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Legislative Assembly of Alberta

Title: Wednesday, March 8, 2000 1:30 p.m.
Date: 00/03/08

[The Speaker in the chair]

head:  Prayers
THE SPEAKER: Good afternoon.

Let us pray.  O Lord, we give thanks for the bounty of our
province: our land, our resources, and our people.  We pledge
ourselves to act as good stewards on behalf of all Albertans.  Amen.

Please be seated.

head:  Introduction of Visitors
THE SPEAKER: The hon. the Premier.

MR. KLEIN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  The visitors I was to
introduce have not arrived yet, so I beg your indulgence to have the
opportunity to introduce them under Introduction of Guests.

Thank you.

head:  Presenting Petitions
THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Calgary-Lougheed.

MS GRAHAM: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  As chairman of the
Standing Committee on Private Bills I beg leave this afternoon to
present the following petitions that have been received for private
bills under Standing Order 93(2):
(1) the petition of the Grand Lodge of the Benevolent and Protective

Order of Elks of the Dominion of Canada for the Benevolent and
Protective Order of Elks of the Province of Alberta Repeal Act;

(2) the petition of William Roper Hull Child and Family Services
for the William Roper Hull Child and Family Services Amend-
ment Act, 2000;

(3) the petition of the town of Pincher Creek and the municipal
district of Pincher Creek No. 9 for the Westcastle Development
Authority Repeal Act;

(4) the petition of Larry Gilchrist on behalf of the Calgary Munici-
pal Heritage Properties Authority for the Calgary Municipal
Heritage Properties Authority Amendment Act, 2000;

(5) the petition of the Calgary Foundation for the repeal and
replacement of the Calgary Foundation Act.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Ellerslie.

MS CARLSON: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  It’s a pleasure for me to
present a petition to the Assembly today signed by 238 residents of
Edmonton, Spruce Grove, and Legal, all of whom “urge the
government to stop promoting private health care and undermining
[the] public health care [system].”

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Manning.

MR. GIBBONS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I have a petition
supporting public health care in Alberta urging the government “to
stop promoting private health care and undermining [the] public
health care [system].”  This is on behalf of 227 people from Alberta
from the Edmonton area, Leduc, Sherwood Park, Plamondon, Jarvie,
Westlock, Drayton Valley, Edson, St. Albert, Cold Lake, Beaumont,
and the town of Gibbons.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

MRS. SOETAERT: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.  I, too,
have a petition signed by 220 people from the Edmonton, Spruce
Grove, and Stony Plain area.  These people are petitioning the
Legislative Assembly to urge the government of Alberta “to stop
promoting private health care and undermining public health care.”

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Glenora.

MR. SAPERS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  It’s my pleasure to present
to the Assembly on behalf of 234 residents of Edmonton, Gibbons,
and Sherwood Park, citizens who will not be manipulated by
government propaganda, who have signed a petition urging the
government “to stop promoting private health care and undermining
public health care.”

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Mill Woods.

DR. MASSEY: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  With permission I’d
present a petition signed by 219 citizens from Edmonton, Sherwood
Park, and Beaumont urging the government “to stop promoting
private health care and undermining [the] public health care [sys-
tem].”

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona.

DR. PANNU: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I’m pleased to present a
petition signed by 595 Albertans; 354 of these are University of
Alberta students.  Their signatures were collected by Melissa
Johnson, whom I’ll be introducing to the House a little later on.  She
collected these signatures within a week.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

head:  Reading and Receiving Petitions

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Norwood.

MS OLSEN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I would request that the
petition I presented to the House yesterday be now read back.

THE CLERK:
We the undersigned citizens of Alberta petition the Legislative
Assembly to urge the government of Alberta to stop promoting
private health care and undermining public health care.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Glengarry.

MR. BONNER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  With your permission I
would ask that the petition I presented yesterday to the Legislative
Assembly be now read and received.

THE CLERK:
We the undersigned citizens of Alberta petition the Legislative
Assembly to urge the government to stop promoting private health
care and undermining public health care.

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

MRS. SOETAERT: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I, too, would ask that
the petition I presented the other day regarding the privatization of
health care be now read and received.
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THE CLERK:
We the undersigned citizens of Alberta petition the Legislative
Assembly to urge the government to stop promoting private health
care and undermining public health care.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Glenora.

MR. SAPERS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I would ask that the
petition which I presented to this Assembly yesterday urging the
government to stop the move towards privatizing health care now be
read and received.

THE CLERK:
We the undersigned citizens of Alberta petition the Legislative
Assembly to urge the government to stop promoting private health
care and undermining public health care.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

MR. MacDONALD: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I would like to have
the petition that I presented to the Legislative Assembly on March
7 concerning privatization of health care now read and received.

Thank you.

THE CLERK:
We the undersigned citizens of Alberta petition the Legislative
Assembly to urge the government to stop promoting private health
care and undermining public health care.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Manning.

MR. GIBBONS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I’d ask that the petition
I introduced yesterday with respect to support for public health care
be now read and received.

THE CLERK:
We the undersigned citizens of Alberta petition the Legislative
Assembly to urge the government to stop promoting private health
care and undermining public health care.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Mill Woods.

DR. MASSEY: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  With your permission I
request that the petition I presented on March 7 now be read and
received.

THE CLERK:
We the undersigned citizens of Alberta petition the Legislative
Assembly to urge the government of Alberta to stop promoting
private health care and undermining public health care.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre.

MS BLAKEMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I would ask that the
petition I presented on March 7 regarding private health care be now
read and received.

THE CLERK:
We the undersigned citizens of Alberta petition the Legislative
Assembly to urge the government of Alberta to stop promoting
private health care and undermining public health care.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona.

DR. PANNU: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I would ask that the petition

I presented yesterday signed by 241 Albertans calling on this
Assembly to ban private, for-profit hospitals be now read and
received.

THE CLERK:
We the undersigned residents of the province of Alberta hereby
petition the Legislative Assembly of Alberta to pass a Bill banning
private for-profit hospitals in Alberta so that the integrity of the
public, universal health care system may be maintained.

head:  Tabling Returns and Reports
THE SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Agriculture, Food and Rural
Development.

MR. LUND: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I’m pleased to table today six
copies of the following four documents: under the Brand Act, the
annual report of the delegated authority for 1998-99; under the Stray
Animals Act, the annual report of the delegated authority for 1998-
99; under the Livestock Identification and Brand Inspection Act, the
annual report for the delegated authority for 1998-99; and under the
Livestock and Livestock Products Act, the annual report of the
delegated authority for 1998-99.

MRS. McCLELLAN: Mr. Speaker, I’m pleased to table today a
letter that I’ve written to Mr. Murdoch Davis, the editor-in-chief of
the Edmonton Journal.  This letter is to correct some misinformation
generated by a recent Caledon Institute of Social Policy paper that
was in an article: “For-profit hospitals raise health costs, think tank
says.”  This will cover NAFTA, WTO, and provincial jurisdiction
and responsibility.
1:40

MR. LOUGHEED: I’m pleased to table five copies of the quarterly
newsletter for the Premier’s Council on the Status of Persons with
Disabilities.  A copy can be obtained by any Albertan by calling 1-
800-272-8841.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona.

DR. PANNU: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I’ve got two tablings today.
I’ve got a set of 11 letters all written by Edmontonians to this
government asking it to drop Bill 11 and ban private, for-profit
hospitals under any name.

The second tabling is the appropriate copies and relevant attach-
ments of a letter that I’ve written this morning to Robert Clark,
Ethics Commissioner, asking him to investigate the possible breach
of the Conflicts of Interest Act by the Member for Calgary-Currie.
Your office has also been delivered a copy of it, Mr. Speaker, as I
speak.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Ellerslie.

MS CARLSON: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I have three tablings
today.  They are from Diane Casimir and Sandy Schultz of Calgary
and Gillian Cardwell of Cochrane.  All three people are adamantly
opposed to the proposed development in the Spray Valley.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Meadowlark.

MS LEIBOVICI: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I have the appropriate
number of copies of a letter that I’ve written to the Premier wherein
I request that he clarify the contradiction by his caucus with regard
to the five principles of the Canada Health Act.

Thank you.
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THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Spruce Grove-Sturgeon-St.
Albert.

MRS. SOETAERT: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I have the appropriate
number of copies of letters from Michael Geis, Ruth Arkless, Dennis
Faust, and Randy Laing, all expressing their concerns that they do
not want their tax dollars to go to profits for shareholders of private,
for-profit hospitals.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre.

MS BLAKEMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I’d like to table five
copies of a document in which the Premier promises to continue his
support of all seniors in Alberta, that promise made May 1, 1993.

Thank you.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

MR. MacDONALD: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I have two tablings
this afternoon.  The first one is a letter that I wrote in August of 1999
to the Hon. Stockwell Day requesting that the provincial government
consider a reduction in the 9 cent per litre provincial fuel tax as a
means of offering Albertans tax relief from rising gasoline prices.

The second tabling is a very interesting document for all members
of the House.  It is dated September 16, 1991.  It is from Alberta
consumer and corporate affairs, and it indicates that both the Alberta
Research Council and the department of labour were looking at the
durability of pine shakes in that year.

Thank you.

MR. JONSON: Mr. Speaker, I’d like to table five copies of a letter
from Mr. Peter Lown, chair of the Alberta Law Reform Institute.
This letter points out the very great similarity between Bill 11, the
Health Care Protection Act, and the legislation passed in 1996 in
Saskatchewan.  The letter goes on to highlight additional protections
in Alberta’s legislation.

Further, Mr. Speaker, I would like to table five copies of the
Health Facilities Licensing Act.  The Saskatchewan legislation was
passed in 1996 and proclaimed in 1998 and gives the Saskatchewan
government the authority and process to license private health and
surgical facilities in the province.

THE SPEAKER: Hon. members, I’d like to table an agreement by
the House leader of the government of Alberta and the House Leader
of Her Majesty’s Loyal Opposition and the interim leader and House
leader of the third party in the House and the independent member
for Edmonton-Castle Downs dated March 6, 2000, and entitled
Designated Supply Subcommittee Agreement.  The chair would
remind all members that this agreement is to be read in conjunction
with the Standing Orders of the Legislative Assembly of the
province of Alberta, which of course take precedence.

To the hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar, the hon. member
was in the House yesterday when the chair indicated very, very
directly that henceforth in this Assembly individual names will not
be used, and we will refer to the proper title and/or the constituency
of the hon. member.  I will interject and rise immediately when an
hon. member says somebody’s personal name.  You know what the
rules are.

head:  Introduction of Guests

MR. KLEIN: Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to introduce to you and
through you to members of the Assembly the Hon. Marc Racicot,

governor of the state of Montana.  The governor is visiting our
province today to sign a memorandum of understanding between
Alberta and Montana that commits our two jurisdictions to work
together on common issues.  Accompanying him today are Dr. Peter
Blouke, state director of Montana’s Department of Commerce; Mr.
Ralph Peck, state director of Montana’s Department of Agriculture;
Mr. Mark Bisom, director of the office of trade and international
relations within the Montana Department of Commerce; Mr. Stephen
Maly, research analyst in Montana’s legislative services division;
and Ms Lisa Bobbie Schreiber Hughes, who has served for some
time as Alberta’s consul general of the United States of America.

Today’s signing builds on a close and productive relationship
between Alberta and Montana, and I’m pleased that Governor
Racicot and his party are here today to mark the occasion.  I would
ask our honoured guests, seated in your gallery, Mr. Speaker, to
please rise and receive the traditional warm welcome of our
Assembly.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Justice and Attorney General.

