples. Throughout all these initiatives the parts per million are
consistently within provincial limits. Monitoring of new concerns
this morning showed zero parts per million of H,S, and there were
no evacuations other than those that were voluntary.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Drysdale: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My second question is to
the Minister of Health and Wellness. Is he concerned about the
allegation of health impacts to the residents of the area, and is he
doing anything to address this situation?

2:20

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, I’'m always concerned when the
issue of health in Alberta arises. As a result of that we have health
personnel under my umbrella who are working very closely with
the ministry officials in Energy and in Agriculture and in Sustain-
able Resource Development to study the situation to come up with
some suggested solutions, as the Minister of Energy just men-
tioned. We are always concerned with air quality and testing and
surveying, and that’s why we’re going out into the field to meet
with those individuals as we speak.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Drysdale: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My third question is to
the Minister of Energy. Can he assure this House that his depart-
ment is working to resolve this issue with the same urgency that
he would if it were occurring in a large urban environment?

Mr. Liepert: Absolutely, Mr. Speaker. There is a protocol that is in
place. It was developed jointly by the residents of the community
along with the Department of Environment and the ERCB. It was
followed this morning, and working with the Minister of Environ-
ment we’ll continue to monitor and respond in a timely fashion.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Fish Creek.

Confidentiality of Name Changes

Mrs. Forsyth: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. The government’s
first and most important duty is to protect our citizens. Jane and
Janet Doe obtained unpublished, secure name changes five years
ago, the first sign of life after living in fear for more than a dec-
ade. Imagine their horror when they found out the Alberta Gazette
had published the name change and that a simple Google search
would’ve found it. The minister has issued an apology, but it
doesn’t go nearly far enough. To the Minister of Service Alberta:
why was no consideration given to settling this matter instead of
letting it drag out into a lawsuit when you have already admitted
fault?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mrs. Klimchuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. With respect to this
situation, the moment that we were made aware of the situation,
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we immediately removed the name from electronic copies of the
Gazette and took steps to ensure that it didn’t happen again in the
future. We’ve also been informed that the individual has obtained
legal representation, and we are waiting for a response from the
lawyer on this matter.

Mrs. Forsyth: Well, Mr. Speaker, again to the same minister:
have the changes referred to in your apology letter of March 16,
2010, been implemented, and if so, can you provide the House
with written proof of this compared to the original legislation?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mrs. Klimchuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Indeed, with respect to
the checks and balances we have put in place, those were put in
place immediately. I’m happy to provide that information to the
member so that she can see what we’ve done.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mrs. Forsyth: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Again to the same minis-
ter: Minister, can you assure this family that they will be fairly
compensated immediately so that they can put this ugly ordeal
behind them for good?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mrs. Klimchuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Of course, we take the
privacy of Albertans’ information very seriously — and I do as
minister — and I would like to assure all members in this Chamber
that we will continue to do that. As the matter is with the lawyers
at this time, [ will wait until we hear from the lawyers.

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

Logging in the Castle Special Management Area

Mr. Chase: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. In yesterday’s prayer you
painted a picture of the bounty of Alberta’s natural and human
resources, entreating us to rededicate ourselves as wise stewards,
when you stated: “In our mind’s eye let us see the awesome gran-
deur of the Rockies, the denseness of our forests.” Given SRD’s
proposed clear-cutting in the Castle-Crown, all Albertans will be
left with is a mind’s eye memory. My questions are to the Minister
of Sustainable Resource Development. How can you justify clear-
cutting in the Castle?

Mr. Knight: Mr. Speaker, quite honestly, the area that we’re talk-
ing about here is a C5 management area, and there have been
industrial and commercial operations, particularly from the point
of view of timber harvesting, in that area for over 50 years. If you
look at a proper forest management program going forward, I
think that it’s very clear that the management plans that have been
in place have protected the area very well. If you look at the type
of forestry, the old-growth forest that’s there, some management
plan is required from the point of view of the infestation.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Chase: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’'m all in favour of man-
agement. It’s clear-cutting that I’m opposed to.

Again to the Minister of Sustainable Resource Development:
why are you using the pine beetle infestation as justification for
the corporate mowing down of every piece of vegetation in what
is a diversified forest?

Mr. Knight: Well, Mr. Speaker, the fact of the matter is that in the
area two-thirds — two-thirds — of the area is off limits to logging.
Two-thirds. Sixty-six per cent. I don’t know what kind of a mower
this individual has. Two-thirds of the area is off limits. Of the one-
third that remains, less than 1 per cent per year is harvestable.

Mr. Chase: One per cent per year after year after year after year
of one-third has a damaging effect.

Has work on the land-use framework been deliberately stalled
so that every piece of Crown land in this province can be ex-
ploited before regional plans are implemented and enforced?

Mr. Knight: Mr. Speaker, year after year after year after year we
continue to plant two trees for every one we cut down.

The Speaker: Hon. Member for Calgary-Varsity, my prayers are
prayers of hope.
The hon. Member for Calgary-Mackay.

