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THE CHAIRMAN: I'd like to call the committee to order. This
evening we have for our consideration the considerabl e estimates of
the Department of Public Works, Supply and Services.

We'd call upon the hon. minister to make his comments, and then
we can proceed. Hon. minister.

MR. WOLOSHY N: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. Good
evening. | should say that it sapleasure to be with you tonight, and
itis.

MRS. SOETAERT: But not in this room; right?

MR. WOLOSHYN: No. | would much sooner we did this some-
where, in the Inn on 7th or wherever, but not in thisroom. I'd much
prefer it. However, Spruce Grove-Sturgeon-St. Albert, we have to
be here tonight.

Before | get started, I'd like to introduce the folks that are here
with me. They're mostly here, | guess, for entertainment value. 1'd
like to start with Gregg Hook, who's our acting deputy minister. 1f
you can stick your hand up or stand, Gregg, so the folks can seewho
you are. Dan Bader isthe deputy minister of strategic information
technology initiatives, which is a new section of the government.
Dan is aso partly responsible still to Public Works as well as to
Health. Joyce Ingramishisexecutivedirector. Grant Chaney isthe
ADM for information management and technology. Gord Shopland,
the executive director of human resources, is at the back. Tom
Neufeld isdirector of communications. DennisMitchell, director of
businessinformation, is pinch-hitting for Bob Smith. Blake Bartlett
isacting manager of financial planning. SheilaHepditchisabudget
analyst in planning and business support. George Samoil isthe chief
information officer. | do thank these folks for coming out.

I’d like to take afew minutesto give the members of the commit-
tee an overview and start off by saying that Public Works, Supply
and Servicesis acentral agency that supports government program
delivery by providing accommodation in government-owned and
leased facilitiesand capital infrastructurefor others, including health
care, seniors' lodges, and water management. Public Works aso
provides a variety of cross-government services including procure-
ment, air transportation, land management, informeation technol ogy,
and telecommunications. These services are delivered through four
business areas: property development, property and supply manage-
ment, realty services, and information technology.

Asyou may be aware, strategic information technology initiatives
wasrecently created, as| indicated, with the appointment of Deputy
Minister Dan Bader. Mr. Bader will report to mefor hisresponsibil-
itiesrelating to cross-government information technol ogy initiatives,
including Imagis, which is the Alberta government’s integrated

management information system. Dan will also be responsible for
devel opment and implementation of AlbertaWellnet and will report
directly to the Minister of Health on thoseissues. Mr. Bader and his
officials will work closely with the office of the chief information
officer to support the development and implementation of other
cross-government information technology and telecommunications
initiatives. The office of the CIO also reports directly to myself.

Our customers are primarily provincial government departments
but al so include boards, agencies, publicly funded hospitals, aswell
as seniors lodge foundations. Our stakeholders include suppliers,
consultants, contractors, and professional associations such as
architects and engineers. The mission of Public Works is “to
facilitate effective government program delivery by providing
quality, cost-effective, shared services and professional expertise.”
Asoutlined in our business plan, we are focused on the services we
provide through our four core businesses: shared common services,
provision of government accommodation, government-funded
infrastructure, and information technology. We have included key
initiatives in our business plan that directly support cross-govern-
ment priorities such as capital planning initiatives, children’s
servicesinitiatives, and a corporate human resource strategy.

Our *99-2000 budget is $544.1 million and includes $90 million
in lottery proceeds from the general revenues of the government. In
response to feedback from Albertans, lottery proceeds will be
directed at broad-based initiatives that benefit the people of our
province. In our '99-2000 estimates Albertans will be able to see
that lottery proceeds within Public Works have been allocated to
ongoing work inthe health carefacilities, seniors’ lodges, and water
infrastructure programs.

Some of the highlights in our budget alocations that we have
madeto serve our customersare asfollows: $115 millionisgoing to
be alocated for the construction and upgrading of health care
facilities; $16.2 million is allocated for the renovation of seniors
lodgesin compliance with current standards; $31.8 million to water
management projects; $74.6 million for the leasing of space for
government programs; $91.9 million for the operation of govern-
ment facilities; $29 million allocated for the construction, upgrading,
and maintenance of government facilities; and $67.1 million
allocated to support and maintain the Albertagovernment’ sinforma-
tion technology infrastructure.

The government, including the ministry of public works, has
committed to maintaining and enhancing Alberta's physica and
technical infrastructure to ensure that the appropriate foundation is
in place to support future development and growth in our province.
Public Works, Supply and Servicesisworking with other ministries
to address priority infrastructure maintenance requirements as well
aspriority capital works projectsthrough careful management of our
resources.

As | mentioned, we've alocated $115 million to headlth care
facilitiesin’99-2000. For those of you keeping track, thisincludes
$60 million in lottery proceeds. This$115 million represents about
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2 percent of the $5.4 billion estimated replacement costs of these
facilities. These projects have been included in our budget based on
proposals from health authorities and provincial priorities estab-
lished by the ministries of health and public works.

Some of the major capital projects we have budgeted for in ' 99-
2000 are as follows: $17.2 million is to complete design and begin
construction of redevel opment projects at the Walter C. Mackenzie
Health Sciences Centre in Edmonton, and these projects will
consolidate acute pediatric programsand expand emergency, trauma,
and intensive care facilities; $27 million to complete design and
continue construction of the new health centres in places such as
Drumheller and Peace River; $21.4 million to complete the design
and begin or continue construction of and to renovatelong-term care
facilities in Lethbridge, Calgary, Spirit River, La Créte, and
Edmonton; $5.2 million for the Tom Baker centre in Cagary;
another $1 million for the health centrein High Level. Aswell, $25
million is going for capital upgrading with respect to hospitals,
nursing homes, health units, and other health care facilities.

We are also continuing to work with regional health authoritiesto
ensure that we have compliance with the new Canadian air regula
tions that require transport certification for air ambulance landing
sites. We started on that about a year ago.

As | mentioned, Public Works has allocated $16 million to the
upgrading of seniors’ lodges to address life safety, building code,
mechanical, electrical, and building envelope requirements. This
alocation includes $10 million in lottery proceeds. The allocation
of $16.2 million represents approximately 5 percent of the $350
million estimated replacement cost of these facilities.

In’99-2000 the department will continue to undertake additional
capital works funded by large foundations in conjunction with a
provincially funded lodge upgrading project. Public Worksisalso
responsible for the construction upgrading of space for government
departments and the maintenance of government-owned facilities,
with the exception of schools. In’99-2000 $29 million has been set
asidefor this purpose, which isroughly 1 percent of the $3.5 billion
estimated replacement value of thefacilities. These projectsinclude
thingslikeimprovementsand renovations. Again, health and safety
are the primary ones as well asimproving the overall functionality
of the facility in meeting the program needs.

Of the$29 million budgeted, $16 million hasbeen all ocated under
accommodation services for projects requested by planning depart-
ments and boards and agencies of the government. They facilitate
the reorgani zation or accommodation of space dueto such thingsas
changesin program responsibility aswell as shared accommodation
between ministries, other levels of government, and government-
sponsored organizations. Over the next three years Public Works
will be undertaking projects to support several government initia-
tives, including establishment of officesfor child and family services
authorities and the labour market development agreement. Three
million dollarshave been alocated for cross-government initiatives,
which include improvements and renovations in multitenant or
multi-use facilities. These projects often result in savings to the
government.

8:18

For facilities maintenance $9.7 million. This is comprised of
projects initiated by Public Works for required maintenance of
government facilities to maximize their life and efficiency. Our
facilities have been generally well maintained, but we are focusing
on the improvement of our long-term preventive maintenance
programs.

Public Workswill continue to be actively involved in the govern-
ment’ sinitiativetoimprovecapital planning, which supportsgoal 10

of the government’ s business plan, that “ Albertawill have effective
and efficient infrastructure.” Public Works will take alead rolein
working with other ministries to ensure effective and innovative
management of infrastructure through best use of partnerships with
the private sector and best approaches to identifying making use of
underutilized facilities.

MRS. SOETAERT: Like. ..
MR. WOLOSHY N: Westerra.
MRS. SOETAERT: Thank you.

MR. WOLOSHYN: My department is also responsible for design
and construction of major water development and rehabilitation
projects. In’99-2000 $31.8 million, which includes $20 millionin
lottery proceeds, will beallocated for design and construction of four
projects. Thisallocation of $31 million represents approximately 1
percent of the $4 billion estimated replacement value of this
particular infrastructure. One million dollars will be used to
complete the $48 million Pine Coulee project near Stavely. The
project will helpto securewater supplies, improvewater quality, and
provide recreation and irrigation opportunities for the area and
should be totally completed in the year 2000.

To continuewith theLLittle Bow River project near Champion and
the South Heart River project, $10.7 million hasbeen allocated. The
Little Bow project will provide water for municipal, domestic,
livestock, andirrigation uses. During’ 99-2000 we hopeto complete
land assembly and engineering design, and the construction is
plannedin 2000-2001, subject to cabinet approval. To continuewith
the replacement of the St. Mary Dam spillway and the Waterton-St.
Mary headworks, $14.1 million has been alocated. This system
provides water for approximately 500,000 acres of agricultural land
in four districts, a number of municipalities, and a variety of
industrial, domestic, and other uses. The existing spillway is
undersized by present-day safety standards. Its replacement will
ensure safe and reliable operation of the dam. The overall project
completion is scheduled for the year 2000.

Six million dollars has been allocated to the $12 million East
Arrowwood siphon replacement project. The existing siphon is at
the end of its useful life, and reconstruction of the structure is
currently under way. This project will ensure the continued
operation of the Carseland-Bow River headworks system.