MR. HANCOCK: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  It’s my pleasure today
to introduce to you and through you to members of this Assembly a
constituent of mine, Kunal Kaliandasani, who is job shadowing me
today.  Kunal is a grade 12 student enrolled in the international
baccalaureate program at Harry Ainlay high school.  He’s seated in
the members’ gallery, and I’d ask that he rise and receive the
traditional warm welcome of the House.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Glengarry.

MR. BONNER: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.  I’d like to
introduce to you and through you 66 outstanding grade 6 students
from St. Matthews Catholic elementary school.  They’re accompa-
nied today by their teachers, Ms Rena Hanchuk, Mr. Ihor Karpa, and
Mr. Luigi Cuglietta.  I also would like to introduce parent and
teacher aides Mrs. Debbie Caputo, Ms Marian Remenda, and Mr.
Steven Yeo.  They’re seated in both the public and the members’
galleries.  With your permission I would ask that they now rise and
receive the traditional warm welcome of the House.

Thank you.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Whitecourt-Ste. Anne.

MR. TRYNCHY: Thank you.  On your behalf, Mr. Speaker, I would
like to introduce to the Legislative Assembly this afternoon 23 grade
6 students from the Neerlandia public Christian school.  They’re
accompanied by teachers and group leaders Mr. Jim Bosma, Mrs.
Shirley Blum, Mrs. Sheryl Krikke, Mr. Albert Mast, Mrs. Wilma
Slomp, Mrs. Jeannette Bosma, and Mrs. Johanne Leonard with her
preschooler daughter Stephanie Leonard.  They’re seated in the
members’ gallery.  I would ask them to rise and receive the warm
welcome of this Assembly.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Grande Prairie-Wapiti.

MR. JACQUES: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  It’s my pleasure today to
introduce to you and through to Members of the Legislative
Assembly two grade 6 classes from Swanavon school in my
constituency of Grande Prairie-Wapiti.  They are accompanied today
by principal Lance Therrien, teacher Jay Smith, student teachers
Christine Watson and Kerry Spicer, parents Mrs. Cunningham and
Mr. Stretch, and teacher Marlyss Paszkowski, and yes, her husband
is our colleague the MLA for Grande Prairie-Smoky and the
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Minister of Municipal Affairs.  They are seated in the members’
gallery, I believe.  I would ask them to please rise and receive the
warm welcome of the Assembly.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Ellerslie.

MS CARLSON: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  It gives me great pleasure
to introduce to you and through you to members of the House Maya
Fujii, a 17-year-old Japanese exchange student who is spending a
year in Edmonton as a guest of the Rotary Club of Edmonton
Gateway.  Maya is attending grade 10 at Louis St. Laurent high
school, and in the true spirit of Rotary she is volunteering as a ski
instructor with the Alberta Disabled Skiers Association and working
with the children at the Garneau after school care program.  I would
ask that she now rise and receive the traditional warm welcome of
this Assembly.
1:50

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Gaming.

MR. SMITH: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  It’s a great pleasure for me
today to introduce through you to the Assembly a person I have a
great amount of pride in, actually another elected official of the
Smith family.  She is a school trustee with the Foothills school
division just south of Calgary.  I would ask Kimberly to stand – she
is accompanied by her mother – and receive the warm welcome of
the Assembly.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford.

MR. WICKMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I’d like to introduce
through you to Members of the Legislative Assembly a hardworking
individual, a businessman in the city who holds the distinction of
being the current president of the Alberta Liberal Party.  If Rick
Miller would stand and receive the warm welcome of the House, all
sides of the House.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona.

DR. PANNU: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I’m delighted to introduce
two young Albertans, both of whom are sitting in the public gallery.
One of them, Melissa Johnson, is my constituent and a graduate
student at the University of Alberta.  Between her classes she was
able to collect 354 signatures on a petition to this Assembly calling
on it to ban private, for-profit hospitals.  She is accompanied by
Brent Tychy.  I’m pleased to introduce him to the Assembly as
someone who went to elementary school with one of my nephews.
With your permission I’ll ask the guests to rise and receive the warm
welcome of the Assembly.

head:  Oral Question Period
THE SPEAKER: Hon. members, let’s please try and pay very
careful attention to the rules of decorum.

The hon. Leader of the Official Opposition.

Private Health Services

MRS. MacBETH: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  Yesterday the Premier
claimed that he had consulted with health care economists about his
private hospitals bill.  Well-respected, impartial health care econo-
mists from across Canada are giving the Premier’s private hospitals
scheme the thumbs-down, just like Albertans right across this
province.  The only person deluded by this government’s propa-

ganda campaign of spreading malicious misinformation is the
Premier himself.  My questions are to the Premier.  Why should
Albertans believe the Premier when even these economists are
questioning what his motivation is for putting the entire Canadian
health care system at risk?

MR. KLEIN: Well, first of all, Mr. Speaker, there is no private
hospital scheme.  There is the protection of health care in this
province, the publicly funded system as we know it.

Relative to the consultation I alluded to widespread consultation.
There have been reports on both sides of this issue.  There have been
studies.  There have been opinions.  I would remind the hon. leader
of the Liberal opposition that we initiated that consultation.  We
initiated first with the blue-ribbon panel report, then with the policy
statement that was sent out for the comments of all Albertans and all
Canadians for that matter.  Indeed, there has been tremendous
consultation on this particular bill.

I would remind the hon. leader of the Liberal opposition that this
has nothing to do with private hospitals or private, for-profit
hospitals as she so falsely proclaims, Mr. Speaker.  It has something
to do with the bill called the Health Care Protection Act.

MRS. MacBETH: Mr. Speaker, why should Albertans believe this
Premier when these economists are saying that the only people who
will benefit are a few health care providers who stand to make
windfall profits off the taxpayer?

MR. KLEIN: Mr. Speaker, I don’t know if these economists have
read the bill, but the bill is quite clear.  Quite clear.  Anything,
everything that is done in the context of delivering health care
services has to be done within the parameters of the Canada Health
Act and within the parameters of the very, very stringent rules of the
College of the Physicians and Surgeons and the very strict and
stringent rules and regulations related to Alberta health care.

MRS. MacBETH: Mr. Speaker, the Premier’s deluding himself.
Given that doctors, economists, and Albertans all see through his

private hospitals scheme, why would anyone believe this Premier?

MR. KLEIN: No.  The only person deluding herself is the hon.
leader of the Liberal opposition, Mr. Speaker.  The proof of her
delusions is in the statements that she and members of her party,
aided and abetted by the Friends of Medicare and the NDs and the
Canadian Union of Public Employees – the proof is in this state-
ment.  Two days ago she said that the government is spending $3
million to promote Bill 11.  That’s not true.  That is not true.  She
must have gone to bed the night before and woke up and said: well,
$3 million is a good number; you know, I can pick it out of my
dreams and bring it to the Legislative Assembly the next day.

She said that Albertans want answers and the government is afraid
to give them.  Well, that flies in the face of our phone-line ads, our
web site, and the what we’ve heard document that answers most of
the frequently asked questions.

She says: it looks like private operators bleeding red ink are
pressuring the government to ram this legislation through.  Nobody
is pressuring us.  This legislation comes about as a result of a request
of the College of Physicians and Surgeons.  She has alluded to
special interest groups, but she hasn’t had the courage to name any
of them.

She said that the Alberta government has reduced health care
services and funding for health care.  That simply is not true.  We
have increased health care spending by 40 percent.

Mr. Speaker, here’s the greatest delusion of all.  She says that the
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Premier is waging a propaganda campaign with public money on a
scale never before seen in this province.  Not true.  The Getty
government, of which she was a member, a member who spent over
a million dollars promoting free trade – and, by the way, it’s the
same people opposing the bill that opposed free trade – and well
over a million dollars promoting the Charlottetown accord.

Speaker’s Ruling
Oral Question Period Rules

THE SPEAKER: A plea again.  A plea again to the question of
decorum and the rules that everyone knows are there: rules about not
naming individuals; rules about no preambles to supplementary
questions; shouting, I guess; heckling; short answers; long questions;
nonconfrontational questions; no debate in the questions; no debate
in the answers.  Boy, we can go through this time and time again, but
let’s proceed and do the honour that we should do to the citizens of
Alberta, who have placed their trust in us by electing us to come
here and conduct their affairs.

The hon. Leader of the Official Opposition.

Private Health Services
(continued)

MRS. MacBETH: Mr. Speaker, it’s not only economists and
physicians who are saying that this plan is fatally flawed.  It’s
members of the Premier’s own caucus.  The Member for Calgary-
Glenmore, a member of the truth squads, has admitted that the
Premier’s private hospitals bill will result in a whole new layer of
bureaucracy and administration.  My first question is: when will this
Premier stop deluding himself and admit that his private hospitals
scheme is going to cost the taxpayers more?
2:00

MR. KLEIN: I’m not deluding myself, Mr. Speaker, because there
is no private hospitals scheme.  There is the Health Care Protection
Act.

MRS. MacBETH: Mr. Speaker, how much will the new layer of
bureaucracy cost the taxpayers of this province to administer these
private hospitals?

MR. KLEIN: No private hospitals, Mr. Speaker, so I assume there
will be no new layers of bureaucracy.

MRS. MacBETH: Mr. Speaker, why should Albertans be forced to
pay these extra costs just so the Premier can use tax dollars to
subsidize a few private operators?

MR. KLEIN: Mr. Speaker, if the hon. member would read the bill,
she will find out that no one under the publicly funded system will
be denied health care services.  The only card that they will need is
their health care insurance card.  So I don’t know what she’s talking
about in terms of extra costs.

MRS. MacBETH: Mr. Speaker, Albertans know that their tax dollars
are going to be going to these operators and it’s going to cost them
more.

Let’s talk about special interests.  Who’s pulling the Premier’s
strings?  Is it private hospital owners?  Is it health care insurance
providers?  Is it the providers of private health care services?  Who’s
pulling the Premier’s strings?

MR. KLEIN: Quite simply, Mr. Speaker, nobody is pulling my
strings or the strings of anyone else in this caucus.  This bill is

predicated on what is the right thing to do.  I guess if anyone is
pulling strings, it would be the College of Physicians and Surgeons,
a very esteemed organization that encouraged us to go ahead with
this legislation.

MRS. MacBETH: Mr. Speaker, will the Premier admit that these
companies stand to make a windfall profit right out of the pockets of
taxpayers?

MR. KLEIN: No, I don’t think anyone’s going to make windfall
profits, Mr. Speaker.  The legislation certainly isn’t set up to allow
that to happen.  Windfall profits are reaped by those that have
private hospitals, American style private hospitals, where people
with a lot of money can jump the queue and get better treatment.
That’s what it’s all about.  We’re trying to protect against that.  The
whole intent of this bill is to protect against that, but she doesn’t like
the bill, so she must be in support of private, for-profit hospitals.

MRS. MacBETH: Mr. Speaker, will this Premier call an election so
that Albertans can decide between us, the party that wants to protect
and innovate within medicare, and this Premier, who is setting out
to destroy it?

MR. KLEIN: We’re not setting out to destroy it at all.  That’s why
we had the courage and that’s why we had the openness to send this
bill out to every household in the province, Mr. Speaker.  If we had
something to hide, if we had something to be afraid of, we would
have kept this from the public.  It would have been strictly limited
to the legislative Chamber.  We wouldn’t have warned people that
this was coming out.  We wouldn’t have engaged the people in the
debate through the policy statement.

As to the election, Mr. Speaker, there will be an election soon
enough.  The last time I faced the hon. leader of the Liberal opposi-
tion was during the leadership campaign.  She didn’t like the
outcome, and if we have an election, she won’t like the outcome
there either.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. interim leader of the third party.