Alberta Innovation Voucher Program

Ms Woo-Paw: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. Nanotechnology
has big potential for Alberta, and I’'m concerned that we may not
be fully capitalizing on these new ventures. At the recent
nanotechnology conference participants told me that they were
frustrated by the government’s hit-and-miss support for the indus-
try. For example, they can get innovation vouchers, but they
cannot find the market research expertise they need to use these
vouchers. My questions are to the Minister of Advanced Educa-
tion and Technology. What are you doing to ensure that the
innovation voucher program is achieving its goals and helping
nanotechnology companies access the market research they need?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Weadick: Well, thank you. I’d like to agree with the member
that nanotechnology is indeed one of those bright spots in the
future of Alberta. The innovation vouchers are an important part
of connecting our entrepreneurs, our nanotechnology people with
great ideas with the researchers that are doing the work. This pro-
gram is extremely important. We’ve just finished the second
round of vouchers. We are now starting to get feedback on the
first round of vouchers so that we can continue to make the pro-
gram work better. I would like to assure the member that market
research can be done using these vouchers.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Ms Woo-Paw: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. My second question
is for the same minister. Why doesn’t the government commission
market research in nanotechnology that all businesses and other
researchers can access?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Weadick: Thank you. The National Institute for Nanotech-
nology does do some generalized market research, which is
available to the public. However, specialty market research for
particular items is a priority of the company doing it. It’s very
specialized. So those companies do their own market research to
ensure that the product they’re working on is marketable and will
fit within the market.

Ms Woo-Paw: My final question is again for the same minister.
What is this government’s strategy for nanotechnology research
and development in this province?
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The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Weadick: Well, thank you very much. Nanotechnology is
one of the key areas that this government is focused on. As you
know, in Alberta we’ve had some phenomenal breakthroughs, and
we are considered global leaders in nanotechnology. Dr. Rob
Burrell at the University of Alberta has done incredible work on
nanosilver and its use in diabetic ulcers, in burn victims, and also
in the treatment of very important types of pneumonia, where
other drugs can’t be used. They’re also now doing research on
nanoplatinum and gold to see what other things can be done in
Alberta. You’re going to hear shortly some exciting news about
nanocrystal.

Homeless Management Information System

Mr. Hehr: Mr. Speaker, I have been surprised at the minister of
housing’s characterization of privacy laws in the province and
how they apply to the nonprofit sector. To the minister of housing.
[ am sure the minister knows that nonprofits like the Calgary
Homeless Foundation are not subject to the FOIP Act and that no
one can be made subject to the act by contract, but some privacy
protection can be put into contract. Would the minister agree?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Denis: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. As an esteemed
fellow member of the bar I’'m sure he knows that not every ques-
tion can be answered yes or no. He’s quite correct that nonprofit
organizations are not subject to the privacy legislation; however,
when you have a contract between organizations like myself and
the Calgary Homeless Foundation, they can be subject to the pri-
vacy act. In fact, that is exactly the case. We have that contract
signed. People’s privacy is in fact protected.

Mr. Hehr: Well, I thank the minister for that answer. It gives a
little clarification.

Given that the minster said that the project to track the homeless
will provide privacy protection by contract, can he explain what
kind of measures have been placed in the contract to protect these
things if the Calgary Homeless Foundation violates them?

2:30

Mr. Denis: Again, Mr. Speaker, as I answered the previous mem-
ber who asked me this question, the Member for Calgary-McCall,
in the last couple of days, the privacy act, in fact, does not apply to
nonprofit corporations, but it does apply when you have a con-
tract, and we do have that contract. The FOIP Act does apply in
dealings between us and the Calgary Homeless Foundation. In
fact, section 39 of that particular act states that there’s no disclo-
sure of personal information without consent. People in these
organizations and homeless people that we provide services to are
in good hands.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Hehr: Thanks, Mr. Speaker. I look at this privacy legislation
and want to know: what are the contractual stipulations that will
be put into force should the Calgary Homeless Foundation violate
the principles?

Mr. Denis: Mr. Speaker, I’ve answered this question repeatedly.
Today I want to mention one more time that March is actually
the second anniversary of the 10-year plan to end homelessness.
Instead of dealing with answers and questions that I’ve already
gone over, | think this member actually should join us in celebrat-

ing the fact that we have housed over 3,000 formerly homeless
people in this province.

Speaker’s Ruling
Legal Opinions

The Speaker: I know that both the hon. Member for Calgary-
Buffalo and the hon. Minister of Housing and Urban Affairs are
distinguished members of the Law Society, and I know you’re
having a good time with this exchange, but you both realize —
don’t you? — that questions requiring and involving a legal opinion
are void in the question period. Why don’t you guys just go and
have a coffee. Okay?
The hon. Member for Athabasca-Redwater.

Highway 63 Emergency Services

Mr. Johnson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Highway 63 is busy, re-
mote, and widely regarded as one of the most dangerous highways
in Alberta. Last June the admirable group of half a dozen volun-
teer firefighters from Wandering River who’d responded to
emergencies on this highway reached their breaking point. They
were unable to continue covering this 150-kilometre stretch span-
ning parts of three counties. Since municipalities are responsible
for emergency services, my questions are for the Minister of Mu-
nicipal Affairs. Can the minister tell my constituents what he’s
doing to ensure that Albertans travelling the Wandering River
section of highway 63 still receive emergency assistance when
they require it?

Mr. Goudreau: Mr. Speaker, we’re very well aware of the chal-
lenges along this stretch of highway, and we’ve been doing a fair
amount of work on this particular issue. We’re providing ongoing
support to municipalities, including $500,000 annually for fire-
fighting training and $50,000 for recruitment and retention tools.
Specifically, we have helped Athabasca county identify new re-
cruits and are supporting firefighters to deal with stresses and
issues along that stretch.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Johnson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Given the uniqueness of
this issue and the fact that it came to a head eight months ago and
that the Alberta Association of Municipal Districts and Counties
passed a resolution three years ago requesting that the Alberta
government set up staff for emergency response on highway 63,
can the minister tell my constituents why the government has not
yet stepped in with a solution to this problem?