Asl noted earlier, we have allocated $67.1 million to support and
maintain the Alberta government’s information technology infra-
structure.  This includes $23.2 million for the operation and
maintenance of provincewide networks which serve data communi-
cation, telephone, and mobile radio needs of government ministries;
17 and a half million dollars for data-processing facilities and
services for electronic mail and the Internet; and $6.1 million to
provide information technology infrastructure and expertise to
government in areas such as security, electronic commerce, and the
Internet.

A key issuewhichiscurrently being addressed by the government
is the year 2000. The CIO and Public Works have been actively
working with ministries to provide cross-government co-ordination
and communication of year 2000 activities including decisions
related to systems assessment, testing, repair, and replacement.
Progress has been reviewed monthly on al systems identified as
important to government operations, and progressreportsareissued
to senior officials. Theteam continues to provide common services
in areas such as guidelines and best practices, including attention to
certification and contingency planning.
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We'vealso been working with Albertadisaster servicesto address
emergency preparedness issues and business continuity planning
related to year 2000. A communication strategy for the circulation
of information related to these issues is currently under develop-
ment. Through aco-ordinated effort, we' ve been able to make good
progress in addressing the year 2000 issue. The office of the CIO,
Public Works, and the other ministries are taking the necessary steps
to ensure that government systems are up and running on January 1
of the year 2000.

This about concludes my opening remarks. 1'd be pleased to
answer questions that the committee members might have. If they
wish, we can listen to lots of questions and give them short answers
or have short questions and lots of answers. 1'd open the floor to
you, Mr. Chairman.

Thank you.

THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member for Spruce Grove-Sturgeon-
St. Albert.

MRS. SOETAERT: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. | thank
you, Mr. Minister, and your staff that so ably assist you for this
opportunity. 1I'm new to this portfolio, asyou’'rewell aware. I'mon
yet another learning curve, afast one, so | appreciate your patience
with my questions, and hopefully I'll get a better idea of what this
department all involves.

When you make your budget, how do you decide what money is
going where, and how do you decidethe priorities of what lodge gets
fixed when? I'd appreciate knowing how you set that. You have a
limited budget, I’'m assuming, yet it seems that whichever ministry
lobbies for lottery dollars gets more. So if you lobby better than
Transportation, then public works gets more money than highways.
| don’t know how that works, and | would just appreciate knowing
how it’ sdecided that thelottery dollars cometo your department and
how many of them end up there. Soif you wouldn’t mind giving me
an overview of how you come to those decisions.

| appreciate the list of items that are here. Isthis everything that
has been addressed this year or in the past two years? Are there
other things that are being done but aren’t on here? |s there a
certain, you might say, price range that you include in this, or are
there some things that aren't mentioned? All the projects that
you've undertaken, are they in this book today? That's what I'm
asking.

Onething | don’t understand. Under lots of the different projects,
for example“Municipa Hospital - Stony Plain,” one says, “ Operat-
ing Expense” and theline under it says, “ Operating Expense funded
by Lotteries.” How do you divvy that up and decide what portionis
paid by lotteries? How does that work? If you don’t mind explain-
ing that to me.

I guessin anutshell isit possible to have aso an updated inven-
tory of the buildingsand the structures and theland currently owned
by the department? If possible, their addresses, legal descriptions,
and occupancy rates by building. Do you have that? | don’t want
anybody behind merolling their eyes and saying: oh, my God, she's
nuts. But if that'sthere, I'd loveto see alist of that just so | get a
picture of what this government owns and where it's at in the
province.

What goes hand in hand with that isan update of the buildingsand
the land leased by the government. As | understand it, you have
leased locations. Where are they? Are they subleased? | think
those expenditures were up alittle. Isthat because rates arerising,
or do you have additional square footage that you are leasing right
now? So | would ask that question.

One of the things that of courseis near to your heart and mineis
the Stony Plain hospital. Whereisthat at? Can | be at the ribbon
cutting too?

MR. WOLOSHY N: But of course.

MRS. SOETAERT: I'll bethere. [interjection] Not“whereisit at.”
AN HON. MEMBER: Well, that’s what you said.

MRS. SOETAERT: | know. | don’t like this room.

AN HON. MEMBER: Thelegal description?

MRS. SOETAERT: The legal land description of Stony Plain - |
don’t like this room yet again, Mr. Chairman.

Will it be open on time, is maybe how to properly word it. Itis
nice to know people are listening.

| aso wonder about Westerra. Y ou mentioned it fleetingly but
didn’t describe what your plans are for it in your introduction. The
issues of the archives are alittle hot with some Edmontonians, and
I’d like to know what is going to happen to the Westerra facility.

8:28

| have some questions about the long-term care facilities. When
along-term carefacility is built that is not in your department or not
under the Department of Health - people are saying to me that
private contractors now are building the facilities and then Health
provides the operating dollars - does Public Works oversee any of
that? Becauseit’ sprivate, they don't haveto follow - well, they till
follow abuilding code, but it's not the same as a public health care
facility. AmI correctinthat? [interjection] I'mnot. Well, they can
explain that to me. That's good.

| dso have a few questions about the air service. That was
contentious for awhile. | believe there’san increase in that. Isit
possible to get a breskdown of how much of thisis for, you might
say, shuttling around the Premier, Executive Council, government
MLAs, and how much isfor other functions? It'saways aquestion
that | get asked by people. Why would the government prefer to run
astate-owned air servicerather than using the private sector? | think
that's afair enough question.

I’m going to start at the beginning here. | see a few things that
I'minterested in. Line 1.3.2, nomina sum disposals.

MR. WOLOSHY N: What page?

MRS. SOETAERT: Sorry. Page 348. That hasn’t been recorded
before, as | understand it. Isthat new, and what are we disposing?
So I'd ask that of you.

With respect to the construction and upgrading of health facilities,
2.2, are dl of these tendered? Would you mind indicating which
onesaretendered and which onesarenot? [interjection] | didn’t ask
it quite that bluntly, Mr. Chairman, if they give it to their friends
first. | know they would never do that. In my very, ever polite way
| am asking: what was tendered out? Oh, Mr. Minister of Public
Works, you' ve got your hands full with some of your colleagues.

I know that the minister provided us with a list of architect
contracts that had been let in 1998-99. These contractswerefor the
review of the capital needs of regiona health authorities. Would
you mind advising us how much in health facility construction and
upgrading has been recommended by the architectura studies
assigned to the regional health authorities?

The seniors' lodges. Would you mind explaining to me the
criteria for choosing which lodges are upgraded, specifically the
ones in the year 1999-2000? What | wonder about is: aside from
upgrading are there are a lot more, you might say, wheelchair
accessible rooms being needed? | know that the lodges, though it’s
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not supposed to be acarefacility - in someways| think people who
are in there sometimes, of course not all of them, tend to need more
care than before. 1t's kind of like a place now just before a long-
term care facility in some cases, and I'm wondering if you aren’'t
having to do afair bit of renovations to those.

| read something about a Beijing plan. Would you mind explain-
ing that to me? | forget where | saw it, but | jotted it down. |
wanted to know exactly what that was. 1t was abrand-new expense
this year. Would you mind explaining what project that was and
what it meant? Was it in Beijing? We don’t know, but he'll get
back to me, I’'msure. It'saBeijing expense, so hewent on the plane
too. But, anyway, that’s another point.

With regard to seniors’ lodges, how many beds and rooms do we
havein thoselodges? Do you have any ideaof the extent of thetotal
bill facing you for lodge upgrading? When you think of the task
force for the public education system, there was a need for about
$700 million just in education. I’m hoping you don’'t haveasimilar
total for seniors' lodges, but it would be interesting to know.

| looked at accommodation projectson 4.4.1.

MR. WOLOSHY N: What page are you on?

MRS. SOETAERT: I'm flipping here. You can tell I'm all over.
What it saysin it isthat it's an accommodation project. It's under
afew things, 4.4, 4.5. I'm just wondering what accommodation
means. What doesthat definein those projects. By the next timewe
do these estimates, I'll know this inside and out, but | obviously
have thewrong - when | find it, I’ll get back to you with that page.
There were three things, and within it it said accommodation
projects. | just want to know what that means. In fact I've got a
couple of questions on that. Accommodation services, 2.4.1, not
4.4.1. Therewego; page 353.

Now, with the facilities budgeted for in 2.4, would you mind
explaining exactly what facilities are referred to here as “ accommo-
dation services’ and “cross-government initiatives’? | know you
mentioned that you were working with some department. | forget
now, not that | wasn't listening attentively to you, but I'd like to
know adefinition of those cross-government initiatives. Why isthe
capital investment for accommodation services up over $5 million
from last year? I'd appreciate an explanation of that.

Maintenance is up $1.175 million over the last year. Is that
inflation or are more facilities getting better maintenance? This
seems like a rather large increase in maintenance. |'d appreciate
knowing where those extra dollars went.

| have afew other questions, then, with the clean air strategy too.
| was reading about that. When you talk about aclean air strategy,
that must be a facility or some project that I’'m not in the know
about. If you wouldn’t mind explaining that one.

| aso notice that the Jubilee in Edmonton got some dollars.
Would you mind explaining what was renovated there?

| also notice that the Leg. got a few dollars for renovating.
Obviously we're not finished in the women’s washroom, so we'll
have to keep pestering the minister to finish that project. However,
on those good notes - and thisroom? Well, we can forget about this
room. Hopefully next time we'll negotiate something where this
member is not in estimates in this room, since | can’t stand it.
Maybe an air exchanger in here.

I do have other questions, but | know there are more people who
want to get up, so if we have time to come back to me, that’s fine.
| also know that if we don’t get them al up, you' d willingly take my
questionsin letter form because we just get along so well. Anyway,
with those questions, thank you, Mr. Chairman.

8:38
THE CHAIRMAN: Mr. Minister, do you wish to reply now?