DR. PANNU: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  The chief physician of the
Calgary regional health authority, that is CRHA, has an ownership
interest in a private, for-profit clinic that has a CRHA contract, as do
the chiefs of ophthalmology and radiology.  The head of orthopedic
surgery at Foothills hospital has an ownership interest in HRG, and
HRG is aggressively lobbying for CRHA contracts and for the
approval of Bill 11.  My questions are to the Premier.  Mr. Premier,
why does Bill 11 do nothing to put a stop to these blatant conflicts
of interest?

MR. KLEIN: Mr. Speaker, there are conflict rules that I believe
apply to the RHAs relative to the specific instances to which the hon.
member alludes.  I’ll have the Minister of Health and Wellness
respond.

MR. JONSON: Mr. Speaker, when the chief of staff – I believe
that’s the title – for the medical profession in the Calgary regional
health authority was appointed or even considered for appointment,
he made it quite clear that he had interests in I believe it was a
diagnostic clinic or radiology lab.  That was made public in Calgary.
It was well known.  It was noted when the Calgary regional health
authority deliberated over the various candidates for the job.

Mr. Speaker, the second thing is that the Calgary regional health
authority has adopted a clear procedure or protocol whereby when
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it comes to any consideration of contracts, not particularly the
doctors’ but all contracts, he is absent from those particular discus-
sions.  He concentrates his work on co-ordinating and leading and
being the chief of staff for the professional doctors in Calgary.

DR. PANNU: Mr. Speaker, the answer isn’t given to my question.
I’m saying: why is there no such provision in Bill 11?

Let me ask another question of the Premier.  If the government
wouldn’t allow senior officials in the Department of Infrastructure
to own companies bidding on paving contracts, then why is a
comparable situation tolerated in the Calgary regional health
authority?

MR. KLEIN: Well, Mr. Speaker, as the hon. Minister of Health and
Wellness pointed out, they have some rules within the Calgary
regional health authority that deal with these issues of conflict or
perceived conflict.

DR. PANNU: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  My last question to the
Premier: how can the Premier justify letting the Member for
Calgary-Currie pose questions designed to promote public accep-
tance of Bill 11 when the member’s spouse stands to financially
benefit from the approval of Bill 11?

Speaker’s Ruling
Matters Referred to Ethics Commissioner

THE SPEAKER: Hon. member, sit down.  The hon. member tabled
a document in the House, and I would refer the hon. member to the
Conflicts of Interest Act of the province of Alberta, section 22(6)

Where a matter has been referred to the Ethics Commissioner under
subsection (1), (3) or (4), neither the Legislative Assembly nor a
committee of the Assembly shall inquire into the matter.

I understand that the hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona has
referred a matter to the Ethics Commissioner, and in listening to the
words of the question addressed by the hon. member, he would be
in violation of section 22(6) of the Conflicts of Interest Act in this
House.

The hon. Member for West Yellowhead, followed by the hon.
Member for Edmonton-Glengarry.

2:10 Gasoline Prices

MR. STRANG: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.  Oil prices
continue to rise even though we hear that OPEC will continue action
to try and stabilize it.  Yesterday the price of oil closed at $33.98
U.S. per barrel.  Because of that high price of oil, gasoline prices are
skyrocketing.  For instance, in the town of Hinton today we’re at
67.9.  That causes a lot of concern for my citizens and I’m sure for
the rest of Alberta.  To the Minister of Resource Development: why
is the price of oil continuing to rise?

DR. WEST: Mr. Speaker, this question is . . . [interjections]

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Resource Development has
the floor.

DR. WEST: Mr. Speaker, we have answered questions in this House
regarding the price of a barrel of oil and a litre of gasoline, but I
think the simple answer will be that it’s supply and demand at the
present time.  On March 2 Venezuela and Mexico and the OPEC
nations met and projected that they would increase production by 1.2
million barrels a day.  It looks now as if this will not catch up in time
to the undersupply that is in the world today.  I think that the
economists and those working on the volumes of oil that are present

in the world have probably underestimated the demand that’s going
on, not only in North America but throughout the world.  Some other
measure is going to have to be taken in the future to curb the
undersupply and therefore bring the price of a barrel of oil probably
more in line with what consumers can afford, to say the short form
of it.

The other thing is that – perhaps the Treasurer doesn’t agree with
me – these prices probably are not healthy for the industry either.
We’d be better off with a stabilized rate of anywhere from $21 to
$25 a barrel.  I know that sounds like blasphemy coming from the
minister of energy.

The world is going to address this, and I’ll be interested to hear
what the supplemental question is.

THE SPEAKER: Hon. member, there may not be a supplemental
question if we’re seeking another opinion, which violates 409.

MR. STRANG: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  My first supplemental
question is to the hon. Treasurer.  We know that there is a large
component of final tax on gasoline.  What are we going to do to try
and reduce the tax on a litre of gasoline?

Thank you.

MR. DAY: Mr. Speaker, the member is quite correct.  Tax makes
up, depending on which province you’re looking at, about 45 percent
of the cost of a litre.  You know, in Alberta we have the lowest tax
per litre of any other government, but that still doesn’t take the sting
out of things at the pump when consumers are there.  When we’re
filling our tank, you still feel the very clear pinch of those high
prices.

We have in the province 9 cents per litre as a provincial tax.  The
federal government has about 10 cents for an excise tax, and then
what is particularly odious is the fact that the GST federally is
applied to all of the taxes and to all of the costs.  So as the price of
oil goes up, the federal government takes a greater share of that
increase.  In Alberta, as far as the gas tax, we don’t take in more
because the price goes up.  We still only take 9 cents per litre.  So
there’s a real difficulty there.

I’m hoping the federal government may be interested in a
discussion.  You know, they are often quick to come out with a
matching program where they say: we’ll spend this much; you
provinces spend this much.  Would they be willing to get into a
discussion saying: “We’ll reduce federal taxes this much.  Will
provinces reduce taxes with us?”  It might be a good discussion.

MR. STRANG: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  My second supplemental
question is also to the same minister.  What has the Provincial
Treasurer done to communicate this message to the federal govern-
ment?

MR. DAY: Mr. Speaker, especially in this area of GST it’s really
irritating to think that the federal government would capitalize in an
increasing way as the price per barrel of oil goes up and therefore
gasoline goes up.  By tacking on that 7 percent GST, they’re just
raking it in at an increased level, and we’ve got some problems with
that.

I have recently communicated to Mr. Martin in writing on this to
see if we can engage in the discussion.  I understand that he’s in his
offices in Ottawa on Tuesday.  He’s been right here in Alberta
yesterday and today, I think, and he’s touring the country.  I want to
see what he thinks of some initial thoughts and proposals that I have
already sent to him on that particular question.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Glengarry,
followed by the hon. Member for Calgary-Mountain View.
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Private Health Services
(continued)

MR. BONNER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  Doctors don’t want this
private hospitals scheme.  Economists don’t want it.  Albertans don’t
want it.  The only conclusion is that the Premier’s strings are being
pulled by those special interest backers who stand to benefit from
this policy.  Albertans just don’t trust this Premier anymore.  To the
Premier: given that all the evidence shows that waiting lists won’t go
down, why is this Premier doing it?

MR. KLEIN: Mr. Speaker, there is no private hospital scheme.
There is the Alberta Health Care Protection Act, a bill that has
received first reading in this Legislature and a bill that will proceed
to protect public health as we know it today, to make sure that all
medical practices are within the parameters of the Canada Health
Act, to make sure that there are strict rules and regulations relative
to surgical clinics, including the 47 that exist today.

That’s what it’s all about.  There is no private hospital scheme.
As a matter of fact, the very first sentence following the preamble
says: “No person shall operate a private hospital in Alberta.”  There
is no private hospital scheme.  Mr. Speaker, I will repeat it.  There
is no private hospital scheme.

MR. BONNER: Mr. Speaker, given that the Premier used hip
replacements to justify private hospitals and now we learn that these
won’t be allowed, why does the Premier still insist on putting his
approved surgical facilities, also known as private hospitals, in
place?

MR. KLEIN: They are not also known as private hospitals.  They are
known as surgical facilities.  Mr. Speaker, this is simply another
untruth.  This is part of the malicious misinformation campaign
being conducted by the Liberal opposition.  When they use “private
hospitals,” they are saying something that is absolutely contradictory
to what is in this act, which specifically states that “no person shall
operate a private hospital in Alberta.”

Relative to hip replacements or any other procedure the bill quite
clearly states that whatever is allowed in a private surgical facility,
including the 47 that exist today, including the 38 that were
approved by the hon. leader of the Liberal opposition when she was
minister of health – it will be up to the college to determine what can
be done in a surgical clinic.

This hon. member who asked the question is not a medical doctor;
he doesn’t know.  I am not a medical doctor; I don’t know.  I can’t
offer a medical opinion as to what will be allowed or what will not
be allowed.  That’s why the bill leaves these questions of a medical
nature up to the people who are best able to answer them, and those
people are on the board and are members of the College of Physi-
cians and Surgeons.

MR. BONNER: Mr. Speaker, given that the only people who will
benefit are private hospital owners, will the Premier admit that this
is why he is doing it?  For their benefit?
2:20

MR. KLEIN: Mr. Speaker, again the question is absolutely irrelevant
because it alludes to private hospitals, and the bill before this
Legislature now says quite simply that “no person shall operate a
private hospital in Alberta.”  So the question is irrelevant.

THE SPEAKER: The Member for Calgary-Mountain View,
followed by the hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre.

Federal Taxation of Resource Industries

MR. HLADY: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  Once again the oil and gas
industry is under attack from the federal Liberal government.  The
federal government brought down its budget last week, and it
appears that there are some changes with regard to corporate taxes
that help other industries but not the resource industries.  My first
question is to the Minister of Resource Development.  Could the
minister please explain what changes the federal government has
made in its budget that affect the resource sector?

DR. WEST: Mr. Speaker, the federal government on February 28
brought out a very covered up change to the corporate tax structure
in Canada, moving it from 28 percent to 21 percent for all corporate
entities but not including that in the nonrenewable natural resource
industries.  In doing so, they failed to realize a hard-fought battle
that we had in June of 1975 in which the federal government
acknowledged a resource allowance that put in place a 25 percent
discount for resource industries for the risk and cost of production
that also recognized the provincial government’s room to impose
Crown royalties and mining taxes and also recognized in Canada
once and for all the provincial ownership and management of
nonrenewable resources.  Putting this in this budget was a sham.

MR. HLADY: Mr. Speaker, my second question is also to the
Resource Development minister.  Could the minister please advise
the Assembly about the effect of this change on Alberta’s oil and gas
industry?

DR. WEST: Mr. Speaker, last night I talked to the Finance minister
of Canada, the Hon. Paul Martin, and I indicated to him that if there
isn’t a reconsideration of this, this is going to cost hundreds of
millions of dollars to this industry.  The equity markets that are out
there that invest in the stocks in these companies do not understand
that we wouldn’t recognize the risk of the cyclical nature of resource
industries as far as the product price as well as the basin that they
work in.

Mr. Martin said that they would reconsider this and talk with the
Canadian Association of Petroleum Producers tomorrow and on
Friday.  As well, I am sure the Provincial Treasurer will be having
a severe talk with Mr. Martin.

MR. HLADY: My final question, Mr. Speaker, is to the Provincial
Treasurer.  Could the hon. Treasurer advise the Assembly what
action he has taken in response to this action by the federal govern-
ment and the federal Finance minister, who was in Edmonton
yesterday?

MR. DAY: Mr. Speaker, I have had communication with the federal
Finance minister on this in a couple of different ways.  I have
expressed a concern about how the whole problem has developed,
the fact that we came across this problem literally in the late hours
of the day on which the federal budget was tabled in going through
the federal budget.  We’d already given the federal minister credit
for some of the positive things that the Liberal federal government
did.  In literally going through the appendix, here there was a
footnote relating to the very problem that the minister of resources
just talked about.