Mr. Goudreau: Mr. Speaker, we do need a sustainable solution —
and I re-emphasize a sustainable solution — and that’s why we’ve
got a cross-ministry working group. They’ve provided recommen-
dations on the highway 63 issue, and we’re presently reviewing
them. As we know, providing these services is a municipal re-
sponsibility throughout the province, but that said, we want to
ensure that the right tools and supports are available at the mu-
nicipal level.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Johnson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’m glad the minister has
some strategies to deal with this important issue, but can he give
my constituents a timeline? When can my constituents expect to
see some solutions coming forward on this issue?

Mr. Goudreau: Mr. Speaker, the timing will depend on the num-
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ber of solutions that we’re presently looking at. Those solutions
are there to support these communities and others in the delivery
of emergency services at the local levels. Our solutions will con-
sider ongoing recruitment and retention, driver behaviour, and the
right tools to ensure that emergency services are retained and im-
proved. Some actions should come in the very, very short term
here while others will no doubt take much longer.

Physician and Family Support Program

Dr. Taft: Mr. Speaker, we all know there’s a shortage of doctors
in Alberta. My question is to the Minister of Health and Wellness.
I give him that heads-up so that he’ll pay attention today. There’s
a shortage of cancer doctors. There’s a shortage of family doctors.
There’s a shortage in many rural areas. The Alberta Liberals want
to attract and keep doctors here. To the Minister of Health and
Wellness: one of the successful innovations in health care delivery
in Alberta has been the physician and family support program, so
why is this government threatening to cancel it?

Mr. ZwozdesKky: Mr. Speaker, I’m not threatening anyone. I as-
sume he’s probably referring to the AMA negotiations. They’re
our lead negotiators for Alberta Health Services, for Alberta
Health and Wellness, and for the Alberta Medical Association.
They’re at the table, I think, even as we speak, possibly. I’'m not
sure. They are negotiating, and the process, from what I under-
stand, is working. I met with the AMA president last Friday. They
raised some concerns. Those concerns were passed onto the ap-
propriate sources, and hopefully they’ll have a resolution, hon.
member.

Dr. Taft: Well, the minister is responsible.

Given the dramatic shift in the gender balance of our physician
workforce toward a majority of women physicians, will this min-
ister promise Alberta’s women physicians that the physician
parental leave program will be sustained?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, there are a number of important
programs that have served physicians well, and that’s why they’re
negotiating right now. From the AMA’s perspective they’ve
brought their issues forward, I’m sure. From the Health and Well-
ness perspective our negotiators have brought those things
forward. But there’s a lot more on the table than just the programs.
Those are important programs, and in a perfect world, yes, I’d like
to see them all continued.

Dr. Taft: Again to the same minister. Being a doctor brings with
it immense stress. Given that the physician support program helps
doctors who are dealing with stress, trauma, grief, bereavement,
abuse, addictions, and even suicide, will the minister promise here
and now — stop dancing around it and just make the promise — that
funding will continue for these programs that he’s acknowledged
work so well?

Mr. Zwozdesky: Mr. Speaker, I’ll state it again. I’'m not on the
negotiating team. I’'m not at the negotiating table. We have an
agreement that is going to expire prior to the end of March. I
know the negotiators are there. They’re dealing with the fiscal
realities of our province. There are some difficult decisions that
they’re wrestling with. Let’s give them the proper due and the
credit they deserve and the time that they need to sort those things
out because that’s what they’re doing.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Lacombe-Ponoka, followed
by the hon. Member for Drayton Valley-Calmar.

Supply of Diesel Fuel

Mr. Prins: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. You know, the weather may
be very cold outside, but the crop farming season is, hopefully,
right around the corner. Many of my constituents use diesel fuel to
help fuel their farm equipment, and every year they seem to get
caught up in a diesel fuel shortage. My questions are to the Minis-
ter of Energy. What assurances can the minister provide so that
Albertans won’t have to face diesel shortages in the future?

Mr. Liepert: Well, Mr. Speaker, neither I nor any member of this
Assembly can stand here and guarantee that we won’t have a die-
sel shortage. The reality is that Alberta’s economy is probably the
fastest growing in all of North America, and that’s going to put
increased strain on our capacity. I do think it’s important to point
out, as the Member for Athabasca-Redwater talked about in his
member’s statement, the North West upgrader refinery and the
importance of that. By 2015, hopefully, those diesel shortages will
no longer be around.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Prins: Thank you. That’s true. It’s not just the farmers; it’s
the oil and gas, transportation, and forestry industries. They’re all
affected.

It’s been brought to my attention that the cost of diesel fuel is
also going up. Can the minister confirm the cause of this increase?

Mr. Liepert: Well, I think the cause is pretty simple, Mr.
Speaker. It’s supply and demand. I’d maybe add one other thing. I
think there’s some speculation that’s going on. As you are well
aware, we’ve got the international disruptions that are happening
to the marketplace in the world. The price of crude is going up,
and that obviously will have an impact on consumer prices.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Prins: Thank you very much. This is a critical issue. I would
hope this is not true, but are there any plans to regulate this indus-
try?

Mr. Liepert: Well, I assume that the member is referring to regu-
lating prices, and in essence that’s a very simple answer. The
answer is no. I can assure this Assembly, Mr. Speaker, that if there
is one way to guarantee a shortage of diesel, that would be to
regulate retail prices. In all likelihood what would happen then is
that less crude would be refined into diesel, and we’d have even
greater shortages than what might be occurring.