MR. WOLOSHYN: Yes, I'll reply. If there are some things that |
miss, the hon. member can write me anote, and I'll get back to you
on that basisif you don’t mind. Or catch mein ahallway.

Thefirst question, | believe, came on how we set our allocations.
As | indicated to you in my opening notes, we serve government
across the board, so we respond to other departments needs
primarily. In health facilities we have afixed sum that has gone up
somewhat from the 108 to 133. Those are the parameters within
which we work to do new facilitiesin the capital upgrades, and yes,
we can aways use money. Isit sufficient? | would say that we're
getting by quite okay.

I will jump around alittle bit. You indicated some desire with
respect to the architects' liststhat we gaveyou. They were doing an
evaluation on our health facilities to determine the state of them so
that when requests came in from health authorities, we could
actually have aredlistic scale, if you will, of the state of repair or
disrepair of these particular buildingsto seewherethey should fit on
anoveral provincial scale. Theresult of that iswe are only through
phase 1. This is the basis under which | had my colleague the
Minister of Education indicate in the House that we weren’t
prepared to give that out through Written Questions because it was
premature. We' ve gone through what would be phase 1, and that is
the preliminary report on all the health facilities from the architects.
They’ve identified 40 some odd million dollars, in general terms,
which could go into that for upgrades, for lack of a better term.

WEe'll be going through phase 2 to vet these out and seeif in fact
there are 42 or 47 or whatever million dollars. Having said that, we
have an ongoing allocation of approximately $25 million, but that
number will vary depending upon need. For example, if you check
in last year's actual spending in that particular line - and don’t ask
me exactly what number it isin there - if | remember, you will see
that last year we spent $33 million in that same category. So we
respond to the needs.

We haveto keep up the state of thefacilitiesfor health and safety.
We have no choice in the matter. So that’s where we're going.
When we have that all done, then we certainly will have a little
better handle, although | am very comfortable with how we' ve been
doing it in the past. It'sjust a matter of fine-tuning alittle.

Now, lottery dollars. | look at this, quite frankly, as through
whatever reasons, as you know, lottery dollars are being identified
asto wherethey go. Thisisasourcing of revenues that - from my
perspective it’s al general revenue funds. They're assigned to the
department.

MRS. SOETAERT: They'rejust assigned.

MR. WOLOSHY N: Well, we go through the budget, and then the
lottery dollar people allocate that so much of this percentagewill be
lottery. To me, it'sall part of the whole envelope. If we use them
up, fine. If wedon’t usethem up, not. But it's money that we need
to expend regardless of the sourcing of it. Thisyear, asyou know,
we' ve gone through the process of identifying in alittle bit more
detail due to popular demand where that money is coming from.

Areall projectsin the book, those 18 or 19 or whatever you saw
there? Obvioudly therearealot of projects. We've got hundreds of
buildings and whatnot. Every one of themisn'tin the book, or else
the book would bethat big. But all the significant ones arein there.
Definitely.

Y ou wanted an update on inventories. Boy, you know, we could
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give you paper that would drive you around the bend. If you want
to make a date sometime with someone in the department to have a
look at what we have on there, to go through some of the stuff, 1’1
be glad to arrange it for you so that you can haveit. Otherwise, we
could give you the whole pile of paper, or else we can do it in my
office. Whatever. If you want to have some fegling of how big the
government inventory is, both lease and otherwise, we're certainly
prepared to give you that.
Y ou asked about the Stony Plain hospital: whereisit?

MRS. SOETAERT: | know whereit is.

MR. WOLOSHY N: Okay.

The status of the hospital, for your information, is that the piling
contract has been let, and they’re currently in the process of doing
the piling. We should be going to tender soon, hopefully by theend
of the month. 1’m not sure on that date. It will be close to the end
of the month; it depends on the architects and the health authority.
Hopefully it will come in under the alocated sums and we can
proceed onit. Everythingison schedulein termsof the hospital: the
planning and whatnot. As a matter of fact, in some cases some
people may feel it's even ahead of schedule, but that particular one
is going well and hopefully will be at the ribbon cutting on time.

Y ou mentioned archives and them wandering around needing a
home. Y eah, they do need ahome; that’ sright. Someday we'll find
them ahome.

MRS. SOETAERT: What about Westerra? What' shappening there?

MR. WOLOSHY N: Westerra? We're really doing great things at
Westerra, and we'll be having an opening therein April whichif you
choose, athough it's not in your constituency, and if you are
prepared to be nice, we can let you come to.

MRS. SOETAERT: I'm aways nice, Mr. Minister.

MR. WOLOSHY N: Whatever.
W€ re moving government users into that facility.

MRS. SOETAERT: Government what?

MR. WOLOSHY N: Government users. Environmentisinthere, and
other departments that are needing space will be moving into that
building also. It'sgot abig building. We could do all sorts of other
thingsin it including archives and the current users. If we choseto
go that route, the facility is there.

Are the archives going to Stony Plain? To be direct and fair to
you, no.

You made references to the long-term care facilities' falling
standards. As you know, extended care and nursing homes are
basically the government, if you will, for the most part. | could best
answer your question by saying to you: have a look at what's
happening with the Good Sam facility, that you're familiar with.
Now, before the health authorities will fund the operating dollars,
they have to meet a particular standard of size and whatnot. Thisis
not so. Arethe privatefacilities- and Good Samisaprivate facility
- following the standards? Very definitely. Quite frankly, | think
they're very good.

Y ou made some referencesto our air service. People have avery
narrow view of reality when it comes to thistopic. To begin with,
the most frequently forgotten aspect is that we also operate four
water bombers under that particular thing - that's a part of the
service - as well as the other four passenger aircraft if you will.
These have got a priority. Basically thefirst priority in fire season

is moving of fire crews. We use the Dash 8 quite significantly for
moving fire crews around the province. That's, as a matter of fact,
itsmajor operation during fire season. Then emergenciescome after
that and executive travel after that.

With respect to - | take exception. Well, | won't take exception
to anything. Y ou made reference to having the government aircraft
versus commercial.

MRS. SOETAERT: | just asked.

MR. WOLOSHYN: You asked, and that's a very legitimate
question.

I'll point out to you that the commercid carriers fly very poor
schedul eswithin Albertacther than between Edmonton and Calgary.
We ' ve got over 100 airportsin communities that we use within the
province that we fly into, and this is quite frankly a very efficient
method of bringing the peopleto government and government to the
people, if you will. So that particular service is extremely good if
you have occasion - and | think some of your colleagues have gone
to placeswith respect to that Pacific Northwest group that we belong
to.

AN HON. MEMBER: PNWER.

MR. WOLOSHY N: PNWER.

You'll find that if you have on along distance one morethan three
people, four or more, onthe actual direct costsyou’ re saving money,
which is money back into the tax dollar, plus it gives you the
flexibility of scheduling. So you'll find when you go to PNWER
and placeslikethat, whenever possibleif the numbersareright, we
do send the government aircraft. It's for that reason. So there'sa
whole host of areaswhereit is more efficient to use the government
airplanes.

Canyoulook at whoridestheairplanes? Yes. That'sno problem.
You go down to the public works building and sit there and pore
over the manifeststo your heart’scontent. Thereare no secretswith
respect to that one either, quite frankly. Now, if you have anything
further on that, I'll be glad to pursue it.

8:48

Y ou mentioned on page 348, line 1.3.2, nomina sum disposals.
WEéll, wedon't have revolving accounts and thingslikethat. That's
adifferent issue. That particular itemis put in if you have sales, if
you will. For example, we're currently doing a sale to the city of
Edmonton, or a gift if you will, of the Gainers’ lands. Obviously
that’s nowhere near the value. We have to show that there is a
disposal, a nomina sum disposal. It would come out of that $5
million category. Sothat’swhat that is. That'sanew lineitem. For
example, in the public accounts you'd say: okay; you' ve expanded
half of this; what did you give away worth that much money? That's
where that oneiscomingin from | believe.

You asked about 2.2.2. Looking at the list quickly, | would say
that those are al tendered. There's no single sourcing of those,
although we do asmall hit of single sourcing.

| referred to your architectural studies on health.

Lodges with the criteria. When the program first started up three
or four or five years ago or whatever, al the lodges were evaluated
at the beginning. There are over 100 lodges. They were al
priorized over the multiyear program. We keep putting them in
there. These were set basicaly, if you will, on the need for the
upgrading as well as the age of the lodge. We worked very closely
with thefoundationsand themunicipal, asyou know. That program
has been working exceedingly well. It's very, very well received
and very well planned.
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Also, what we do in that programiis: if the aspects of the renova-
tion that we will fund - and we have to be careful that we don’t step
out of that envelope, if you will, or else we create a whole new
demand across the whole board. For lodges that want to go beyond
what weare prepared to fund through the program, wewill supervise
that extra construction. So we have done extrawork for lodges at
the sametime aswe' re doing thelodge renovation program, and that
seems to be working exceedingly well.

Y ou mentioned . . .

MRS. SOETAERT: The Beijing thing.

MR. WOLOSHYN: ... theBeijing thing.

MRS. SOETAERT: Areyou till looking at that?
MR. WOLOSHYN: | don’t know.

MRS. SOETAERT: Y ou can get back to us.

MR. WOLOSHY N: | wish | were more on theball, and I’ d make up
astory for you, but | can't.

MRS. SOETAERT: I’ll wait for that answer.
MR. WOLOSHY N: WEe're not taking airplanes there.
MRS. SOETAERT: Oh, okay.

MR. WOLOSHY N: Did you mention something about accommoda-
tion projects?

MRS. SOETAERT: Yeah, | did.