So I’ve communicated our concerns to the federal minister about
how we found out about it, the lack of communication, and as
recently as yesterday was on the phone with the federal minister
while he was here in town.  I’m going to take him at his word.  He
appeared to be very sincere in saying that a problem has developed
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and that he would like to sit down and work this problem out in all
sincerity.  So I’m going to hold him to that commitment.

I’ve also sent correspondence to him, which I can’t quote here
today in fairness to him, because I’d have to table it, until he has a
chance to get back to his office.  I want him to take a look at it.  So
we’ve got a clear commitment from the federal minister that we will
sit down with officials and with industry experts to make sure we
can get this problem resolved.  [interjections]

THE SPEAKER: Hon. Member for Spruce Grove-Sturgeon-St.
Albert, hon. Member for Edmonton-Glengarry: I’ll recognize either
one of you if you want to get involved in the question period.

The hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre, followed by the hon.
Member for Peace River.

Private Health Services
(continued)

MS BLAKEMAN: Thank you.  Mr. Speaker, after six years of
attacks on their programs the Premier is now threatening the single
issue that means the most to seniors and their families: access to
public health care, not higher costs and longer waiting lists.  The
effects of Bill 11 will hit senior citizens the soonest because the push
is to have surgeries that affect seniors the most privatized first,
surgeries like cataracts.  My questions are to the Premier.  Given that
seniors who failed to anticipate and negotiate health care premium
coverage in retirement packages six years ago are now paying over
$800 per year in health premiums, what sort of private health care
insurance premiums should current and soon-to-be seniors budget
for in planning for their retirement?

MR. KLEIN: Mr. Speaker, the hon. member knows very well that
health care premiums for seniors are geared to income.  By and large
the minority of seniors pay full premium for health care services,
and those are seniors who are deemed to be very well-off.

MS BLAKEMAN: My next question is also to the Premier.  Given
that in ’93 the Premier promised to support seniors and then within
one year had shredded the seniors’ report, delisted over-the-counter
drugs from Blue Cross, and slashed rent and property tax assistance,
can the Premier give seniors a single reason why they should not
expect to be double-crossed yet again?

MR. KLEIN: Mr. Speaker, if this hon. member would take the time
to travel the country, she’d find out that our seniors’ benefits
programs are the best in all of Canada.  There’s been an additional
10 percent in this year’s budget for seniors’ benefits programs.  If
she doesn’t believe me, travel the country.  I mean, they’ve been
using money for malicious propaganda.  Use it for something useful.
I would challenge her to do her own study, and she will come back
with the determination that we have without doubt the best seniors’
programs in the country.

MR. WOLOSHYN: Mr. Speaker, I’d like to add to that to some
degree.  Fully 180,000 seniors have their health care premiums
looked after to some degree.  That was brought forward early this
morning in Public Accounts.  We are the only province that
addresses lower income seniors through our special-needs program.

AN HON. MEMBER: Broken promises.

MR. WOLOSHYN: Those are not broken promises.
These are programs which were put together where the moneys

were directed at the more needy seniors, and I can state unequivo-
cally in this House – and I’ll be pleased to share comparisons – that
Alberta’s seniors’ benefit program is the best in the country by far.

MS BLAKEMAN: This question is also to the Premier.  Since the
Premier’s Bill 11 mail-out does not include a return address and few
seniors have Internet access, does this mean that the Premier does
not want written responses back from them, or is it a case of: only
the rich need reply? 
2:30

MR. KLEIN: Mr. Speaker, again here is another blatant example of
the Liberals questioning the intelligence of Albertans, another
example of Liberals insulting Albertans by questioning their
intelligence.

Mr. Speaker, the addresses and phone numbers of all MLAs are
in the phone book.  There is a toll-free telephone number that costs
absolutely nothing.  The number is 310-4455.  Pick up the telephone.
It’s free.  Or write a letter to your MLA: the Liberal MLA, the ND
MLA, any of the Conservative MLAs.  We’re all in the phone book.
Most people know how to reach our constituency offices.  My gosh,
they know how reach the Premier’s office; that’s for sure.  They
know how to reach all the ministers’ offices,
because we get tons and tons of mail.

What a ridiculous statement to make.  Again she insults the
intelligence of Albertans.  I think it’s shameful, Mr. Speaker.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Peace River.

Forest Management

MR. FRIEDEL: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  This question is to the
Minister of Environment.  A number of my constituents rely heavily
on the forestry industry for their livelihood. For that reason, they
want to see our forested areas managed in a sustainable manner, not
only for the protection of an essential industry but for our future
generations.  This is an ongoing concern.  I wonder if the minister
can tell us what he’s doing in some of the new initiatives that ensure
that the existing operations will stay viable and sustainable.

MR. MAR: Mr. Speaker, this province recognizes the economic
importance of the forestry industry to Albertans.  At the same time,
Albertans are also recognizing that this resource must be managed
in a manner that is sustainable.

In the province of Alberta, Mr. Speaker, our forest resources are
abundant, but we have to manage them in such a way as to ensure
that they’ll always be abundant.  To do that, the management of our
forests is based on the best available science.  We have to make sure
that we have practices that allow for commercially viable forests in
the province without sacrificing other nontimber values like
recreation, like tourism, and, of course, like wildlife.

The science that we rely upon is based on a number of sources.
The province of Alberta is a partner with the  centres of excellence
in sustainable forest management based out of the University of
Alberta.  We’ve also established the Alberta Forest Management
Science Council, and we of course participate in other activities with
forestry ministers from across Canada.

Mr. Speaker, the most important guiding principle – and I’ll
conclude with this – is that our forest management practices do not
and will not allow the harvesting of forests beyond a forest’s ability
to grow timber.  

MR. FRIEDEL: To the same minister, Mr. Speaker: I wonder if he
can tell us what the ratio of Alberta’s forested cover is compared to
the rate of harvest.
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MR. MAR: Mr. Speaker, my colleague is referring to the green area
of the province.  It comprises 53 percent of the province, and it is
primarily unsettled forested lands that are not available for agricul-
tural development.  I’d like to point out that within this provincially
managed area we do set aside areas that are not harvested; for
example, to recognize that there should be buffers streamside,
wildlife habitat, and, of course, recreation areas.  Those areas are
withdrawn from harvesting.  Also withdrawn from harvesting are our
provincial and national parks, natural areas, and ecological reserves.

As a result of all of those areas that are taken out from harvesting,
only about 2 in 5 hectares within the green area are actually made
available by the government for timber harvesting.  Of these
commercially available forest lands, only 1 percent of the net area
can be harvested annually, and we are a long way from that target.
The last full year available figures that I’ve seen show that in 1997
only .59 percent of these areas were harvested, well within the
sustainable level that has been set by the government.

MR. FRIEDEL: Mr. Speaker, I’d like to direct my last question to
the Associate Minister of Forestry.  I’m wondering if he can tell us
if he would see that any future forest industry projects could threaten
the sustainability of Alberta’s forests and the forest industry.

MR. CARDINAL: Good question, Mr. Speaker.  The Minister of
Environment, of course, touched on that subject a bit earlier.  The
department has a policy of sustained yield management, which
means that we will not be harvesting beyond what the forest would
grow.  That is why we work very, very closely with the Department
of Environment.  There has to be a balance between economic
development and environmental management.  I think we are doing
very well.

Mr. Speaker, I would point out that in Canada the boreal forest
covers over 500 million hectares, and of this area only .01 percent
is harvested.  [interjections]  We are doing very well.  The Liberals
now are asking how many jobs and stuff are created.  It is very . . .

THE SPEAKER: Please, hon. minister.  It was the hon. Member for
Peace River who had the floor, and it’s to him via the Speaker that
one will communicate.

The hon. Member for Edmonton-Manning.

Mental Health Services

MR. GIBBONS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  Plans to revamp the
psychiatric hospitals in Alberta have been described by the Canadian
Mental Health Association as a return to the dark ages solution.  A
report entitled Best Practices in mental health reform, which was
partially funded and endorsed by Alberta Health and Wellness, calls
for community services inpatient beds at a local level and eventual
downsizing of institutions.  To the Minister of Health and Wellness:
has the minister read the recommendations of the report that his own
department is distributing?

MR. JONSON: Mr. Speaker, I am quite aware of it, if it is the report
I think it is from the mental health alliance.  I am quite aware of the
report, and in total I do not think it portrays or gives credit at all to
the changes that have been made over the past few years.

First of all, I think it’s important to note that when reductions were
made of necessity across government back in the 1993-94 period, the
overall budget for mental health was not reduced in this province.

Secondly, it misses I think a very, very important fact, and that is
that the amount of money in our budget in mental health for
community services has been doubled over the last number of years

to this year’s budget, and, Mr. Speaker, the amount of money
committed to hospital care has remained almost constant.  So there’s
definitely been a shift in the resources to community care.

In addition to that, it fails to acknowledge that there has been a
reduction of beds in mental health hospitals across the province.  I
believe the number, if I recall correctly, is 94 that it’s been reduced,
and in some of the capital projects that are planned, there’s a further
reduction of beds, although I would not say that that is a large
further reduction of beds because the need is clearly there for
institutional care, Mr. Speaker.

That is the direction in terms of the financing of mental health that
we have been taking in the province, Mr. Speaker.  I still firmly
maintain that there is a need for hospital care for those people who
unfortunately suffer from mental illness, but the shift and the
direction is just not acknowledged in this report, and I think it should
be.

MR. GIBBONS: My second question to the same minister: will the
minister make a commitment and adopt a mental health system
based on the recommendations of the Best Practices report?

MR. JONSON: Mr. Speaker, I’ve outlined some of the overall
directions in terms of the budget.  I think we are taking the right
direction.  I do not commit to taking all of the recommendations of
that particular report, because I disagree with some of the basic
premises on which it is based.

If the hon. member wants some more specific examples, I can
provide a number of examples in terms of just what is actually being
accomplished with the shift to community care.  Perhaps the time
available to us will not permit me to go over all the different
initiatives, but right here in Edmonton there’s been an increase in
crisis services and psychiatric services available at our hospitals on
an emergency basis.  We have a crisis line that operates 24 hours a
day.  I could go on, but I will just cease at that point.
2:40

MR. GIBBONS: To the same minister.  My concern is that there is
no new money in the community for mental health.  Why is the
minister investing $95 million to rebuild a psychiatric institution in
his own constituency when the community aspect is where it’s
needed?

MR. JONSON: Mr. Speaker, as I’ve indicated, there is a consider-
able increase in the overall spending for community care in this
province.  We’ve been very active through the Alberta Mental
Health Board in linking up with the children’s health initiative or the
school health initiative.  We’ve had compliments, quite frankly, on
the engagement and the activities of the mental health system in
working in conjunction with the school system on that initiative.  So
the direction and the innovation are there in the system.

Quite frankly, Mr. Speaker, I would not apologize for the fact that
there needs to be a capital project in Ponoka.  There is good care
being provided there.  It was the centre of starting telepsychiatry.
The work it does in terms of brain injury is recognized across this
province and across this country in terms of its quality.  It provides
good care, as I said, to a goodly number of people who unfortunately
do need hospitalization.  As far as the condition of the building, it
needs to be rebuilt.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Calgary-Cross.

School Building Utilization

MRS. FRITZ: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  Recently the Minister of
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Infrastructure visited the Clarence Sansom school in Pineridge to
consult with parents as to how the utilization rate formula was
affecting their school.  During the meeting Barb Hadford, Jo-Anne
Teed, Enid Webster, and others expressed their concern that the
Calgary board of education is closing classrooms and schools based
on an archaic 25-year-old formula, where areas such as stages, labs,
computer rooms, and even showers are calculated as classroom
space.  My question today is to the Minister of Infrastructure.  Given
that the minister is reviewing the utilization rate formula for school
use, when will the review be completed?