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

Oil Sands Image in the United States

Mrs. McQueen: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The political and eco-
nomic unrest in the Middle East has wreaked havoc on oil prices
and has cast a spotlight on the need for stable oil sources. I under-
stand that the Minister of International and Intergovernmental
Relations has recently returned from a trip to Washington. My
questions for the minister are: have American counterparts’ views
on Alberta oil sands changed given these present circumstances?
If so, how?

2:40
The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Ms Evans: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. That’s an excel-
lent question. I’m really confident as I stand here today that they
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have got the total picture of the fact that we provide a third of the
world’s oil, that it’s going to mean 343,000 jobs between now and
2015, and that a great part of their GDP, both from the crude oil
manufacturing opportunities and the value-added GDP — it’s al-
most $100 billion between now and 2025 if the oil sands are
developed.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mrs. McQueen: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To the same minister.
Can you tell us: how does a situation in the Middle East and north
Africa change the way Alberta advocates to the United States?

Ms Evans: Actually, Mr. Speaker, we’re trying to stick very much
to our same message of a safe, secure source of supply, but fre-
quently we’re getting people making that kind of commentary
about their concerns. In America, for example, they were talking
about what other places we might market our oil if the Keystone
pipeline weren’t going ahead. They’re very conscious of China. In
the Middle East they’re very conscious themselves of buying al-
ternative sources, like Kuwait’s petroleum group looking at
Alberta as an opportunity for the future in order for them to have a
secure supply.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mrs. McQueen: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Finally, to the same
minister. I’'m glad you mentioned Keystone. How does the chang-
ing view of Alberta’s oil sands affect the passage of important
infrastructure projects like the proposed Keystone pipeline?

Ms Evans: Mr. Speaker, when I was meeting with the governors
at my last meeting on Monday afternoon, prior to returning home,
they had calculated that 250 businesses along the American side
of the lineup of the routing on that pipeline would benefit from
Keystone. They’ve looked at that. They’ve looked at the jobs.
They’ve looked at the economic opportunity. Expanding the pipe-
line infrastructure means that they will be able to provide more for
their markets. So I saw huge support, especially from all of those
alignments on the routing, with the possible exception of some
concerns still from Nebraska about the particular alignment.

The Speaker: Hon. members, that concludes the question period
for today. Nineteen members had an opportunity to participate.
There were 114 questions and responses.

In a few seconds from now we’ll continue with the Routine. In
the interim happy birthday to the hon. Member for Calgary-
Montrose, whose anniversary actually was yesterday. He’s now
one day older and wiser.

Presenting Petitions
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Buffalo.

Mr. Hehr: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’'m presenting a petition
actually spearheaded by my neighbour Mr. Rick Bartlett, who is
currently suffering from MS. His petition reads as follows:
We, the undersigned residents of Alberta, petition the Legisla-
tive Assembly to urge the government of Alberta to expedite the
approval of the Liberation Treatment (angioplasty) developed
by Dr. Paolo Zamboni so that all patients including those with
MS, suffering with chronic cerebro-spinal venous insufficiency
(CCSVI) can receive the treatment.
I can inform you that Mr. Bartlett has received the treatment in
Poland and is claiming a significant benefit from the treatment.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Introduction of Bills

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

Bill 203
Alberta Get Outdoors Weekend Act

Mr. Rodney: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I request leave to intro-
duce a bill, that being the Alberta Get Outdoors Weekend Act.

Mr. Speaker, this act will encourage and promote the direct and
indirect benefits associated with outdoor activity. It purports that
the benefits of increased outdoor activity can be far reaching and
extend well beyond the areas of physical and mental well-being.
The proposed legislation serves as an educational tool for all Al-
bertans on the natural heritage and lifestyle benefits associated
with Alberta’s outdoors. It sets aside the second weekend of April
of every year as Alberta get outdoors weekend.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

[Motion carried; Bill 203 read a first time]

Tabling Returns and Reports
The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Health and Wellness.

Mr. Zwozdesky: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. As prom-
ised during question period today and in accordance with the long-
standing tradition of this House, I am going to table five copies of
a policy document titled Safe Disclosure. Essentially, it comes
from an Alberta Health Services policy document that describes
their policy called Duty to Disclose and also their policy called
Protection from Retaliation for having disclosed anything.
Thank you.

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

Ms Pastoor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. As per your request yester-
day, I'm tabling five copies of the article from which I had taken
the quote during question period.

I have two other tablings. Again, these are letters and my cheques
that I send monthly to a food bank in support of having AISH pay-
ments match MLAs’ raises. For January it was to the Kainai Food
Bank, and for February it was the Crowsnest food bank.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

Mr. Taylor: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I’'m pleased to
rise today and table the requisite number of copies of another let-
ter from a constituent of mine whose medical doctor is speaking
out in support of the Alberta Medical Association’s physician and
family support program and in support of continued government
funding for that program.

Thank you.

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

Mr. Chase: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I am tabling e-mails from
the following individuals who are seeking the preservation of the
Castle wilderness: Elaine Gryba, Chris O’Brien, Helen Iljjoic,
Ivan Taverner, Jacqueline Norton, Sarah Pasemko, Jason Abt,
Laura Bentley, Elizabeth Atherton-Reid, Dudley Booth, Neil
Jennings, Joan Jochim, Andrea Becker, Bruce Botchar, David
Gloag, Susan Sinotte, Andrew Paul, Riley Swendseid, Janet Rob-
inson, Jack Boyle, Pat Lucas, Mary Trumpener, Caroline Saucier,
S. Rynard, and Bertha Ford.