MR.WOLOSHY N: That' sthe development of new space, andthat’s
improvements, renovations, and the things that have been requested
by departments for a variety of reasons; okay? Some examples
would include the child and family services authoritiesthat are, you
know, looking for abunch of offices currently. Wewould havethe
Court of Appeal expansion in Calgary with Justice; we're planning
on that. We had one with the family youth court. That would be
onethere. The AADAC recovery centrein Calgary, the Albertacrop
research centre in Lacombe: these are the kinds of things that that
accommodation stuff isreferring to. Thereisawhole host of them.
For example, one of them that we have is a so the southern Alberta
auditorium. | believethey’ redoing somestagelighting and whatnot,
and we're fixing that up for them.

The other one you were asking for, | believe - what was that last
one?

MRS. SOETAERT: Well, probably the washrooms.

MR. WOLOSHYN: That'sin there al so.

Just aminute now. Oh, | believe you were referring to: what is
facilities maintenance? What doesthat cover? That’ swhereyou get
into things like boiler replacements, roof replacements, building
control systems, energy consumption reduction projects, basicaly
that stuff that we do through there to maintain that the integrity of
the asset keeps on trucking.

To the best of my recollection and notes, that's about what you
asked. Oh, thenumber of bedsand roomsfor lodges. Therearewell
over 100 lodges. The size and that: | suppose we could dig that up
somewhere for you. Off the top of my head | can’t giveit to you.

With that, Mr. Chairman, | think I’ve touched on most of the
questions. Asl indicated, if there’s anything | missed, please feel
free- and | would appreciate you doing this. Y ou write the note to
me and I'll get the answer to you, as opposed to having my staff
trying to dig through Hansard to see what | missed, because that
burns up alot of staff time. They’ve got better thingsto do. We'll
find Beijing and whatever else, but if you don’t mind, we'll doit that
way and make sure that you get al the information you need by the
time the processis over.

THE CHAIRMAN: Okay. Thank you, Mr. Minister.
I have Dunvegan and then Calgary-Buffalo, since Spruce Grove-
Sturgeon-St. Albert has had two chances at a series of questions.

MR. CLEGG: Wdll, thank you, Mr. Chairman. | just have a
comment and a couple of questions. Firstly, | want to thank the
minister. It's been since 1974 that we' ve asked for long-term care
in Spirit River; they call it the Central Peace health centre. Finaly
Wwe're getting it, so | want to thank you for that.

AN HON. MEMBER: You haven't got it yet.

MR. CLEGG: Wdll, we' ve just about got it.

My questions are firstly under program 4, office of the chief
information officer. | see he's here tonight. It says $500,000. Is
that just for George's wages, or are there some other expenses to
that?

One other question | asked two years ago and didn’'t get the
answer. | asked the question of how much money we saved by
selling the helicopters. | argued that we weren't going to save any,
but | never got those figures yet on how much we saved by selling
them. | think we sold them about four years ago or something. I'm
sure that somebody can tell me how much money was saved by
selling those helicopters, especialy when we had such a fire year
this year and were paying $800, $900 an hour for helicopters. So if
| could get that, I’d be very happy.

Those are the only questions | have, Mr. Chairman.

THE CHAIRMAN: Right. Mr. Minister, do you want to consult
with anyone before you answer the questions from Dunvegan?

MR. WOLOSHYN: No. We'll fly on thisone.

Y ou'rewelcome for your Central Peace health centre. 1t'sgoing
to beagood, first-class, properly donething, and | do thank the hon.
member for hisassistance and for hispatienceonit. | do believethe
folks - we won't go into the details on that, but what we're doing
therenow | think isavast improvement on what we started off with,
and the people of Spirit River will be very well served by the time
this project is completed.

With respect to George' s wages, no, he doesn’t get $500,000 for
himself. He does have an office staff that burns up agood chunk of
that in wages. | can’t tell you off thetop of my head how much, but
as you know, he' slocated over in the Annex. Also with that would
go the support for all the other activities in which they take part.
Most of the timethey’'re dealing the Y 2K business, but it's arather
frugal budget for the overall operation. If you really want heartburn,
we' Il get you alittle bit better breakdown on that for thislineitem,
which we fund through the department.

With respect to the helicopters, did we save money? | would say
from my understanding of the helicopters that we had, which were
those Rangers or whatever, that they were high-cost, high-mainte-
nance machines, and the time to dispose of them wasright. Should
we have replaced them with other helicopters? My personal opinion
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is yes, we should have replaced them to give us a little bit more
flexibility. The size of the fleet would be questionable. But as
you' re indicating with respect to this year, especially with the high
level of fires, we certainly could have used some of our own rotary
wings, and we could use them on an all-year basis.

I think one of thethingsdown thelineisthat various departments,
mainly environment and ourselves, should look at the feasibility of
getting back intoit, because now the new machines, especially some
of the French ones that are out, are a lot more economical to
purchase and alot more economical to operate on a per hour basis.
So | hope we're looking quite seriously at whether we should do
that. But did we save money overall? | would say probably not, but
that’ sapersonal opinion asopposed to thefacts, and you can’trealy
diginto it that much.

8:58

THE CHAIRMAN: Okay. The next person isthe hon. Member for
Calgary-Buffao.

MR. DICKSON: Thanks, Mr. Chairman. Good evening, Mr.
Minister. Withall thistalk about helicopters, | wasfeeling nostalgic
for Brian Mulroney.

Mr. Minister, I’ ve got anumber of questions. | alsowant to thank
you for acknowledging the need for a new health facility in Spirit
River. | remember meeting with the folks there last spring, and I'm
amazed at the kind of patience and perseverance they’ve had. Both
seniors’ advocacy groups and the councillors and of course the one
physician there have been looking for this for along time. Soit's
great that finally their needs are being met.

I’ve got some questions with respect to program 4. Thisis the
chief information officer and the $500,000. I’'m abit surprised, Mr.
Minister, when | look at your key performance measures, because
the only thing that seemsto relate to the office of the chief informa-
tion officer - | look under customer satisfaction, and down at the
bottom | see that you' ve got the item Information Management and
Technology Services. The one question would be why you have
such modest expectations there. | mean, they’re the lowest targets
of any of the different areas. They'resignificantly lower than all of
the other areas, from internal mail handling to air transportation to
procurement. Y ou might advise me why that is.

Now, with respect to Mr. Samoil’s position and his program,
because | couldn’t find any key performance measures that related
to what he's doing, | went back, Mr. Minister, to the information
resource strategic plan for the government of Alberta that was
produced in July of 1997, and that identified some things that the
CIO Quality Assurance Task Force was going to address. You
might firstly tell me whether the Quality Assurance Task Force still
existsor whether that’ s been dissolved. Then you might tell me how
we have done in terms of which critica information resource
business processes have been benchmarked. That was one of the
targets. So which ones, and what are the benchmarks?

Definition of core business processes. Which ones have been
defined? Development of benchmarks that can be used by al
ministries: if you'd tell mejust what those benchmarks are, because
once again, Mr. Minister, if they’rein the plan or the budget book,
| didn’t spot them straight off. Maybe | just overlooked them.

Monitoring of year 2000 benchmark activity. We've heard a
number of comments and assurances from government generally,
and | know that certainly the CRHA has aready completed their
year 2000 compliance in terms of their critical patient support
machines and so on. But I'm interested in terms of benchmark
activity in the other regionsin terms of critical hospital equipment,
life-support equipment.

One of the other goals of the Quality Assurance Task Force going
back to July of '97 was the selection of best practice models for
strategic technologies. So if you can give me an update in terms of
whether that goa’s been achieved, and if so, what practice models
have been identified.

Then, Mr. Minister, thisis that time of the year when we try and
measure the extent to which the office of the chief information
officer has met the goals and action steps that have been set. Going
back to the same document, | noticetherewere sometargetslikethat
by August of 1998 the office of the CIO was to revise document
management processes to accommodate all types of electronic and
paper records. Has that been done?

In October of 1998 the goal was to develop and communicate
practice guidelines, standards for electronic records, data security,
cryptology. Hasthat been done? By August of 1999 therewasto be
a report to all ministries on the government and the province's
benchmark position relative to other jurisdictions and organizations
in the areas identified as core areas. So | guess my question is: has
it been done? Which core areas, and what are the benchmarks? [t
seemed to me that this item, which was identified back in July of
1997, would be a really useful tool to measure the success and
performance of the ClO office, so if you can share that with us.

Speaking of the CIO, Mr. Minister, I'm interested specifically
with respect to Bill C-54. It was Mr. Samail, as| recall, who sent a
letter of two or three pages to Industry Canada and Justice Canada
on consultation (&) around encryption and (b) around protection of
privacy in the nongovernmental sector. Now, other than that one
fairly skeletal letter that went from the province of Alberta, I'm
wondering whether the chief information officer has had somerole
in co-ordinating the Alberta strategy around C-54. | guess by that
I’m thinking that thereis a Uniform Law Commission. | know Mr.
Clark Dalton of the Justice department and some people aretalking
to other provincia representatives around Bill C-54, but who's co-
ordinating this effort?

I’m assuming it’ syour department, I’'m assumingit’sMr. Samoil,
but perhapsyou can clarify that. Then you might tell me: how many
businesses does this government expect are going to be affected by
Bill C-54? In other words, how many sole proprietorships, partner-
ships, limited corporations trade outside the borders of Albertaand
therefore will be subject to Bill C-54 after the three-year time lag?

How many jobs are involved with those corporations, partner-
ships, and proprietorships? What'sthe volumein terms of dollars?
What does that mean to the Alberta economy? | have no idea how
many corporations and businesses here trade outside the provincial
boundaries, but | suspect there are plenty. I'm redly interested in
terms of what the financia downside is and the number of people
and businesses and employees who are going to be directly affected
and in some cases adversely affected by Bill C-54. My fina
question, Mr. Minister, is: what are you doing to ensure that the
voice of Alberta businesspeople is heard in the debate that’s going
on in the House of Commons now?