MR. STELMACH: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  The hon. member is
referring to the recommendations that the government accepted
coming out of the School Facilities Task Force, which was very
capably chaired by the MLA for Innisfail-Sylvan Lake.  In the report
there were 41 recommendations, 39 of which we have accepted, and
one of them is to review the utilization rates and the policy around
utilization in all of their schools.  The completion of that review will
be done as soon as possible, but we’re certainly looking at it for
early summer so that we can put that into the next phase of the plan.

I wish to point out to the hon. member and to all members of the
House that we’ve now started a school facility newsletter, and that
newsletter has gone out to all school boards.  I hope all MLAs have
a copy of it.  It also lists the membership of the committee that will
be doing all of the reviews.

MRS. FRITZ: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker.  Given that the
minister has said that options for revisions to the formula will be
ready for the summer, will the new utilization rate formula be
effective for September of 2000?

MR. STELMACH: Mr. Speaker, my own personal goal is that we
reach conclusion and have it ready for the school year beginning in
the year 2000.

MRS. FRITZ: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  To the same minister.  In
circumstances where a school board rents out space to a charter
school or a children’s services authority, how is that space included
in the utilization formula?

MR. STELMACH: Mr. Speaker, school boards are encouraged to
make full use of their facilities.  When a school board leases surplus
school space to a charter school, the school is considered to be 100
percent utilized, and the board receives all of the regular support
grants.  If the school board leases surplus space to a public agency,
for example a children’s services authority, then the student capacity
of the leased portion is removed from the school board’s total
student capacity, and the board’s overall utilization of the schools in
their jurisdiction increases.

MR. DICKSON: A point of order, Mr. Speaker.

head:  Reading and Receiving Petitions
THE SPEAKER: Hon. members, in 30 seconds from now I’ll call
upon the first of five members to participate.

The hon. Member for Livingstone-Macleod.

Joe Crowshoe

MR. COUTTS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  Joe Crowshoe Sr. was a
ceremonialist and spiritual leader from the great Peigan Nation.  He
passed away on October 28, 1999, at the age of 93 years.  He and his
wife, Josephine, had 11 children and loved their 40 grandchildren,

85 great-grandchildren, and four great-great-grandchildren.
Joe was raised in the Peigan traditional culture and participated at

official ceremonies throughout Alberta and the United States.  He
served for 28 years on the Peigan band council.  He was a founding
member for the farmers’ association for Peigan Nation, the Indian
Affairs education department, and he advised the universities of
Calgary and Lethbridge on native studies that promoted cross-
cultural initiatives.  In 1981 he was a spiritual and cultural adviser
for the UNESCO world heritage site at Head-Smashed-In Buffalo
Jump.

Because of his humanitarianism work the Old Man, as he was
known, was the recipient of a Canadian citation for citizenship, the
Alberta achievement award, an honorary doctorate of humanities
from the University of Montana, the Order of Canada, an honorary
doctorate of laws from the University of Calgary, and the national
aboriginal achievement award for heritage and spirituality.

The Old Man was born in a teepee on the Oldman River and lived
to use a cell phone.  He would have welcomed the return of the
ceremonial bundles to his people.

International Women’s Day

MS BLAKEMAN: Mr. Speaker, today is March 8, International
Women’s Day, and the launch of the World March of Women 2000.
Born from the movement to win the vote for women and the early
trade unionists struggling for better working conditions and wages
for women, International Women’s Day came about after a series of
events in different countries.  Large women’s rallies in the U.S. in
1908, the female garment workers’ strike in 1909, an international
women’s congress in 1910 in Copenhagen, and advocacy from
Russian, Swedish, Danish, American, Swiss, and German women all
contributed to International Women’s Day being held and recog-
nized on March 8.

This year women from over 3,500 groups in 146 countries will be
participating in celebrations, marches, art displays, parades,
festivals, and forums to educate and advocate for improvements in
women’s rights, particularly as it affects poverty and violence
against women.  A signature campaign will run worldwide from
March 8 until the 17th of October, when an expected 10 million
signatures will be delivered to the United Nations.  I urge everyone
to support this and other International Women’s Day 2000 initia-
tives.

Thank you.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Redwater.

2:50 Edmonton Burns Society

MR. BRODA: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  On January 25, 2000, I
joined some 500 men of Scottish descent and supporters at an 80th
anniversary dinner of the Edmonton Burns club.  The club is one of
many groups around the world that celebrate the life of Robert
Burns, a Scottish poet, perhaps best known for writing the words of
Auld Lang Syne.  At noon that day the club unveiled a statue of
Robert Burns in Oliver park, directly opposite the main entrance of
the Macdonald Hotel.  This is the first statue of Burns to be raised in
Alberta and will serve as a permanent tribute to the Scottish pioneers
in this part of the world.

I’d also like to recognize the sculptor, Mr. John Weaver, for his
fine work.  John’s work can be seen throughout Edmonton, most
notably the Wayne Gretzky statue.  On behalf of all Albertans thank
you and congratulations.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Lethbridge-East.
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Chris Spearman

DR. NICOL: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  Individuals can make a
difference.  Lethbridge had the distinction last fall and winter of
having to pay 4 or 5 cents extra for our gas compared to the rest of
the province.  Chris Spearman got together a group of people in
Lethbridge.  They undertook a public relations campaign.  They
communicated with the oil companies.  They communicated with oil
industry associations.  Over a period of weeks they managed to bring
the price of gas in Lethbridge down to or almost equivalent to the
price in the rest of Alberta.  This shows the power that when one
person decides they want to start something, they can do it.

So all the people of Lethbridge I think want to say thank you to
Chris Spearman and the group that he eventually put together to
bring the price of gas down.  Now, I know that some people are
complaining that essentially what he did was bring the price in the
rest of the province up to the level we’re paying in Lethbridge, but
we like to think he did bring our price down.  Thanks, Chris.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona.

International Women’s Day

DR. PANNU: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  Today is International
Women’s Day.  The origins of International Women’s Day can be
traced back to labour strikes by women working in the textile
industry in New York City in 1857 and 1908.  After the 1908 strike
women’s rights became issues of societal concern.  Popular history
tends to focus more on the opinions, actions, and accomplishments
of men than on those of women.  Women in historical accounts seem
invisible, and this invisibility is not because there is an absence of
women in public affairs.  What I note is the absence of their stories
being told.  For generations women have been knocking over walls
and negotiating barriers wherever they have found them, and they
will continue to do so, even though their efforts are often not
acknowledged.

Today a march that is an action that reflects women’s determina-
tion to shake up the powers-that-be will take place.  The World
March of Women 2000, with more than 145 countries represented
and over 2,000 groups signed up to participate, is itself born out of
the experience of the Women’s March against Poverty, which took
place in Quebec City in 1995.  Many events this week are planned
around our province.  I encourage all Albertans to take part in as
many of these events as possible and reaffirm to us that women are
not invisible.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

THE SPEAKER: Two hon. members on points of order.
The hon. Member for Edmonton-Calder.

Point of Order
Oral Question Period Rules

MR. WHITE: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I rise firstly to point out to
you that I raised the point of order as soon as possible under the rule
outlined in Beauchesne 321.  This member rises on three main
questions, and they centre around ministerial competence and the
administrative competence of the answerer, preambles, and urgency.

Sir, I bring to your attention a first main question.  Under
Beauchesne 409(3) “the question ought to seek information and,
therefore, cannot be based upon a hypothesis, cannot seek an
opinion, either legal or otherwise.”  The question centred around the
world price of oil.  Now, in the answer to that very important
question, in another forum perhaps but not this one, contrary to our
rules the answerer went on to say that it is not in his area of compe-

tence, that in fact if he had his druthers, he would have a lower price,
and even went on to say that it would be heresy for this minister to
say such things.  It was in his opinion, clearly in his opinion.  This
is out of order and could have been called out of order immediately,
but as I observed, the chair was trying to allow a full and complete
answer and made mention of that fact shortly thereafter.

Then to compound things, the Member for West Yellowhead rose
in his place for his first supplementary and proceeded with a
preamble to his supplementary, contrary to the rules as set out and
agreed upon by the House leaders.  Now, this side of the House takes
great care not to offend the rules of order in the preparation of these
questions.

The answer to the question had something to do with tying oil
price to the price of fuel in the province of Alberta.  We’re not sure
how the question was interpreted, but the minister then proceeded to
answer way outside of his area of administrative competence.
Presumably, sir, when the rules say that the questioner must ask a
question being within ministerial competence, then it should follow
that the answer should be within that area.  It clearly was not.  We
heard a diatribe – maybe it was opinion; we’re not sure – about the
effects of the federal tax, which was clearly not in the realm of
competence of anyone in this House.  This House does not and
cannot pass federal law, whether it be excise or GST or anything
else.  Then to compound that again, the supplementary question
came back to the same minister, and we were treated to more of the
same.

Sir, the entire exchange offended Beauchesne 409(3), 409(5)
under urgency, and 409(6) under administrative competence.  It is
difficult.  I know you do the best you can to maintain order and to
maintain some semblance of adherence to the rules, but today was
not a banner day for that.  I shall await your ruling.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.

MR. HAVELOCK: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  Let me begin by first
saying that I actually do like and respect the hon. member across the
way.  However, I have never heard a weaker argument with respect
to a point of order in this House since I’ve been elected.

On the first question which was asked that he’s referring to, yes,
Mr. Speaker, you intervened and pointed out that perhaps there was
a response of an opinion in that answer and that perhaps it may have
offended Beauchesne.

When we talk about the second supplemental question, the world
price of oil, the Minister of Resource Development indicated that if
he had his druthers, he would prefer to see a lower price, but it’s not
outside of his competence to make that statement.  Clearly it’s
outside of his competence to fix the price of oil.  He was simply
making a comment.  But the price of oil impacts very significantly
his department, the revenues that are generated for this government,
and of course the programs we can support through those revenues.

Mention of the preamble in supplementals.  Mr. Speaker, every
day the opposition has a preamble or a response to an answer mixed
in with what they’re doing.  The comments you made the other day
regarding the House leader agreement needing to be respected: yes,
we try and do that on this side.  But of course for someone to stand
up, as the hon. member has done, and suggest in this House that they
pay very close attention to the House leader agreement when they’re
asking their questions is not accurate.  Just today they didn’t follow
the rules.  In some instances, I will admit, our own members didn’t
follow the rules.  So perhaps everyone in this House needs to read
the agreement and stick with it.

The third question.  I think this is the one relating to the federal
tax, Mr. Speaker, and the fact that the oil sector was excluded from
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the reduction in corporate taxes.  From what I understand, the hon.
member is suggesting again that we aren’t competent to respond –
unless I’m getting the questions mixed up.

MR. WHITE: It’s a different question.

MR. HAVELOCK: If I am getting the questions mixed up, then I
apologize, but I thought it was part of the same line of questioning.
If it was the same line of questioning relating to the tax, then we
certainly are very competent, anyone in this House is competent to
comment on federal taxation levels.  Otherwise, for example, we
couldn’t stand up in this House and talk about personal income
taxes, payroll tax, or whatever that may be imposed by the federal
government and impact our industry in this province.
3:00

The issue of urgency.  Again, I don’t know where the hon.
member has been, but the issue of gasoline prices is very urgent.  It’s
raised every day on the front page of the papers.  While oil prices are
going up, gasoline prices are significantly increasing also.  Now, for
the hon. member to suggest that it’s not urgent, I would like him to
go out today and be interviewed by the media and say: “No one in
Alberta cares about this issue.  Albertans, we don’t care.”  If that’s
what you’re saying, that it’s not an urgent issue for Albertans, then
I suggest that you go organize a town hall, and I’m sure a few
Albertans will come forward and tell you, hon. member, that it is a
matter of urgency.