March 2, 2011

Alberta Hansard 153

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have several hundred more e-mails
that I will be tabling.

Tablings to the Clerk

The Clerk: I wish to advise the House that the following document
was deposited with the office of the Clerk. On behalf of the hon. Mr.
Olson, Minister of Justice and Attorney General, a letter dated Feb-
ruary 15, 2011, from the Minister of Justice and Attorney General to
the chair of the Standing Committee on Public Safety and Services,
attaching a report dated February 2011 entitled Disclosure of Infor-
mation Regarding Leadership Contests: Discussion Paper and
Cross-Jurisdictional Comparison, prepared by Alberta Justice.

Orders of the Day

The Speaker: Hon. members, it now being 2:48, if you go into
committee, will you be out of here prior to 6 o’clock? Have a
happy afternoon.

2:50 Committee of Supply
[Mr. Cao in the chair]

The Chair: The chair would like to call the Committee of Supply
to order.

Main Estimates 2011-12

Finance and Enterprise

The Chair: Before 1 go any further, I would like to speak about
the speaking order and the times. The minister or any member of
Executive Council acting on the minister’s behalf may make open-
ing comments not exceeding 10 minutes. For the hour that
follows, members of the Official Opposition and the minister may
speak, and then for the next 20 minutes the members of the third
party, Wildrose Alliance, if any, and the minister may speak. For
the next 20 minutes the members of the fourth party, the NDP, if
any, and the minister may speak, and for the next 20 minutes the
members of any other party represented in the Assembly or any
independent members and the minister may speak. Then after that
any member in the Assembly can speak.

Within this sequence members may speak more than once;
however, speaking time is limited to 10 minutes. The minister and
a member can combine their time for a total of 20 minutes, but the
member has to indicate to the chair at the beginning of the speech
that he or she wishes to combine their time with the minister’s
time.

The hon. Minister of Finance and Enterprise.

Mr. Snelgrove: Good afternoon. I’'m certainly open to whatever
suggestions the opposition may have on the give-and-take. It’s
worked very well in the past, so if that’s okay with them, then
we’ll do that.

I see we’re starting a little early, so I’m not going to introduce
my staff who were going to be here; either that, or they know
something I don’t. Either way we’ll certainly want to acknowl-
edge the fact that there’s a great deal of work that goes into the
department, the budgeting and the work they do. I would like to
thank them for that.

As one of the government’s largest ministries Finance and En-
terprise’s mission involves providing expert economic, financial,
and fiscal policy advice to government. It also includes providing
effective tax and regulatory administration to enhance Alberta’s
future prosperity.

The ministry is responsible for a number of core businesses:
budget and fiscal planning; investment, treasury and risk man-
agement; tax and revenue administration; enterprise, which
includes industry and regional development and economic devel-
opment policy; and the financial sector regulation and policy.
There are also a number of other parts of the ministry, including
the Alberta Capital Finance Authority, the Alberta Pensions Ser-
vices Corporation, ATB Financial, and the Alberta Securities
Commission to name a few.

What all of this adds up to is a solid team working to help meet
the goals contained in our business plan. You will notice that the
business plans have been streamlined and shortened, which in no
way means that we are any less committed to meeting our goal.

For instance, goal 1 of our 2011-14 business plan deals with
providing economic, tax, and fiscal advice that supports strong,
sustainable government finances. The priority initiatives here in-
clude developing a long-term plan that will ensure Alberta’s
prosperity. This means continuing to strengthen our fiscal frame-
work and all of its components, including a savings strategy.
Other priorities under this goal include encouraging economic
diversification and strengthening Alberta’s fiscal resiliency. It also
includes working with the federal government to ensure that tax
structures enhance the energy sector’s competitiveness and its
contribution to both our economy and the country’s economy as a
whole.

Goal 2 of the business plan deals with Alberta having a com-
petitive and productive economy. Initiatives for this goal include
implementing actions under the Alberta Competitiveness Act,
implementing strategies to encourage value-added activities, and
implementing regulatory reform initiatives to enhance our com-
petitiveness and productivity.

[ think we’ve proven our commitment to this goal through all of
the work that’s already been done on the competitiveness initia-
tive. We created a Competitiveness Council to identify Alberta’s
competitiveness gaps and developed meaningful actions to address
them. The council has already released a benchmarking analysis
and will release its full report later this summer. As another exam-
ple, Productivity Alberta, in place since 2008, has been working
with industry and other government ministries to make sure the
programs and services we deliver are optimally targeted, devel-
oped, and delivered.

Goal 3 of the business plan focuses on revenue programs that
are administered fairly, efficiently, and effectively. Priorities un-
der this goal include advancing electronic commerce for our tax
and revenue programs, helping people to understand the fairness
of our tax system, which will encourage compliance, and making
sure we're as effective as we can be to manage collections and
program compliance.

Alberta’s tax system continues to be the best in the country,
with Albertans and Alberta businesses paying $11 billion less than
they would under any other province’s system. This goal is about
supporting this tax system by encouraging payment, making it
easier for payments to occur, and making sure we’re proactive
about collections and compliance.