The other item | wanted to turn to quickly was program 3,
informati on technology, $58.8 million. Now, | maybedidn’t hear all
of it, but | understood that your department was playing arolein
Wellnet, Mr. Minister. | assume that means that your department is
leading the dealingswith the IBM consortium that’ s doing the work
around Wellnet.

I’d just go back to the spring of 1997 after Bill 30 was aborted,
and at that time the Minister of Health made an undertaking to me
and to Albertans that the major architectural decisions with respect
to Wellnet and our health information management systems would
not be taken before we had legislation in place that defined Alber-
tans' privacy interests and privacy rights. Well, that was fully two
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yearsago. Wehaven't yet seen the daughter of Bill 30, although we
understand it's coming, and | guess my question is: can you affirm
or | guess repudiate the assurance we got from the Minister of
Health two years ago in terms of whether any of those key architec-
tural decisions around health information have in fact been made?
I"djust say parenthetically that we' re spending potentially hundreds
of millions of dollars with the IBM consortium, and if they haven't
gotten around to making key architectural decisions, what the heck
have they been doing? | just have those kinds of questions around
that.

Changing direction alittlebit, I’d written you, Mr. Minister, with
respect to a proposal by the Calgary Parks Foundation. On the
northeast corner of 7th Avenue and 6th Street SW in Calgary - this
isthat little lot which isjust grassed arearight now. Immediately
west of the Bowlen Building, the land titles, youth and family court
buildingisapark area. It'sactually just agrassed areawith acouple
of picnic benches. The Calgary Parks Foundation has come up with
actually areally neat plan to beautify that areaand turn it into apark.

9:08

Now, sincethegrand design of Queen’ sBench servicesin Calgary
has been on again, off again for at least the last decade and no other
or better useisbeing made of that land, I' minterested, Mr. Minister,
whether we can’t enter into a lease arrangement with the Calgary
Parks Foundation to do something to enhance that corner. Y ou get
huge pedestrian volume there. There' sthisplan to developthe LRT
station on 7th Avenue, and the Calgary Parks Foundation has come
up with actually areally interesting plan. So I’ minterested interms
of what your perspective on that is. My understanding is that the
Parks Foundation would be prepared to commit. | mean, they’ renot
looking at taking title outright. Presumably you’ d want to retain that
for long-term court development, but I'd be interested in what's
going to happen with that.

| just have a couple of questions. The Drumheller health centre
has been talked about for a very long time. | see there's some
money for that. Y ou might indicate how many beds that facility is
going to be and some indication of the size of that project, because
| can’t tell from the material you’ ve provided us with.

With respect to the Bow Valley centre, you might indicate what
the $700,000 represents; 2.2.7 isthe vote.

MR. WOLOSHY N: What page is that?
MR. DICKSON: I'm looking at page 349.
MR. WOLOSHY N: What did you say it was?

MR. DICKSON: It's 2.2.7, Bow Valley centre. Isthisfor hauling
away the debris? What kind of work are you doing on that site? If
you can just give an update in terms of what’ s involved in terms of
the changes. Line 2.2.4, Bethany Alzheimer care centre, the
Carewest Alzheimer care centre at 2.2.6, and the operating expense
of $1.7 million for the Tom Baker cancer centre: if you can give me
some particulars on those.

I know I’ ve got colleagues with plenty of other questions to ask,
so I'll givethemachanceto jumpin. | mightjust say again: isthere
a plan to share with Albertans what's going on in terms of the
information resource strategic plan? The government seems to
generate so many revisions to three-year plans. | can’t believe that
this July 1997 report, that | referred to at the top of my questions, is
the latest iteration. I'm assuming that there were some other
versionsof it, and if there’ samore current report, if you' d sharethat
with me and with Albertans.

Thanks very much, Mr. Minister.

MR. WOLOSHYN: Okay. Y our first run of questions with respect
totheinformation resource strategic plan primarily. Thosearebeing
addressed basically by the working groups reporting, if you will, to
the CIO Council. Thoseissuesarestill out there, and they’ re going
to go through areview process with recommendations back to their
ministries. When we have that, that’ s going to be made, you know,
obviously as public as is prudent with respect to it. So that one
you'rejust going to have to be alittle bit patient on.

The other thing that | think is worthy of mentioning is that with
respect to Y2K, we have a Y2K Alberta, if you will, that is a
coalition of all sorts of volunteer participants representing over 50
essential servicesacrosstheprovince. Theseareoutfitslikeutilities,
industries, businesses, health and emergency organizations. Their
goal isto ensure, if you will, that we have the whol e problem under
control. I'll go through abit of alist to give you someidea

Under business we have the Canadian Bankers Association and
the Canadian Council of Grocery Distributors involved in there,
Northern Alberta Ingtitute of Technology, the Alberta Fire Chiefs
Association, the Calgary and the Edmonton Police Service, as well
as RCMP K Division. All of these are volunteer participants.

With respect to the federal government, we' re working with the
Department of National Defence, Emergency Preparedness Canada,
Environment Canada, Indian Affairs and Northern Development
Canada, Public Works and Government Services Canada, Transport
Canada, Treasury Board of Canada.

Asyou indicated, both Calgary regional health and Capital health
are on there. With municipal governments we' ve got a good cross
section of al these folks: the Alberta Association of Municipal
Districts and Counties, the Alberta Urban Municipalities Associa
tion. Calgary, Edmonton, GrandePrairie, Lethbridge, MedicineHat,
Red Deer: they’ve al signed on. Nongovernment outfits: the Red
Cross. Theprovincial government: virtually every department. This
isonethat | think gets very specia consideration if you will.

With respect to utilities - and people are always focused on that
particular one - you'll find the Alberta Federation of REAs is on
there, AlbertaPower, Canadian Association of Petroleum Producers,
Canadian Chemica Producers Association, Canadian Petroleum
Products Institute, CANTEL, AT&T, Centra Gas Inc., ENMAX
Corporation, EPCOR, ESBI, Federation of Alberta Gas Co-ops,
Northwestern Utilities, Alberta power pool, Telus, and TransAlta.

I'd like to take this opportunity just for a moment to say that |
would hope that within the country but certainly within Albertal’m
personally extremely confident that the whole Y2K issue is very
much under control. Yes, there will be afew glitches, but | don’t
anticipate that there will be any major ones. All of the people that
areinvolved have been very responsible. We re doing our thing on
the government side, and there'll be some announcements as to
where we are after this Easter break, as promised. We were going
to report back as to where we were in terms of within the govern-
ment itself.

Just to give you a good example of what's happening, TransAlta
Utilitiesis currently operating on various portions of the year 2000.
They cranked their computers ahead, so they don’t anticipate
glitches. Now, it's not something that they went running to the
media with a big announcement, but in my discussions with them
they're actually, as far as their systems are concerned now, not at
one spot; they're staggered throughout the year. They have
encountered virtually nothing, no problemsat all. The gasdistribu-
tors are aso telling us that there shouldn’'t be any disruptions in
service. The telecommunications are saying, you know, that there
may be an unforeseen hiccup.

Alberta Hedlth, as you well know, has expended quite a few
dollars with respect to addressing the critica health in terms of
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facilities. They're currently, as| understand it, undergoing abit of
areview to ensure that they have met all those needs. With respect
to the equipment on-line and whatnot, that should be well under
control. They'll probably be benefitting by getting early replace-
ments of their questionable equipment.

That whole Y 2K question | think isunder control. That hastaken
up themgjority of thetimeinthe ClIO’ soffice, and the CIO accounts
will be focused largely on that. | for one think that we' ve done a
pretty good job on the whole business.

You aso referred to Wellnet. That, | would say to you, quite
clearly is not a part of Public Works. | think maybe | didn’'t make
it clear, but Mr. Bader isthe deputy minister responsiblefor the new
strategic information technology initiatives, if you will, that new
area of government under which Wellnet falls. As| indicated, on
that project he reports directly to the Minister of Health. Quite
frankly, it would be inappropriate for me to walk down that path.
TheIT portionis still within Public Works, and he reportsto me on
that particular aspect of it.

Y ou asked about the Calgary Parks Foundation. Y ou wrote the
letter to me? Did | respond to you?

9:18
MR. DICKSON: | don't think so.

MR. WOLOSHYN: Well, if | didn't, | apologize. Y our response
would have been that at this particular timetheland isnot available.
I mean, obviously if you want to use it for a park, we'd enter into
some sort of agreement as long they wouldn’t spend any money on
it.

You refer to the Court of Queen’s Bench being on again, off
again, but quite frankly we've been wrestling to come up with a
cost-effective solution for all of the Calgary courts. Being from
Calgary, you'd be familiar that we've got the family court in the
Bowlen Building, | believe it is. Then you've got the Court of
Appeal intheold, historic building, whatever that was. Nexttoitis
the Queen’ sBench, and then you go all the way downtown to traffic
court and Provincia Court halfway above or underneath - I've
forgotten which way - the old remand centre. We're, like | say,
trying to get an effective and cost-effective at the same time
reorganization of the courts.

Asyou're probably aware, we dealt with the family court in the
Bowlen Building last time, and the people there seem to be very
satisfied with what was done. | can’t tell you what will be done
because | don't know. If | knew, I’d bring it forward, but | can
assure you that we're trying to find a solution, probably somewhat
different than what it was before. Consequently, any of thelandsin
that Bowlen, Court of Appeal, Queen’s Bench - and we don’t want
to commit under lease or any other way for any kind of long term,
if you will, or even semi long term. Until such time aswe' ve got a
direction hammered out in terms of the Calgary courts overal
strategy, it wouldn't really be fair to the Calgary Parks Foundation
for us to say, “Well, go ahead; you've got it for a few years,” and
then next year come up and say, “Whoops; we're now going in this
direction.” So that's where that’s at.

| certainly would not be critical of what they would like to do
there. | mean, obviously we could use a little bit of a nice park
setting in the middle of downtown. Certainly everybody would be
abeneficiary of it. Sothat’sbasically wherethatis. If | didn’t write
you that in aletter, hon. member, | do apologize for not getting back
to you.