Mr. Speaker, there’s no point of order with respect to this line of
questioning.  Had there been a point of order, I’m sure you would
have intervened, as you did on the first question.

Thank you.

THE SPEAKER: Well, hon. Member for Edmonton-Calder, the
chair would suggest that you’ve had an opportunity to exercise your
parliamentary skills this afternoon.  Whether or not they have been
successful, though, awaits a few more comments.

It would certainly appear that the chair did rise when the original
question was raised by the hon. Member for West Yellowhead as the
chair viewed that there was a searching for an opinion with respect
to a certain question and certainly provided caution.  I think that
anyone in this Assembly and anyone in the province of Alberta
would be very, very hard-pressed to believe that a question with
respect to the price of gasoline would be anything else but of great
importance to the people of Alberta, particularly a question which
has to do with taxation of a certain industry in this province.  The
chair would be in a very, very difficult position trying to explain to
anyone in the province of Alberta that a question on such a subject
would be anything else but in order in the province of Alberta.

With respect to the competency.  As the chair understands the
questions, the second and a third question, his two supplementary
questions basically dealt with: what would in fact the government be
doing about this particular matter?  The chair listened very atten-
tively and heard two different ministers respond that basically
petitions had been made.  After an assessment of the impact in the
province of Alberta, petitions had been made, will continue to be
made, and this is a matter of some degree of importance and urgency
to the people of this province, including this Assembly.

I’m reminded at this point in time of a phrase which I think was
written by one William Shakespeare.  I hope I’m not giving credit to
someone else but the great scribe.  If I recall correctly, he once
wrote: methinks thou doth protest too much.  There is no point of
order.

Point of Order
Anticipation

MR. DICKSON: Standing Order 23(e) enjoins us from anticipating
a matter that’s going to be dealt with on the Order Paper later the
same day.  Now, like all members, I have lots of time for the
conscientious Member for Calgary-Cross.  She asked a very
important question about an arbitrary school utilization formula that
causes huge grief to parents and people in the school community in
the city of Calgary.  Mr. Speaker, I need your help.  I cautioned my
colleagues this morning to not ask questions about Infrastructure
because it’s on the Order Paper and it’s coming up tonight.  We’re
going to have the minister there for at least two hours answering
questions.  I told my colleagues, reminded them of the rule.  I sat
here while we went through an initial question and two supplement-
aries – good questions, every one of them – but those matters ought
to be raised tonight.  So that’s the concern I have with respect to
23(e) and the exchange between the Minister of Infrastructure and
the Member for Calgary-Cross.

THE SPEAKER: This question that the hon. Member for Calgary-
Buffalo raises is an interesting one in light of earlier questions that
were raised this afternoon during the question period.  Not only are
the estimates of the hon. Minister of Infrastructure up tonight, but if
one looks at the Routine for the day, for days 10 and 11, at 8 p.m. in
subcommittee A, in the Assembly, are the estimates of Executive
Council.  The leader of Executive Council was the individual in this
Assembly to whom most of the questions were directed during the
question period.  It would strike me from the position of the chair
that if I were to follow the advice I’m being provided now or the
clarification requested now by the Member for Calgary-Buffalo with
respect to the questions raised by the hon. Member for Calgary-
Cross, then the chair might have taken the same kind of liberty in
terms of ruling out all questions to the leader of Executive Council.
Now, a number of those questions had to do with costs, information
that’s being issued by the Public Affairs Bureau and other agencies,
and clearly, quite clearly, the leader and the minister responsible is
the Premier of the province of Alberta.

So once again I wish to requote myself, “Methinks thou doth
protest too much,” and give credit to William Shakespeare.  There’s
no point of order.

Speaker’s Ruling
Privilege

THE SPEAKER: There is one additional point today.  Yesterday at
the conclusion of question period and after the chair provided his
ruling to the House regarding the Official Opposition House
Leader’s purported point of privilege, the hon. Government House
Leader raised a point of order about the propriety of certain com-
ments made by the Opposition House Leader in giving notice of and
arguing a question of privilege.  Frankly, the chair is of the opinion
that the ruling given yesterday ended the matter, but the chair
undertook to review Hansard and address the issue.

Essentially, the Government House Leader and the Deputy
Government House Leader rose to demand an apology from the
Official Opposition House Leader for comments that the Official
Opposition House Leader made last Thursday, March 2, 2000, in
giving notice about the purported question of privilege, concerning
an assault that allegedly occurred in the press conference room at the
technical briefing session for the media.  At page 229 of Hansard for
that day the Opposition House Leader stated: “a young woman, an
employee of the government – and I think it serves little purpose to
embarrass the individual woman.”  The Opposition House Leader



March 8, 2000 Alberta Hansard 317

did not identify the person in question by name and did not pursue
the alleged assault when he made his submissions on the question of
privilege on Monday.  He never retracted them either.  So in one
sense it appears that we have a dispute about facts between mem-
bers, in which the chair is not going to intervene.

To reiterate, the chair’s view is that this matter was concluded
yesterday when the ruling was given.  The chair would remind
members of the principles in Beauchesne at paragraph 493(4) and to
exercise great care in making statements in the House about persons
outside of the Assembly who are not able to respond.  In the chair’s
view this matter is now concluded.

head:  Orders of the Day
head:  Written Questions
THE SPEAKER: The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.

MR. ZWOZDESKY: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  Proper notice having
been given yesterday, it’s my pleasure to move that written questions
appearing on today’s Order Paper stand and retain their places with
the exception of written questions 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6.

[Motion carried]

Highway Maintenance Costs

Q1. Dr. Nicol moved on behalf of Mrs. Soetaert that the following
question be accepted.
How much did the former department of transportation and
utilities spend in fiscal years 1990-91, 1991-92, 1992-93,
1993-94, and 1998-99 for work conducted by the department
on primary highway maintenance with respect to direct
operating and contract costs and supervision, inspection, and
audit in the summer months, April to October, and winter
months, November to March?

MR. STELMACH: Mr. Speaker, I would be pleased to accept
Written Question 1.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Lethbridge-East to close the
debate.

DR. NICOL: On behalf of the Member for Spruce Grove-Sturgeon-
St. Albert I’d like to thank the minister.  This concurs with her
discussion with me that the minister was quite open and willing to
provide the information that she needed.

[Written Question 1 carried]

3:10 Forest Fire Fighters

Q2. Mr. White moved that the following question be accepted.
How many Alberta Environment staff and how many individu-
als on contract were available to fight forest fires on April 1,
July 1, and October 1, 1999, and what were the equivalent
numbers for the same dates in 1998?

MR. MAR: Mr. Speaker, I accept Written Question 2.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Calder to close
the debate.

MR. WHITE: Mr. Speaker, I will close debate on this matter.  Thank
you, sir.

[Written Question 2 carried]

Forest Fire Base Resources

Q3. Mr. White moved that the following question be accepted.
What base resources were available to fight forest fires in
Alberta at the beginning of the 1992, 1993, 1998, and 1999 fire
seasons, including the number and type of air tankers, the
number and type of helicopters, and the number and size of
wildland firefighting units?

MR. MAR: Mr. Speaker, I accept Written Question 3.

[Written Question 3 carried]

Conservation Officers

Q4. Mr. Gibbons moved on behalf of Ms Carlson that the following
question be accepted.
How many fish and wildlife officers and how many park
rangers were employed by Alberta Environment on April 1 in
1992 and 1998, and how many conservation officers were
employed on April 1, 1999, to carry out the duties previously
performed by fish and wildlife officers and park rangers?

MR. MAR: Mr. Speaker, I’m pleased to accept Written Question 4.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Manning to close
the debate.

MR. GIBBONS: I rise to close the debate.

[Written Question 4 carried]

Forest Management Staffing Levels

Q5. Mr. White moved that the following question be accepted.
During the calendar year 1999 how many full-time equivalent
staff were employed in the entire land and forest service and
specifically how many were employed in the forest manage-
ment division and in the forestry regional and area offices, what
was the total area of allocated Crown land held under forest
management agreements and other forms of tenure on which
forest management operations had to be supervised, and how
many full-time equivalent staff were involved in monitoring in
the field?

MR. MAR: Mr. Speaker, I accept Written Question 5.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Calder to close
the debate.

MR. WHITE: Yes, sir.  This is the third in a series of questions that
I put to the minister with regards to forest management of the fires
in 1998 and 1999.  I’m pleased with the response.  These are the
same questions that were asked numerous times of the previous
minister, without response.  This minister has seen fit to answer
these simple and direct questions, that at least in part fall from many
hours of debate here.  We thank you, sir.

[Written Question 5 carried]

Forestry Staffing Levels

Q6. Mr. White moved that the following question be accepted.
How many forest officers with the working title or classifica-
tion of forest officer, forester, agrologist, or manager in land
and forest service were employed by then Alberta environmen-
tal protection on April 1, 1999?
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MR. MAR: Mr. Speaker, I’m pleased to accept Written Question 6.

[Written Question 6 carried]

head:  Motions for Returns
THE SPEAKER: The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.

MR. ZWOZDESKY: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  Proper notice having
been given yesterday, it is my pleasure to move that motions for
returns appearing on today’s Order Paper stand and retain their
places with the exception of motions for returns 5, 6, 7, and 9.

[Motion carried]

Lloydminster Biprovincial Upgrader

M5. Mr. White moved that an order of the Assembly do issue for a
return showing copies of all studies and reports prepared by or
for the Department of Resource Development between May
25, 1999, and February 17, 2000, providing the yearly projec-
tion of upside interest accruing to the province from the
operations of the Lloydminster biprovincial upgrader for the
period 2000-2014 as specified under the upside interest
agreement of February 7, 1995, between the government and
CIC (Crown Investment Corporation) Industrial Interests Inc.

DR. WEST: I’m pleased to accept that motion, Mr. Speaker.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Calder to close
the debate.

MR. WHITE: Yes, sir.  It’s a pleasure to receive this kind of
information.  We haven’t asked for this information before, although
it is an investment in the province of Alberta.  We thank you for the
filing, sir.

[Motion carried]

Energy and Utilities Board

M6. Mr. White moved that an order of the Assembly do issue for a
return showing copies of all studies and reports prepared by or
for the Department of Resource Development between May
25, 1999, and February 17, 2000, evaluating the human
resources requirements and funding framework for the Alberta
Energy and Utilities Board, AEUB.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Resource Development.

DR. WEST: Yes, Mr. Speaker.  I’m afraid I have to reject this
motion for a return.  Some of the recommendations from the phase
1 report are being implemented while others are still being consid-
ered, so it’s impossible to give the complete answer for this motion.
The other is on the human resources requirements.  Currently they
are being developed for the 2000-2003 business plan, and they are
not complete as of this date.  It would be redundant to try to file a
partial answer to this motion.  All I can suggest is that if the member
wants to try to speculate on partial answers, he would have to submit
a motion.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Calder to close
the debate.

MR. WHITE: Thank you, sir.  I rise to close debate and to make

comments on the lack of forthcoming information.  Some time ago
this minister, when he became the minister of then energy, chose to
restrict and actually move down the number of FTEs in the EUB, to
the detriment of the management of that organization and to the
management of the human resources there.  The esprit de corps that
the organization had was at least in part hurt.  This information, if it
were forthcoming even on a partial basis, would have proved this
member’s allegation that the slash-and-burn attitude at the time was
so detrimental in all areas of government, particularly this area of
government.  If you refer to the members of the public that happened
to be employed in this particular area of oil and gas, they found that
it was exceedingly difficult to deal with an organization that was
under such stress to turn out the approvals and the applications that
they had to do at the time.  It’s a shame that the minister won’t come
clean and admit the error through this filing, sir.