Goal 4 of the business plan deals with sound investment, treas-
ury, and risk management. The priorities here involve providing
effective leadership in government-wide cash and debt manage-
ment as well as risk management and providing our investment
manager with investment strategies for achieving optimal invest-
ment performance.

As an example of how we’re meeting this goal, we provide our
investment manager, AIMCo, with overall investment guidelines
to follow as they manage nearly $70 billion of investments for the
government of Alberta. This includes the heritage savings trust
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fund as well as public pension funds. Within those guidelines
AIMCo returned 7.5 per cent on the heritage fund’s investments
over the first nine months of 2010-11, meeting the benchmark.

Goal 5 of the business plan focuses on policy and regulatory
oversight for the financial, insurance, and pensions sectors that is
effective, fair, and in the interests of Albertans. The priorities here
are to work with other jurisdictions to improve retirement income
adequacy as well as maintain a provincially-based securities regu-
latory system. It also includes monitoring and regulating the
financial services sector to ensure affordable, efficient, and fair
systems for insurance, pensions, and other financial services.

What this means for Albertans is that we will continue to fight
for their interests on the pension front, working to make sure that
Albertans can retire with some assurances of a reasonable retire-
ment income. It also means we will continue to stand up for our
right to regulate securities at a provincial level instead of the sin-
gle federal regulator Ottawa is pushing on the provinces. We will
work to make sure that Albertans can access affordable and effi-
cient financial services, including insurance.

The final goal of our business plan deals with accessible finan-
cial services for Albertans. Our priorities here include making sure
that ATB continues to operate on sound fiscal and business prin-
ciples and ensuring that ATB operates with a comparable
regulatory and financial framework to similar financial institu-
tions. The priorities also include maintaining appropriate lending,
funding, and risk management policies for the Alberta Capital
Finance Authority, or ACFA. ATB is a valuable part of the prov-
ince’s network of financial institutions, and this goal is about
keeping ATB strong not only for the clients but for all Albertans.

When it comes to the ACFA, it provides an opportunity for
certain nonprofit groups such as municipalities to access capital at
a reasonable rate, meaning they can borrow with the province’s
preferred credit rating backing them up. This is key to helping
municipalities build and grow at a reasonable cost to their citizens
as we will continue to support the ACFA in this role.

The heritage fund 2011-14 business plan is included with the
Finance and Enterprise business plan. The fund’s business plan is
approved by the heritage fund standing committee and has two
goals. The goals deal with ensuring that long-term returns are
maximized at a prudent level of risk and that the heritage fund
aligns with the fiscal goals of the province.

Now that we’ve gone over our business plan, I’d like to take a
few moments to provide you with some of the highlights from
Finance and Enterprise estimates. Our revenue is forecast to in-
crease about $698 million from Budget 2010. This is due to
increases in a number of areas, including $495 million in corpo-
rate income taxes due to improved corporate profits as we come
out of the recession, $80 million in net income from the Alberta
Treasury Branches, $45 million in personal income taxes as Al-
bertans’ income continues to grow, and $35 million in fuel tax due
to increased consumption.

These increases are somewhat offset by things like a forecast
decrease in investment income as market volatility continues and a
decrease in some of the federal funding due to specific programs
being completed.

Our expenses increased just over $106 million from Budget
2010. This increase is made up of a $39 million increase in pro-
gram expense and a $68 million increase in debt servicing costs.
The increase in program expenses is related to things like $14
million in the teachers’ pre-1992 pension plan based on updated
actual evaluations, $20 million in investment management costs,
and $1 million increase in the transfer to the access to the future
fund.

These increases are partially offset by reductions in the depart-
ment due to general budget restrictions and reduction to the
enterprise division relating to regional economic development
alliances, for example. The increase in debt servicing expense
relates to increased borrowing by ACFA for local authorities and
direct borrowing the government is doing for capital purposes.

These increases are partially offset by reductions in debt servic-
ing costs of $23 million as we pay off the province’s debt as well
as the ongoing repayment of school construction debentures.

This brings me to the end of my presentation. I believe we have
demonstrated our commitment to achieving the goals in our busi-
ness plan, including actions we’re taking to meet those goals. [ am
also confident that we’ve explained some of the reasons behind
our revenue and expense numbers, and I’ll look forward to the
questions that follow.

3:00
The Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Mr. MacDonald: Yes. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. |
would prefer if we could have, hon. minister, a question and an
answer. This has worked out in the past; you’re absolutely right.
With other ministers I am not confident in the exchanges, but cer-
tainly with this hon. gentleman I would prefer that.

Before we start, I would just like to say officially on the record
that I appreciate the hard work you put in on behalf of the taxpay-
ers and citizens of this province. It’s a difficult time we’re going
through. I have had the opportunity to visit the Assembly and the
Annex at a very early hour in the morning, and I look over in the
parking lot, and it’s the hon. minister’s truck, I believe, that I see.
It’s not parked there overnight. You’re coming to work very early
in the morning on behalf of taxpayers, and I would just like to
express my gratitude to you for that.

Now, that being said, we certainly have our differences, and we
have our questions with this budget, and I think the hon. minister
understands that. The first question I have relates to a statement
that was made in the throne speech and on the production figures
or the estimates that are made in the budget and in the fiscal plan.
In the throne speech it states — and I’m going to quote, Mr. Chair-
man. This is from page 5, and we’re talking about enhanced oil
recovery here.

It is estimated that an additional 1.4 billion barrels of oil can be
produced using this technology. To put it in more familiar
terms, Alberta could produce more conventional oil in the future
than it has already produced in the past. This could generate up
to $25 billion in additional provincial royalties and taxes.