With respect to Bill C-54, if | recollect properly, | do believe that
Labour is the lead ministry on that particular one. Although we

would be funding it through our interactions, it would likely be
through Labour.

That’ s about the best | can do for you. If | missed anything, | do
apologize.

MR. DICKSON: Thank you.
MR. WOLOSHY N: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

THE CHAIRMAN: Okay. The hon. Member for Edmonton-
Meadowlark.

MS LEIBOVICI: Thank you. It's a pleasure to be here again
tonight, Mr. Minister. Last year it wasin my roleascriticfor Public
Works, Supply and Services, and today | amahelp, hopefully, tothe
current critic. 1'd like to aso compliment you on aways being
forthright with the answers to the questions that we've had in the
past and in assisting us to do our job as the Official Opposition.
Perhaps having been there once yourself, you understand how hard
that role can be and understand that we can work together.

A couple of preliminary comments, if | may, with regards to the
ministry business plan both within the government and lottery
estimates and the Public Works, Supply and Services business plan
within the other document that has that particular portion in it. I,
too, found that the key performance measures were lacking. If my
memory serves me correctly, last year there were alarge number of
performance measurements that seemed to actually indicate where
the department was heading. What | find this year is that we're
looking at five performance measures in actua fact. The other
measurements deal with internal organizational satisfaction and one
with customer satisfaction. When welook at the other businessplan
document, there are not very many more performance measurements
within. | aso have questions on the detail of those performance
measurements that we can get to as we get alittle closer.

The other thing that | noticed was that when we look at the major
strategies of the department, it appears to me that there is a fair
amount of overlap between what your department is doing and what
other departments are doing as well. With the rumours that are
abounding as to the change in ministers and the fact that Public
Works, Supply and Services might well become another department
or amalgamated with other departments, | wonder if this in fact
reflects what those rumors are about.

If | can go through them in alittle bit more detail, on page 358
when we talk about “ protecting Alberta’ s infrastructure investment
through appropriate maintenance and upgrading,” that in effect isa
function of the transportation department as well as Municipal
Affairs, and there seemsto be the overlap there.

When we go to the second point, “in partnership with Alberta
Health,” | note that though the department is involved in “the
construction and upgrading/rehabilitation of health care facilities,”
infact thedepartment doesn’t haveany control over theconstruction
and upgrading other than to providethe cheque. It'smy understand-
ing that those plans are in fact approved and the tendering is done
through the regional health authorities.

Whenwelook at Alberta Environmental Protection, my comment
thereis: what is the department’ s relationship with Environmental
Protection, and istherein fact apolicy component to Public Works,
Supply and Services in the protection of our water management
systems? | noticed in today’s paper that there was an article about
our water supply being sold to international corporations. Doesin
fact the Department of Public Works, Supply and Services have any
input into that at all?

When welook at “ providing information technol ogy, information
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management, telecommunications’ - and that’s mentioned twice
actually - “and air transportation services,” | wonder if that doesn’t
overstate what the department actually does, because again we see
further on “developing and managing telecommunications and
informati on management systems to maintain Alberta’ stechnol ogi-
ca advantage.” | thought telecommunications was a privatized
function within Alberta with the telecommunications industry
actually developing and managing. SoI'd liketo know what in fact
istheroleof Public Works, Supply and Servicesin the devel opment
of telecommunications.

“Providing opportunities for Alberta businesses by maximizing
cost-effective utilization of the private sector”: | would have thought
that was a function of Economic Development.

The last comment with regards to “enhancing rel ationships with
Aboriginal people” issurprising. | see no other mention, | believe,
within the business plan or within the budget documents that talks
about or shows how the department enhances relationships with
Aborigina people, and again | thought that was a function of
intergovernmental affairs.

When welook at the core businesses of Public Works, Supply and
Services on page 358, one of them is the information technology
component. Weknow that the C1O - and now it’ s strategic informa:
tion technology, | believe. I'mnot sureif it'sabranch or what it is,
but it's a separate funding program within the department that is
becoming a larger and larger component of Public Works. My
question is: isit properly placed within that particular department,
or would it be more properly placed within the department of
science, research, and information technology?

The change in the mandate of the office of the chief information
officer, which has substantially changed from its first inception
under the Premier’s office. It was under Executive Council
originally when it was first formed, and now it seems to be a
growing component in Public Works, Supply and Services. | have
some questions around why it is there.

9:28

Accommodation for seniors. 1'd like to know where the interim
Broda report had any implications or had any impact on the
accommodations and the recommendations that were provided
within that particular department.

Now, when welook on page 359, if | can just go back to some of
the key performance measures, | notice that when you look at from
1992-1998, there are some huge fluctuations. | know there's an
explanation as to why there’s afluctuation in ’97 and '98. That's
evident in the other business plan. My question is: if you've got a
performance measure that has these huge fluctuations, is that
actually the appropriate measurement, and should there be another
measurement that’s provided instead of that one?

Building Condition, on page 360, talks about the measurement of
“percentage of government-owned buildings over 1,000 square
metres with condition information established,” and | think that’sa
good thing to do. My question is: when actually isit going to be
completed? It says 2001-2002. That seemsto be overly ambitious
given what the increases have been from '96-97 to ' 97-98, where
you have approximately a 7 percent increase, and within the next,
'98-99, the target is 65 percent, which will be a9 percent increase.
In three more years you're hoping to have a 35 percent increase.
That's much more than you've been able to do. What is going to
make that a possibility? What in actual fact is going to ensure that
you do reach that hundred percent target by the year 2001-2002?
Are you hiring more staff? Are you able to somehow quicken the
ability to evaluate what the situation is?

I’d like to know where the Provincia Archives fit within that

particular measurement. | know that there has been astudy done as
to whether the Archivesissuitableor not, but I’ d liketo know where
the Archivesfitsinto that particular range. Wherein Edmonton can
another building similar to the Archives be found to ensure that the
archives stay within the city of Edmonton?

Y our customer satisfaction survey on page 361: it doesn’t say here
whether that’s internal, external. Isit public users that are being
questioned to find out what their satisfaction is, or is it mostly
government employees that are questioned?

There' snoindicator in here, no explanation asto how much office
space the government of Alberta still owns. How much is rented?
How much is empty? That would be interesting information given
that the minister has talked about finding space for the children’s
authorities so that they would be able to have office space. Now,
just as a comment on the side, | don’t think the minister’s depart-
ment looks for space for the regional health authorities, so why in
fact arethechildren’ sauthorities being treated differently than what
the regional health authorities would be?

When we looked at the Public Works, Supply and Services
business plan, page 276, one of the core businesses that islisted in
here isto provide “reliable and cost-effective computer processing
services.” | know that the Member for Calgary-Buffalo hastouched
on that alittle bit. My question is: what is the profit margin of the
companies that are contracted with? Unless we're doing it com-
pletely in-house, what are the profit margins of those computer
services that are being provided? Are we ensuring that there is not
amonopoly of services within the government of Alberta when it
comes to the provision of computer services so that we are in fact
ableto shop around for the best provider as opposed to being tied to
oneprovider because wearein amonopoly situation with regardsto
computer services?

Air transportation. | know the minister knows that thisis one of
my favourite questions. Are there any new planes that are being
looked at? | understand that a lot of that is because of upgrading
requirements, but i sthereanything built into the budget? | didn’t see
it, but they might be there. Are there any new requirements with
regards to that?

| know that I’ m going to run out of time, so I’ m going to moveon
ahead to the information technology area. | found it quite curious
that we' ve got a section on page 287, goal 4, “Lead and support the
innovative use and effective management of information technol ogy
and telecommunications,” and then on page 290 under Office of the
Chief Information Officer, lo and behold, we' ve got “co-ordinate
and facilitate information management strategies across all govern-
ment ministries.” Arethesetwo separate functions? Isone, then, in
fact dealing with technol ogy and the other dealing with management
systems, and if that is the case, why can they not be co-ordinated as
one program? Why are they split aside? On page 347 when | look
at the department summary and operating expense, program 3 is
information technology, program 4 is office of the chief information
officer.

| understand that Mr. Bader is the new deputy minister. What is
his exact position? Deputy minister? So the question, then, comes
to play: who reports to whom? Does the chief information officer
reportto. .. [interjection] Okay. Sothey al report to the minister.
But who, then, ensures that what's happening in information
technology actually isintegrated with what's happening in the CIO
office? Too often we see these independent structures being set up
within departments. [interjection] And the Department of Labour
is also involved. What ends up happening is that you have these
independent structures that are being set up, and it's amost like
fiefdomsthat are starting within the department. | know the minister
would not want to see that occur, and | know that the members are
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very vigilant asto the costs of setting up something likethis. SolI'm
very concerned about what the interplay is between these two
separate functions.

The other question | have is on Imagis, which seems to be new.
It'sanew cross-government financial and human resource manage-
ment system. | do have some background in human resources, and
I’d really be curious to know what exactly this new Imagis provides
for. Isitfor classifications? Isit for tracking full-time equivalents,
part-time equivalents? |s it for benefit purposes? I'm curious to
know what the effectiveness of this human resource and financial
management systemisgoing to be, what it costsusto put it in place,
who runs it, and who ensures that the systems are up and opera-
tional. I’ve seen too many of these that come into play, and they
seem to be products that are never-ending, and we don't get the
results that we' re looking for.