Thank you.

[Motion for a Return 6 lost]

Gasoline Fuel Consumption Reports

M7. Mr. Gibbons moved that an order of the Assembly do issue for
a return showing copies of reports prepared by Kent Marketing
for the Department of Infrastructure on gasoline fuel consump-
tion in Alberta for the period January 1, 1999, to February 17,
2000.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Infrastructure.

MR. STELMACH: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I would like to
recommend that this Assembly reject Motion for a Return 7 as
presented.  I’m recommending that this motion be rejected because
Alberta Infrastructure has never contracted with Kent Marketing to
undertake an analysis of gasoline fuel consumption.  Further, we
have checked the records of both the former ministries of transporta-
tion and utilities and also public works, and we still have no such
reports being prepared by Kent Marketing.  No reports actually exist.

Thank you.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Manning to
conclude the debate.

MR. GIBBONS: I asked this question at a previous time, and there
was no such answer given back to us, that there was no such item.
I did ask the question: why isn’t this government using fuel tax
consumption numbers contained in the Kent survey?  The answers
I got back before never alluded to that.

Seeing that this is a form of a grant and only to Edmonton and
Calgary but not the Edmonton capital region, is the minister willing
to expand this particular grant to other areas of the province like
Airdrie, Camrose, Drayton Valley, Drumheller, Edson, Fort
McMurray, Grande Prairie, Hinton, Leduc, Lethbridge, Medicine
Hat, Red Deer, Wetaskiwin, Bonnyville, Brooks, Canmore,
Claresholm, Cold Lake, Coleman, Fort Saskatchewan, Ponoka,
Stony Plain, Taber, Vegreville, Wainwright, and Cochrane?  You
know, I could stand here all day.  Why is it this particular area?
Why aren’t they looking at these other parts of the province?
Expansion to these other areas would probably show a little more
what has actually happened in the last few months based on the level
of funding: about $60 per capita to the rest of the province and $25
per capita based on other funding.

You know, I question the negative on this particular item, and
maybe we’ll carry it on tonight in Infrastructure.  Thank you.

[Motion for a Return 7 lost]
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3:20 Electricity Supply Task Force

M9. Mr. White moved that an order of the Assembly do issue for a
return showing copies of all studies and reports prepared by or
for the Electricity Supply Task Force or submitted to the
Electricity Supply Task Force between June 2, 1999, and
February 17, 2000.

DR. WEST: Mr. Speaker, I’m pleased to accept this motion for a
return.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Calder to
conclude the debate.

MR. WHITE: Yes, sir.  It’s with great pleasure and shock, I might
say, that I receive – this member has been asking for reports on
electrical energy supply and generation.  Gee, I’m almost speechless
but not quite.  I’ll be pleased to study the information and return
with further questions at the appropriate time.

Thank you.

[Motion for a Return 9 carried]

head:  Public Bills and Orders Other than
Government Bills and Orders

head:  Committee of the Whole

[Mr. Tannas in the chair]

THE CHAIRMAN: I’d call the committee to order.  This afternoon
we deal with private members’ public bills.

Bill 202
Marriage Amendment Act, 2000

THE CHAIRMAN: We are debating an amendment to this bill,
amendment A1, as moved by the hon. Member for Calgary-Buffalo.

The hon. Member for Red Deer-South on the amendment.

MR. DOERKSEN: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  To continue from
where I left off yesterday on the amendment, I wanted to just remind
the House of the points I made in those comments yesterday.  One
was to do with the question of jurisdiction.  Yesterday I pointed out
that under section 92(12) of the Charter solemnization of marriage
is in fact clearly a provincial jurisdiction, and I would note that in
my review of the legislation in the various provinces like Quebec
and British Columbia, they all have acts pertaining to the solemniza-
tion of marriage.  They all have rules with respect to ages at which
people can get married and the kinds of consent and who can
solemnize marriage.  So, again, the act before us is clearly within the
provincial jurisdiction and quite appropriate.  I wanted to just make
sure that I spoke to that point, that that question was clear, the
question of jurisdiction.

The second point I raised yesterday was the question on the use of
the notwithstanding clause and whether it’s appropriate in a form
such as that.  In that debate yesterday I’d referred to a quotation by
Allan Blakeney, who was the Premier of Saskatchewan at the time
the notwithstanding clause was introduced and accepted, and I’ll
truncate the quote today:

This is fully consistent with the sort of argument we have put
forward that we need to balance the protection of rights with the
existence of our institutions which have served us so well for so
many centuries.

I made the point yesterday and again today that the institution of
marriage is one of those that I think is fundamentally important to

our society.  We have made that clear in the preamble to the bill, that
it deserves the protection, the commitment by the use of the
notwithstanding clause to ensure that we declare today and when this
bill is passed at third reading that in fact in Alberta we intend for that
to be so.

In closing my debate on the amendment, Mr. Chairman, I also
want to remind the Legislature again that the act as we have
presented it in the Legislature today is in fact consistent with
government policy with respect to this issue.  I know that doesn’t
bind the members of the opposition.  The government had indicated
that this was their policy, so I’d just remind them of that, because I
raised that issue in my debate at second reading.

Also, just as of note, Mr. Chairman, yesterday in the state of
California they had a proposition called Proposition 22, which put
out very similar comments to the people of California.  Their
proposition was only 14 words long.  It says: “Only marriage
between a man and a woman is valid or recognized in California.”
That proposition was affirmed by a little better than a 61 percent
margin.  Over 4 million people voted in favour of that, and 2 million
and such did not.

So, again, Mr. Chairman, the institution of marriage is something
that is very important in our society, very important to the religious
traditions, very important in our legal history and philosophical
traditions.  I think, with respect to our Legislatures, that we need to
assert, by declaring ourselves with the use of the notwithstanding
clause, that that is not something we are going to play with in the
future.

For that reason, Mr. Chairman, I would encourage all members of
the Assembly to defeat the amendment.

[Two members rose]

THE CHAIRMAN: I did have an indication, hon. member, that the
hon. Member for Calgary-Buffalo had wished to speak next.  It’s
usually back and forth, hon. minister.

MR. DICKSON: Mr. Chairman, since I’ve already had one kick at
it, I wonder if I might decline in favour of my colleague
from Edmonton-Centre.

THE CHAIRMAN: Regardless of whoever it is, should there be
someone on the opposition side who wishes to speak to it, then it
would go to them.

Member for Edmonton-Centre, would you like to begin?

MS BLAKEMAN: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, for
allowing me to speak in support of the amendment put forward by
my colleague from Calgary-Buffalo.  Specifically, the amendment
is to delete section 5 of the bill; in other words, to remove the
provision to use the notwithstanding clause.

I am certainly willing and supportive of recognizing the impor-
tance to many of the solemnity of marriage.  A number of my
colleagues have spoken to this before.  I’ve spoken to it before.  I
don’t think anyone disputes that, but I absolutely cannot accept using
the notwithstanding clause against a specific group of people in this
country.  It is totally unacceptable to me.

We have a jurisdictional question, and I recognize that the
Member for Red Deer-South just tried to speak to that, but I think
there is a jurisdictional question here.  The issue of marriage and
certainly dissolution of marriage is federal.  The provincial jurisdic-
tion is for the civil ceremonies and licensing; in other words, the
solemnization.  For many, many people the sanctity of marriage is
involved in their faith communities and the importance of their
union being recognized by family and friends.
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Nobody is disputing that, but to use the notwithstanding clause
against a specific group of people is really wrong, in my opinion.
The amount that the state should intervene in people’s lives and the
choices in their lives, intruding on their individual rights, should
only happen in the most extreme of circumstances.  Many of those,
I think, are already set out and recognized in the Constitution and the
Charter of Rights and Freedoms.  For instance, a limitation upon
freedom: if in fact you have been accused and found guilty in a court
of law of some crime against society, then there is a reason that
there’s a limitation put on your freedom.  But only in the most
extreme circumstances in order to uphold peace, order, and good
government.  As important as marriage is to many, to most in this
province, in this country, it is not something that needs to be
protected in this manner.

I think the notwithstanding clause should only be used in very
specific circumstances, not as a sort of blanket, global: if anything
anywhere close to this issue comes up, then we’ll snap it into place.
I think I could even say that in sovereignty-threatening circum-
stances would the notwithstanding clause be reasonable to use.  As
I’ve said before, many here in Alberta felt very strongly that the
province of Quebec was totally out of order to use the notwithstand-
ing clause to entrench French language rights on their signs in Bill
101.  When they put that in place, people in Alberta disagreed
dramatically with that.  So why would we now turn around and say
that it’s okay to throw this wide blanket of using the notwithstanding
clause on a very specific group of people in Alberta?  It is unaccept-
able to me.

So speaking certainly on my behalf and on behalf of many of
those who live in Edmonton-Centre who have corresponded with me
on this issue, I am very much in favour of the amendment put
forward by the Member for Calgary-Buffalo and very much against
having the notwithstanding clause included in this Bill 202.  It’s far
beyond the powers that the state should be levying or restricting on
individuals.

Thank you for the opportunity to speak in favour of the amend-
ment.

THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member for Lac La Biche-St. Paul.

MR. LANGEVIN: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for giving me the
opportunity to speak to Bill 202 this afternoon.  I’d like to commend
the hon. Member for Red Deer-South for bringing this bill forward,
and I’m speaking on the amendment to the bill.

The intent of Bill 202 is to ensure that the institution of marriage
is maintained in Alberta as a foundation of families, society, long-
lasting legal and religious traditions, and as reflecting biological and
social realities of heterosexual couples’ unique ability to procreate.
The bill also protects the institution of marriage from challenge
under the Charter.

The conventional marriage of man and woman has proven the best
model for society’s advancement and the raising of children in a
loving family.  Marriage is unique in that it expresses a lifelong
commitment to mutual care and the raising of children.  There has
to be a distinction between marriage and other kinds of relationships.
Wherever possible, children are best off when raised by their natural
parents.  A father and a mother need to have an equivalent role.
However, recognizing equivalent parenting does not mean that they
play the same role.  Men and women are biologically different, and
children are best served by having the benefit of both male and
female parents.

A survey, Mr. Chairman, held in 1998, undertaken by Feedback
Research Corporation, found that 92 percent of Canadians surveyed

rated the family as being very important in their lives; 78 percent
agreed that children need both a father and a mother in the home in
order to grow up happily, and that’s up from 66 percent in 1991.
Correspondingly, only 12 percent – and I repeat: only 12 percent –
feel that the institution of marriage is outdated.  This is proof that
there is great support for the traditional family in Canada.

Studies show the negative effects of the dissolution of marriage
and the family.  Three-quarters of all women applying for welfare
benefits do so because of a disruptive marriage or live-in relation-
ship.  Divorce reduces the income of families with children by an
average of 42 percent.  Married couples in their mid-50s amass four
times the wealth of divorced individuals, and children in step-
families and single-parent families are almost three times more
likely to drop out of school than children in intact families.

Scientific research shows that there is a strong correlation between
marriage and the well-being of both the adults and the children.  In
general, married people experience better physical and mental
health.  It is believed that this is because marriage provides a
genuine emotional and physical protection from the vast number of
pressures associated with day-to-day living.

Social science also shows the benefit of marriage on children:
having both a mother and a father.  Canada faces no social problem
more urgent and important than the strengthening of the family,
reducing the number of births outside marriage, and cutting the rate
of divorce.  In a society that fully values and celebrates marriage,
claims that equal respect should be granted to marriage as to
nonmarried relationships would appear almost incomprehensible.
How could anyone compare the social importance of a lifelong
commitment to mutual care and the raising of children to an
impermanent, or temporary, sexual attachment?