Now, in the fiscal plan on page 49 there are a number of oil
assumptions, and we all know the important role oil, gas, and
bitumen play, the price for these products, and the effect it has on
our budget. I’'m going to go to conventional crude oil production.
It indicates that for 2010-11 we had 471,000-barrel-a-day produc-
tion, and it’s going to remain relatively flat or steady across to the
year 2013-14 at 459,000 barrels a day. It’s interesting to note,
before I get to the CAPP, Canadian Association of Petroleum
Producers, statistics here, that we see in the third-quarter forecast
and in the second-quarter forecast for this current fiscal year,
2010-11, where there is a 47,000-barrel-a-day increase in conven-
tional oil production. That indicates to me that for some reason
this year it’s going up, but the CAPP forecast for the future is
much less than what you have in your assumptions.

CAPP is forecasting that for the next 10 years we will have light
and medium conventional crude oil. We will have production rates
in thousands of barrels a day, roughly 300,000 barrels a day, going
down by the year 2025 to 200,000 barrels a day. Yet the govern-
ment makes this statement in the throne speech that we’re going to
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get these billions of dollars in extra royalties and taxes from an
increase in production, from enhanced oil recovery. That’s not
reflected in CAPP’s estimate, and CAPP’s estimate, for the re-
cord, is from June 2010, so I would like an explanation of how all
this fits together. How can that statement be made?

Then at the same time, if we go to page 101 of the fiscal plan,
we will see where with carbon capture and storage — I was a fan of
this going back many years because I think this is part of the solu-
tion — we are spending $518 million over the next three years, $2
billion in total, and three of the four projects that are mentioned on
page 101 indicate that as a result of the CO, capture, we’re going
to have enhanced oil recovery. If we’re spending this kind of
money at this time on enhanced oil recovery — there’s a contradic-
tion here — why is CAPP saying that production is going to go
down, yet in the throne speech this government indicates it’s go-
ing to go up and that we’re going to get $25 billion from that
increased production?

Thank you. I hope I sortof . . .

Mr. Snelgrove: No. Exactly. I get exactly what you’re saying,
and I guess that absolutely enhances why we have to go to this
enhanced recovery. On their own, if the drilling industry or the oil
production industry was left to what we’re doing now, there is no
question that the conventional oil production would significantly
drop off because they can’t get that oil out using the conventional
methods now. If we are not in the middle of this game, to use that,
to gather that carbon and to work with industry to get it to those
old fields, to inject it and to reinvigorate those fields and actually,
you know, produce the oil, we would be absolutely where CAPP
is saying. The hon. member would be absolutely right. Our con-
ventional oil would probably drop down, you know, in this
program to the 200,000 barrels a day for sure.

Now, this is not unproven technology. It works, we know it
works, and I know the hon. member has talked about it. By co-
ordinating these activities and partnering with business on the
capture and the pipeline to the fields, to a certain degree we’re
feathering our own nest. We are going to give those companies the
opportunity to produce that oil.

On both accounts you’re right. If CAPP was left, if that industry
was left, production would decline, yet with the significant in-
vestment we’re making, we’re going to be able to maintain the
production levels probably around that half a billion barrels a year.
On both ones you’re right, but I think you helped make our argu-
ment that it’s really important to continue with enhanced oil
recovery. Too much of the discussion really got to be about car-
bon sequestration, just pumping it down with no other purpose.
That’s why the multiple benefit here of investing in that technol-
ogy and enhancing the oil recovery actually works for the
taxpayers very well.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you. Am I correct in assuming that the
higher production value predicted by this government for the next
two fiscal years than what is predicted in CAPP’s 2010 report,
where they indicate we would have around 300,000 barrels of
conventional crude oil production a day — and you were indicating
that we will have close to 484,000 or 471,000, depending on what
year — that 170,000-barrel-a-day increase or amount of production,
would be potentially from enhanced oil recovery?

Mr. Snelgrove: Hon. member, you did quote that that was a
CAPP document from June of 2010, and I think we would both
agree that the situation around oil has changed dramatically from
just about a year ago, you know, in the price. We are bouncing
around now at around a hundred dollars a barrel, and the solidify-

ing of solid oil prices and the economic growth requiring the de-
mand is quite different than it was. I absolutely am not going to
question CAPP from June of 2010, and I would look forward to
what their projection numbers are when their report comes out in
June again this year and see what their numbers are to that.

We take the numbers from the drilling applications that come
forward, so we may even have more up-to-date information than
CAPP itself would have because they are reported to by the com-
panies, yet we know before the action even happens how many
applications are there for well sites.

3:10

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you very much. Now, this increase or
this assumption of this increase in conventional crude oil produc-
tion: if that is coming from enhanced oil recovery, from CO,
sequestration, what, if any, would the projections be from this
government in increased production that would come from the
new process of fracking, with the new technologies for fracking
old, mature fields? Do you anticipate that any of the money or the
increase in production that’s mentioned in the throne speech is
possibly coming from the new technology that allows old, mature
fields to produce just as much in the future as they have in the
past?

Mr. Snelgrove: That is a good point. With the horizontal fracking
that they can do now and the technology they’ve got to chase that
drill bit where they want to go and frack up into the seams, abso-
lutely. I can tell you — and I know you know I live out in the
heavy-oil capital of the country — that what they’re doing in the
old fields or even on old sites with the new technology is abso-
lutely going to contribute to this production of what were
previously thought depleted fields. So the hon. member is abso-
lutely correct in his assumption that that technology is going to
contribute greatly to this. Even in the heavier oils and stuff that
may not be enhanced, just what you’ve pointed out is directly
related to an increase in production and the opportunity for much
less of a footprint on the land to recover significantly more oil
from the fields here. You’re right. You’ve got it.