Y2K. Cantheminister - and | think | asked thislast year aswell -
provide progress reports for every department and agency and as
well release the contingency plans so that the public can be assured
that essential services and systems like water, heat, heath care,
power will not fail? | did ask this question because you’ ve got this
expertiseinyour department oninformation technology. | had asked
itin Hedth, and | will ask it here aswell. Can anyone tell me what
the effect of Y2K will be on pacemakers? Thisis a huge concern,
and | keep coming acrossit in various magazines that deal with the
issue, but I’ ve never heard a definitive yes, no, or thisisthe type of
pacemaker that will be affected. So if the expertise in your depart-
ment can bring that forward, that would be wonderful.

9:38

There' sanumber of other issuesaswell that have been addressed
by some of my colleagues. The one that concerns meis the budget
line that deals with the |ottery estimates: operating expense funded
by lotteries. Now, | know that Public Works, Supply and Services
deals with capital expense, so I'm curious to know what the
operating expense line is under all of the funding that's being
provided for construction and upgrading of health facilitiesand why
that is deemed operating expense as opposed to capital expense.
Maybe I'm just not aware of what the accounting terms are.

The other thing that | noticed - and perhaps Edmonton did not put
forward enough requests - is that there are 13 facilities in Calgary
that arelisted under upgrading of seniors' lodges, and actually some
of them, not al of them, are receiving dollars. The same s true of
the five in Edmonton. I'm wondering why ther€’s a discrepancy
between the numbers of Edmonton and Calgary, and I’ m sure the
minister has the answer for that.

The concern around thelottery funding isthat it is not sustainable
dollarsthat any organization can count on for aprolonged period of
time. If it sonetimeonly, | guessthat’s useful information, but I'd
like to know about the different terminology. There's “Operating
Expense funded by Lotteries’” and “Capital Investment funded by
Lotteries.” There are afew different termsthat are utilized.

That sums up my comments at this point in time, and | look
forward to the minister’ s response. Thank you.

MR. WOLOSHYN: Wheredo | start?
MSLEIBOVICI: You can put it in writing.

MR. WOLOSHY N: No, I'm not going to put it in writing.

Y our discussion started off with overlap with departments. That
would be better rephrased in that we do work with all departments.
That is a part of our role. Consequently, if it's in waterworks, we
overlap, work with, if you will, the environment department largely.

With respect to Health, we are working very, very closely with
Health, and we do and weareinvolved in part of the approval s of the
individual projects with the Department of Health. Both ministers
haveto sign off on the projectsbefore they go ahead. So that should
bekept in mind: it’ sacollaborative effort to ensure that in fact we're
getting the best bang for our buck. Again, we go back to that
architectural study. That wasapart of thewhole process. That was
done as a Public Works function because we do it.

With respect to the health authorities and hiring, we work with
them on an ongoing basis right through the whole project on al
projects Public Worksisinvolved with. Soit’s not amatter that we
just write the cheques. That’s not accurate at all. We're with them
through the whole process. The authorities, if they have the
personnel and the abilities, will take on more of it for ownership, if
you will. Onthe smaller onesthey may back off, and we'll do more
of it. Soit’svery much agood and collaborative effort.

With respect to Health, we certainly work with them as opposed
to overlapping, as you put it, and looking at making silos. One of
the things we have been very conscious of - and | think Public
Worksisaleader in thisarea - isthat we are looking at government
as awhole process as opposed to a bunch of little silos, if you will.
It may appear on the surface that it’s duplication, but rest assured
that it’s not.

The Broda report, the interim report. No, we have not been
looking at implementing at thispoint. Wewill not be until thereport
isfinal, and | don’'t know which direction that will take. It could
take funding; it could take a lot of things. When that happens, we
would be looking at implementing, obviously, as much of it as we
can, looking at what we can, what we should, what we should not.
In the meantime there's nothing on hold, if you will. We're
proceeding with getting facilities. For example, we worked with
Edmonton on opening up more beds, as we have in the last couple
of years. | believe Edmonton has opened up in excess of 100 beds
in the last 18 months or so. It may not be widely publicized by the
health authority, but it's there. They’ll be opening more beds, and
that’ sdonedirectly with Public Works. So we are more of asupport
mechanism.

You made some other references: what do we have to do in
common with Alberta Environment? Well, we're supporting fire
fighting through aircraft. That's apart of our role, and they're the
user department, if you will.

Accommodations. Currently we' redoing quiteabit of accommo-
dations, if you will, with respect to the relocation in the west end.
I’mjust using that one with Environment at the current moment, but
we have ongoing accommodations with most departments right
across the province.

Are we into surplus land sales as well? Do we do that on your
behalf? We do land acquisitions. If you have a reservair, for
example, that may need rehabbing or whatnot, then we go down the
line and end up doing the land acquisitions for that. As we indi-
cated, for some of the waterworks projects that do come forward as
onesthat are going to be worked on, we also do those; for example,
the Pine Coulee. I’'m not sure whether it’s turned over or soon will
be, but Public Worksisresponsible for the construction of it. After
it'scommissioned and meetsvariouscriteriaincluding emergencies,
in case something should happen, then the operators become
Environmental Protection. Thereisn't an overlap, although you' d
say: why are they both doing it? We are the builders; they are the
operators.

In the references you made there with respect to working with
aboriginal people. I'mvery proud to say - and | don’t know why it
hasn’t got much play - that Public Works was responsible for doing
alandmark co-operative venturewith the Blood tribein the St. Mary
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area that was not a single-source contract, that was not a token
approach to them but was in effect a collaborative effort to employ
aboriginal people on the St. Mary project through the contractor.
We had a goal set of some 60 or 65 percent of time to be spent by
Blood tribe members, and that was in fact exceeded. The program
works so well that we are losing people off it who are going to get
other jobs because of the training they received on that particular
project.

That was one that | would like to see highlighted as a classic
example of being able to work with the aborigina community inthe
most positive sense without being tokenistic towards them, if you
will, and letting them benefit from some of the activity. This
particular project, the St. Mary, was extremely appropriate because
itis on what used to be their land and now currently borders on the
reserve.

I'll speed up alittle bit so we can get your colleaguein for at |east
10 minutes here. There is a difference between the children’'s
authorities and theregional health authorities. The boardsarethere,
but thereis still amuch stronger tie because | believe employeesare
being seconded, for one aspect. The other is that we are providing
facilities for health authorities. | mean, every hospital that’s built,
we're providing it. We have hedth authorities in provincia
buildings, whatever. In this particular instance, in order to be able
to set it up and give it the number of offices it needs, it's more
appropriate that we do the office search for them, because that’sin
fact the businesswe'rein. It wouldn’t be very prudent management
to have 18 authoritiestryingto gointo thereal estate businessto find
their own shops. Soit'sjust aservicethat we provide and should be
providing, and quite frankly it works pretty good.

Y ou said something about computer services. We're always on
the best-buy basis. There is no monopoly that's in there; | can
assure you of that. Whether it bethe IT service end, if you will, or
it's equipment or whatever, we do go to the marketplace and shop.
WEe're continually getting the best bang for our buck, so thereisn't
amonopoly where all of asudden alarge company has, if you will,
taken over the government. You'll find that on transmission we're
dealing with AT& T aswell as Telus and so on.

Y ou mentioned the relationship between the ClIO and IT. | think
a good thing to keep in mind is that the CIO is basically policy
oriented; IT delivers. The two go hand in hand, if you will.
Technology and research are totally separate, although the nameis
the same, and that may be misleading. Inmy opinionit shouldn’t go
there. | don’t know if it should go anywhere. It'sadelivery service.
The CIO's office is policy, where the CIO reports directly to the
Premier or to theminister of publicworks. Really, aslong asyou’ve
got somewhere to report to, it doesn’'t matter. Public Works makes
alot of sense because we aso do the delivery end. So we become
the catalyst, and they work closely together. Then they’ve got the
CIO Council and the deputies’ council. There'salot of interaction
across the whole government with the CIO and I T activities.

9:48

You mentioned aircraft. Yeah, we're aways looking for new
aircraft. Whether we buy one thisyear or not, | couldn’t say to you
yesor no, but we always have our eyes open. If we haveagood dedl
that should come up on a replacement, we'd certainly look at it,
given that we could afford it.

Imagis and financial. This would stay under Deputy Minister
Bader, and that's working along well. We're moving right along,
and that basically, if you will, standardizes the process. We€'ll give
you more detail, if you want, at another time. Right across govern-
ment it isworking well and getting better and will giveagood return
on both the financial and human resource sides. What doesit track?

Almost everything, but at some point we' Il give you alittle bit more
info on that.

In keeping with promising abit of time for your other colleague,
if he promises to shut down at 10 o' clock, we'll give him a bit of
time.

Mr. Chairman.

THE CHAIRMAN: All right. Thank you, Mr. Minister. We took
twoinarow onthisside. We'll get two short questions on thisside,
as| understand it.

The hon. Member for Whitecourt-Ste. Anne, followed by West
Y ellowhead and then back to the minister.

MR. TRYNCHY: Thank you. I'll bevery short. Mr. Minister, I’ll
take you back to 2.3, seniors.

MR. WOLOSHY N: What page are you on?

MR. TRYNCHY: What pageam | on? Pages 351 and 352, upgrad-
ing of seniors' lodges. | want to talk about long-term care. The
community that | talk about - and you're familiar with it - is
Evansburg, where 20 percent of the population is seniors. They're
in need of long-term care. | know you're familiar with it, having
been there with me a number of times. 1’d like to know from the
minister: what is the first step for them to do in respect to getting
their project on thelist? | know it’s not on now, but what do they
have to do to get that project on the list? What support can they
expect fromyou, sir, and your department with respect to getting this
areality? That's my question for the evening, short and sweet.

MR. WOLOSHY N: Well, they need to do their feasibility study.
Have they done that? The next step isto, | guess, get through the
hedlth authority and Heath and myself the bucks for them to
proceed on planning. Thenif it hitsthelist and it’ sready to go, once
money becomes ready, it's approved. What can | do? We'll do
everything we can to get as many bucks as we can to spread out, if
you will, as far as we can across the province. Do they need the
facility? Obviously you've got me on that one. They do, and |
certainly support it, but | do have to be fair and work it within the
overal system.