Mr. MacDonald: Mr. Chairman, I would like to note that this is
an economic advantage because the rights-of-way are already
there. The production facilities are already sited. So the costs for
the companies should be significantly less, and hopefully we will
see a substantial amount of money flow to your treasury or to your
bank vault, wherever it is in this building. I hope you have to use a
wheelbarrow to get it all in there. And he can count it. I’'m sure he
won’t miss a penny.

I would like to ask, now that we’re on that subject, about the
business plan. In the business plan on page 54 you note — and |
think this is quite controversial — the performance measures for
the combined tax and royalty rates for Alberta’s natural gas and
conventional oil production in comparison to similar jurisdictions.
Now, of course, we know this is a new performance measure. Last
year there was hardly one, and the year before that it was a range
of up to 25 per cent, which, of course, we know was seldom if
ever met. The three-year target for natural gas, for a combined
royalty and tax rate if I’m reading this correctly, is around 39 per
cent. That’s the royalty and the tax. We all know the price of natu-
ral gas, and I agree with your remarks from the other day at the
Hotel Macdonald on natural gas and the immediate future for
natural gas.

Conventional oil: you were indicating that there is a 43 per cent
take on this whenever we’re compared to some other jurisdictions,
which go unnamed in this performance measure. My question. [



156 Alberta Hansard

March 2, 2011

did some math on the throne speech here, and if we are to get this
$25 billion from an additional $1.5 billion increase in production
at the market prices that you quote — $89 in the budget, $89.40 or
whatever it is — that’s a combined tax and royalty take of 22 per
cent. I would like to ask the minister: if we were to produce this
oil and collect this $25 billion, do you think that is within the per-
formance measure that is mentioned on page 547

Mr. Snelgrove: What exactly is your question? Whether 22 per
cent is the right royalty rate?

Mr. MacDonald: Looking at this statement from the throne
speech, 22 per cent would be $25 billion. That would be 22 per
cent of the total value of that oil if it was produced now, at today’s
prices, and we know that the price is going to be much higher over
that period of time. Hopefully, it will go up at least a little bit. My
math indicates that $25 billion is a 22 per cent take, combined
royalty and taxes, and that is not nearly what you were anticipat-
ing you need in your performance measure on page 54 of the
strategic business plan. Right?

Mr. Snelgrove: To be clear, you’re talking about the government
of Alberta business plan, not the department of finance business
plan, which is okay.

Mr. MacDonald: This one.
Mr. Snelgrove: Yeah. That’s right.
Mr. MacDonald: That’s part of your budget.

Mr. Snelgrove: That’s okay. I’m just pointing out for someone
that might be watching and trying to understand but looking at the
finance business plan.

We have to use what the number is today for price. I think
you’re probably right. When the carbon capture and sequestration
is in effect — and we’re dealing with prices 25 years or 30 years
from now — I doubt very much that it will be a hundred million
dollars. But it will be relative because I doubt that our costs will
stay static, too. I mean, if the oil goes up to $140, it’s very likely
that with inflation other things will not put us in a significantly
different situation. If that’s the math, if you’re asking me if 22 per
cent is the number, okay. But we are dealing with a little bit of
hypothetical projections here. You know, we’re saying that if oil
is at the price it is and our royalty rates what they are now, that’s
what we would generate.

Mr. MacDonald: I can live with that, but this hypothetical projec-
tion is in the throne speech, which is the blueprint for the future as
articulated or written by this government.

Now, I would like to go back to the fiscal plan and again talk
about royalties, and this is on page 49 of the fiscal plan. I see your
oil assumptions again for crude oil and bitumen. If we were to do
a calculation at your projected price and your projected production
levels, do the math and then look at what you’re anticipating to
get, or are forecasting, in royalties with conventional crude oil, the
calculation that I have indicates that we’re collecting on average
$10.89 a barrel in royalty on conventional crude oil production.
That is, again, a lot less than what would be measured by this
performance measure in the business plan. So, again, at these cur-
rent prices is $11.00 a barrel royalty in conventional crude oil
production adequate in the minister’s estimation at these current
production levels and price projections?

Mr. Snelgrove: If the hon. member wants to have the discussion
about the royalty rates, I guess that’s okay because it’s his time.

Mr. MacDonald: Well, it’s your document.

Mr. Snelgrove: That’s right.

All of the percentages and all of the issues around — keeping in
mind the difference between bitumen royalties and oil prices.
Keep in mind that in the throne speech it does say that it could
produce. So you have to base it on assumptions, and our assump-
tions are based on industry projections — I mean, I know you know
that how we do it is by averaging — from a collection of about a
dozen different groups that give us the projections. So we use
them. Are they right or wrong? We have to do something, so we
use the same methodology that we have for years, and if you ex-
trapolate them out, those are the numbers you get. So we could
have a discussion about whether we should be charging more roy-
alty or less royalty. Especially for somebody who’s got a
background in labour and actually knows how to — we also have to
keep in mind the people that are working, which contributes to it,
too.

If we have the discussion about the royalty rate, I think we also
have to ask ourselves: is it not as important to make sure that the
sector that we’ve got has the opportunity to have a job as opposed
to putting a royalty rate