MR. TRYNCHY: Thank you. The Member for Dunvegan says to
make sure you don’'t wait as long as he had to wait.

THE CHAIRMAN: Okay. West Y ellowhead.

MR. STRANG: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Minewill be short too.
| guess the one thing isI’d be remissif | didn’'t ask you a question
for our colleague for Little Bow. To the minister: on page 353 are
you redlly stating there that you' re going to go ahead with the Little
Bow dam project? |sthat what you're saying there? Isthat really
true? Can| tell him that?

Then the other aspect. | guess I’ ve got to sort of tag along with
my colleague from Whitecourt-Ste. Anne. As you redize, in
WestView we' ve been short of beds forever in long-term care, and
I’'m just wondering if you can give me an update. | looked over
these pages umpteen dozen times trying to find my long-term care
for Hinton. | wore my eyesout, and | never did seeit. SoI'mjust
wondering if you can sort of give me an update of whereit is.

MR. WOLOSHYN: Well, it's about the same with Hinton as |
answered to the Member for Whitecourt-Ste. Anne.  Yes, you're
right; WestView is terribly short of acute and other beds in terms
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relative to the rest of the province. There are 50 new beds coming
into the region in Stony Plain.

Little Bow is subject to cabinet approval for the final little bit,
which iscoming in terms of when we present our plan. But, yes, we
have been working on that. Yes, Little Bow will go ahead, and yes,
we're doing land acquisitions and so on. We're basically on
schedule for where we wanted to get to at this point in time.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

THE CHAIRMAN: Edmonton-Manning, are you ready to go now?

MR. GIBBONS: Okay. I've got a few questions for you, starting
with waterways and so on. With respect to each of the water
projects enumerated under subprogram 2.5, construction and
upgrading of water infrastructure, can the minister provide atotal of
what has been sent out to each of the five projectslisted to date and
how much money the government is going to spend on each one of
the projects?

Next question. With respect to each of the water projects listed,
can the minister provide the number of Albertans served directly by
each of these water projects?

| wanted to ask acouple of questions around what’ s happeningin
thetown of High River with thefloodplain, what work isbeing done
in Calgary with the floodplain, and then some of the problems with
different parts of the province, like the lack of water in Lac Ste.
Anne last year into the Sturgeon. Years ago there was a plan to
reroute water into the Sturgeon from some of that area. Isthat dead
and gone?

Another question on waterways is up in Cold Lake-Bonnyville
with the arsenic water problemsin thewells. Can there be any water
transferred into Cold Lake from rivers up there so you can keep a
constant water level? | think one of the major problems up there -
if people knew that the water was coming from the lake instead of
what they don’t know what’s happening under the ground, things
might be alot safer for them.

A couple of questions | promised to bring forward here are from
the Valleyview chamber of commerce, about theinformation centre.
Is that in the works? With al the different stuff they bought to
operateit again thisyear, they' re still waiting for an answer whether
or not they’ve got the okay to operate it. So just passing aong a
little tidbit.

Back to the questions here. Why is the estimate of dedicated
revenue triple from the forecasted amount from last year? Thisis
under 2.6. What isthe composition of the $12.9 millionin dedicated
revenueunder 2.6? How isthe $22.730 millionin dedi cated revenue
from information technology under 3.0.2 derived? Under the same
one, why are these revenues up by $2 million over the forecasted
fiscal '98-99?

I’vegot acouplemore. I'll go under generd infrastructure. What
isthe total amount requested by the regiona health authorities for
infrastructure upgrades? What hasthe ministry donewith regardsto
the Auditor General’ s recommendation that a clear picture of future
funding for buildings be put in place for the regional health authori-
ties?

Thenext question. What isthe status of buildings and equipment
used by Albertacollegesand universities? Can the minister provide
any idea of the amount needed by the colleges and universities for
infrastructure upgrade?

Another item around some of these infrastructures. | understand
that Fort Saskatchewan hospital has been promised a fast track in
building a hospital plus amental portion.

How much, if any, of this budget is for the upgrade of the AVC

facility prior to thistransfer? |sthere a breakdown by campus?
The last one. The full-time equivalent employment is to be
increased by 37 thisyear. Why? How isthe FTE increase distrib-
uted within the department, especialy how many manage-
ment/professions salaries and nonsalaried?
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I'll give you enough time to consider
that.

9:58

THE CHAIRMAN: Mr. Minister, before we wind up and adjourn,
we' ve got one question only by Spruce Grove-Sturgeon-St. Albert.

MRS. SOETAERT: Just aminute. Isit okay for him to finish, Mr.
Chairman?

THE CHAIRMAN: I'm sorry; | thought he was finished. Okay;
keep going.

MR. GIBBONS: The effectiveness and success of the office of the
chief information officer therefore will measure against its ability to
achieve the action mentioned above, and that is, the office of the
ClO is acatadyst. The responsibility of the office shows the true
success to be measured by the amount of collaboration and co-
operation it can garner. A critical outcome of this collaboration and
co-operation will be a more effective and efficient application of
technology and information management and practices. It's not
good enough. What is the performance measure on this one, Mr.
Minister?

THE CHAIRMAN: Okay. Spruce Grove-Sturgeon-St. Albert.

MRS. SOETAERT: Thank you, and | thank the minister. | know
you will respond to our questions in written form, but the Member
for Calgary-Mountain View and | have decided that MLASs deserve
the opportunity to see the palm room, and we understand you' re the
only onewiththekey. Sowe' rereguesting an opportunity to get the
key to the palm room and have a view of the Leg. That’s my final
question of the evening.

MR. WOLOSHYN: With respect to the water projects money
expended this year and last year, we'll give you the costs of the
projects whenever we have that, and I'll get that to you in writing.

Sturgeon River and Cold Lake: those issues would be more
appropriately directed towards Environment, quite frankly. It's
water management, and we don't go down that path. If there's
construction involved with it, then it would be down on our land
procurement, but certainly thisis more Environment.

With respect to Fort Saskatchewan, what was being said locally,
there is nothing currently, no promises, nothing out of this minister
or this department with respect to that hospital, period. What will
happen down the way will depend on how it meets the requirements
and fitsinto the overall provincial assessment and wherethey hit on
the priority list, but | did read the same articles. | know where
you're coming from on that, but that is smply the local people
wanting, and | don’t fault them for that.

With respect to 37 more people out of 1,300 people, sometimes
you hire people and sometimes you let people go. When you get
busier, you need more people to do the work, and that’s where it
comesin. Where exactly arethey? | couldn’t tell you off the top of
my head, nor am | really that concerned. | have afew folkswho are
paid to manage and to make sure that we deliver our programs. |
could get back to you on that if it’sreally that important. Onething
| can assureyou isthat it’snot asyou implied by your question. It's
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not adding to the management layer. These are field people,
whether they be secretaries or caretakers or whomever we need to
work for us, if you will. But if you're really hung up on that, we
could even find for you who they are.

With respect to colleges and universities, we don’t get involved
with them. They'retotally autonomous. The other reference: we're
just currently turning over AlbertaVocational Collegeto individual
board governance of four campuses. We'll have to tally up the
dollarsto give you the answer about how much has been expended.
It sacoupleof million, | do believe. | can’t give you an estimate off
the top of my head, but what we're trying to do with them is turn
over facilities that are in very good condition so they can work on
programs, and we will be out of the picture.

Y ou had some referenceto future funding, and | don’t recall your
question.

MR. GIBBONS: Regional health authorities.

MR. WOLOSHYN: This probably emanated from our review of
their facilities that was initiated by Public Works, and | can assure
you that every facility and every authority that needs repair or
upgrade when it deals with patient comfort, safety, whatever, is
there. People may disagree, but |ast year we expended significantly
more than we had budgeted for that year. You'll seeitin theline
item, some $33 million. So we do pay specia attention to that, but
obviously if a health authority islooking to replace a facility and if
that’s possible down the road, we would obviously maintain it to a
high and safe level, but we wouldn't go beyond that too much.
With respect to the CIO, I’'m not quite sure where you' re coming
fromthere. I'll get an answer back to you in writing. Okay?

MR. GIBBONS: The Valleyview chamber of commerce.

MR. WOLOSHY N: What is happening there? Tell me alittle bit
more. |f they were operating in there - and I'll look into it - I'll
assume they’ re going to continue operating. This is something that
I’m not aware of.

MR. GIBBONS: All they want isayes or ano.

MR. WOLOSHY N: If they have operated before, there' s no reason

for them not to continue, but I’d have to have alook at it. | don't
know the issues here.

MR. GIBBONS: They operated last year. They’ ve already gone out
and bought everything they need for it.

MR. WOLOSHY N: Tell them to drop me aline, and I'll find out
what’s going on. Okay?
Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, and thank you.

MRS. SOETAERT: Areyou going to respond to questionswedidn’t
get answersto?

MR. WOLOSHY N: If you asked me for them in writing and | can
think of it, we'll try our best.

MRS. SOETAERT: No, no. The questions | asked that didn’t get
answered. I’ m not writing them down.

MR. WOLOSHYN: WE€'ll aways try our best to give you the
answers that we can, but please have patience. They won’t come
tomorrow.

MRS. SOETAERT: Thank you.

MR. HLADY: Mr. Chairman, | would liketo move that we rise and
report downstairs.

THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member for Calgary-Mountain View
has moved that the subcommittee do now rise and report. All those
in support of this motion, please say aye.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Aye.

THE CHAIRMAN: Those opposed, please say no.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: No.

THE CHAIRMAN: Carried.

[The subcommittee adjourned at 10:05 p.m.]