Our laws used to insist that marriage is the only basis of legal
couplehood.  In 1999 MPs in the House of Commons voted on a
motion brought by the Reform Party declaring that the only legal
marriage involved a man and a woman.  Justice Minister Anne
McLellan was quoted in the Edmonton Journal as saying that
marriage is a union between one man and one woman and that her
party agreed that the institution of marriage is central, an important
institution to the lives of many Canadians.  Indeed, worldwide it
plays an important part in all societies.  The Reform motion was
urging the House to state that marriage is and should remain the
union of one man and one woman to the exclusion of all others.  The
Liberals amended the motion to specifically say that it referred only
to the areas of marriage covered by Parliament and not those under
provincial control.  The motion was passed.

In Alberta in a government news release in 1999 the government
outlined its policy with respect to the use of the notwithstanding
clause.  This was a policy established following the Supreme Court
decision of the Vriend case.  With respect to marriage it said: the
federal law presently allows for marriage only between man and
woman; the Alberta government supports the status quo and would
oppose any legal challenge to the law including, if available, the use
of the notwithstanding clause.

[Mrs. Gordon in the chair]

Among enormous literature devoted to research on the benefit of
marriage, one of the most consistent findings is that, compared to
their unmarried counterparts, men and women do markedly better in
all measures of specific and general well-being when they are
married.  In general, married couples are happier physically and
mentally.  They live longer and enjoy a more fulfilling life and have
a tendency to take better care of themselves and others.  Research
shows that these tendencies are consistent over the decades.

Madam Chairman, marriage not only benefits the married couple
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but also the children that are created.  Also, there is a great influence
that reaches children living nearby as young people seek out role
models.  The best chance for having a successful, strong marriage is
to grow up in a family with a strong marriage as its foundation.  This
does not mean that people in divorced families or single homes are
unable to achieve their own strong family, simply that it is more
difficult, since their role models do not reflect a two-parent, father
and mother, family on a daily basis.  I think that it’s very important,
to protect that family unit, that we defeat this motion.
3:40

I have elaborated on the value of marriage both for the married
couple and, very importantly, for the children.  I believe that we
have to protect that institution of marriage, and it is very important
that we use the tools to do so.  One of the tools is the notwithstand-
ing clause.  Bill 202 invokes the notwithstanding clause of the
Charter of Rights and Freedoms in order to protect the institution of
marriage from court challenges under the Charter.  The notwith-
standing clause of the Charter can be invoked to allow an act or
provision within an act to remain valid even though it would
otherwise be a breach of the rights and freedoms guaranteed under
section 2 of the Charter.  The notwithstanding clause of the Constitu-
tion, clause 33, can be used in relation to an act or a provision within
an act.

The intent behind including section 33 of the Charter, as indicated
by our former Premier of this province, Peter Lougheed, was to
ensure the supremacy of the Legislature over the courts and ensure
that public policy was being dictated by elected officials and not by
nonelected judges.  In Alberta Hansard of November 21, 1983, Peter
Lougheed stated that the notwithstanding clause would be used

when major matters of public policy were being determined by the
courts as a result of an interpretation of the Charter.  It was the view
of those of us who expressed that position, which ultimately
prevailed in the constitutional negotiations, that it should be the
legislators and not the courts that should determine these matters.

Bill 202 is a correct application of section 33 of the Charter of
Rights and Freedoms because it fulfills the original intent of the
inclusion of the notwithstanding clause within our Charter.  Again,
this intent was to ensure that when major matters of public policy are
being interpreted by the courts as a result of the Charter, the
legislative supremacy of elected representatives would determine
that these matters are not judicial reviews.

The argument that marriage is solely a federal jurisdiction is weak
at best.  Federal statutes govern divorce proceedings far more than
marriage.  The Marriage Act simply prohibits marriage on the basis
of the parties being related by blood or adoptive family relations.
Provincial statutes govern the solemnization of marriage, are
considerably more comprehensive, including provisions for obtain-
ing a licence to marry, a licence to perform a marriage, age restric-
tion, and more importantly, provisions for declaring a marriage
unlawful, and penalties for unlawfully performing a marriage or
making false statements in order to marry.  Provincial statutes
governing the solemnization of marriage are therefore more
appropriate amendments to include the provision outlined in Bill
202.

Bill 202 provides a definition of marriage identical to that already
contained in the Quebec provincial statutes.  In addition, given that
the licensing of marriage is under the jurisdiction of the provincial
government, restrictions regarding eligibility to marry are a provin-
cial jurisdiction also, based on the Layland case, that went before the
Ontario Provincial Court.  This is not a breach of individual rights,
because no one is restricted from marrying.  The restriction is that an
individual must marry someone of the opposite sex.  Invoking the
notwithstanding clause on this basis sends a clear message to the
court system that while legislators respect the individual rights and
freedoms to the highest degree, any move to change the definition

of marriage would be a mistaken interpretation of the intent of the
Legislature and the Charter.  There is no breach of right when
marriage is universally available within the context of a defined
term.

Madam Chairman, I urge all members of this House to defeat this
motion so that we can include the use of the notwithstanding clause
in Bill 202 and we can go for the protection of marriage.

Thank you, Madam Chairman.

MR. DICKSON: Madam Chairman, just a couple of observations I
wanted to make before we get to a vote on the amendment.  I expect
that our friend for Cypress-Medicine Hat has some observations to
make too.

You know, I want to start off by complimenting Red Deer-South,
the sponsor of the bill, because in reviewing the Hansard, you know,
I think he’s tried very hard in terms of addressing the kinds of
questions, issues, objections that have come up.  I respect the
amount of effort on his part to address in a meaningful, thoughtful
way the concerns that have been raised.  Now, I haven’t been
persuaded, but it’s not for lack of effort or trying on the part of our
friend from Red Deer-South.

The observation I’d want to make, Madam Chairman, is this.
Why would we want to start using section 33 of the Charter of
Rights and Freedoms in a prophylactic way?  I mean, where do we
stop putting this in bills?  Why wouldn’t we start tucking section 33,
a little notwithstanding clause, in a host of legislation in all kinds of
different areas?  We could stick it in Bill 11.  We could just put it
right in there.  It might require a little longer editorial comment by
the Minister of Health and Wellness, but we could put in a little
notwithstanding clause in Bill 11.

You know, there are lots of places we could put it in, but it would
be wholly inappropriate.  If there’s one thing that I expect Allan
Blakeney would agree with if he were here – the former Premier of
Saskatchewan would say: “Hey, this is a howitzer; this is a big piece
of equipment.  You don’t bring it out and use it unless and until you
see the whites of their eyes.  You don’t bring it out until you
absolutely have to.”  You don’t simply go and tuck it in the back of
a statute because it’s kind of a nice thing and it establishes a little
symmetry.

So, Madam Chairman, I’ve got a concern.  I’ve got a concern with
the way the thing is being brought forward.  You know, the sponsor
from Red Deer-South has suggested that this is a little bit like

going down the aisle with your spouse-to-be, going in front of the
minister and saying, “Yes, I believe in the importance of marriage
and its use for society and the benefit, but I really don’t want to
make my vows today because I want to keep my options open.”

What this member would do is have the mother-in-law with the
shotgun walking down the aisle with the groom-to-be and the bride-
to-be because he doesn’t have enough confidence in the two people
making their marriage vows.  He wants that protection in the back.
He wants that little measure of security.  Well, Madam Chairman, I
don’t think we need the shotgun and the mother-in-law walking the
bride down the aisle.  I think we can trust in the bride and the groom.
I think we can trust the groom to get down the aisle without being
prodded by the 12-gauge in the ribs.

So, Madam Chairman, I love the imagery invoked by our friend
for Red Deer-South in sponsoring the bill, but to me it demonstrates
why we don’t need section 5.  I’d just ask members to consider for
a moment that if we take out section 5, we’ve still achieved what the
Member for Red Deer-South wants to achieve, which every member
that I’ve heard in the Liberal caucus says: we support the sanctity of
marriage; we don’t want to redefine spouse.  If and when a court of
competent jurisdiction does what the Member for Red Deer-South
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seems to apprehend is just over the horizon, then it’s perfectly
appropriate for a sovereign Legislature to consider bringing the
howitzer out of the armory, rolling it out onto the battlefield, and
seeing whether we have to use it then.

In the meantime, let’s just keep it sheathed.  Let’s just keep it
tucked away in the back.  If we bring it out for this bill, then
somebody’s going to say: well, we’re going to do it for this; we’ve
got some kind of a new language bill or we’ve got some wrinkle in
public education or we’ve got some change over here in a different
area.  Let’s leave section 33 for that extraordinary case where there’s
absolutely no alternative but to use that, where there’s an absolute,
clear, unambiguous collision between the interests of a Legislature
and the interpretation of the Charter of Rights and Freedoms and the
equality provision by a court of competent jurisdiction.  If and when
we get to that impasse, that conflict, that is an appropriate time – I
may still not agree with the use of it – to bring it out.
3:50

Madam Chairman, I just wanted to make one other point, and very
quickly it is this.  This is not the only way to make Alberta legisla-
tion Charter-proof.  This is the lousiest way.  This is the easiest and
simplest, but it’s the most unfair way of making our legislation
Charter-proof.  The Liberal opposition in government bills, even
though we’re dealing with private members’ business, can surely
reference the model – we’ll call it the Liberal model – to recognize
a domestic partnership.  When we put that forward on Bill 12 last
spring and when we put it forward last fall on the Insurance Act, we
said that this is a model that with minimal adaptation can make
Alberta legislation Charter-proof.  The response was a resounding,
a thundering silence.  It was a deafening no.  The government didn’t
want to go down that road.  So we gave government a way to make
our legislation Charter-proof.  Even Ian McClelland, a Reform
Member of Parliament in Edmonton, has got a notion which is not
unlike this, not as good a model as I think we’ve got, with respect to
Mr. McClelland, but it shows that there are lots of people right
across the political spectrum who are looking for ways to make
legislation Charter-proof.

Madam Chairman, I’ll just wind up by saying that it’s not that
section 33 is the sole means of avoiding a court challenge.  The other
way is to craft your legislation so you provide equality of rights,
benefits, privileges, and opportunities.  If you do that, there is no
reason under the sun why a court has to go and challenge the view
of many of us in terms of what spouse should be or what marriage
should be.  It takes a little more work, I grant you that.  You can’t
tuck it into a few words like section 5, which is at issue here.  But
we’re doing a heck of a lot better job, with respect, because we
succeed in protecting spouse, we protect the word marriage, and we
provide equal treatment.

What this amendment would do is allow the government to protect
spouse and marriage but not provide equal treatment, because that’s
the effect of this bill as it currently stands.  I haven’t heard members
saying that there shouldn’t be equal treatment.  If you believe that,
if you believe there should be equal treatment for everybody in the
province and you want to protect spouse and marriage, there is really
no alternative but to support this amendment.  The second thing is
let’s talk about taking that Liberal model for recognizing domestic
partnerships.  If we do that, we’ve solved everybody’s problem,
Madam Chairman.  We’ve solved everybody’s problem.  There may
be some members not persuaded.

Those are the observations I wanted to make.  I respect the
sincerity of the sponsor of the bill, and I respect his sincerity in
attempting to respond to some of the issues that have been raised.
We may agree to disagree, but it’s not fair to turn the debate into a

labeling kind of exercise because I think that does a disservice to
everybody involved in the debate.

Thank you.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The hon. Minister of Innovation and
Science.

DR. TAYLOR: Yes.  Thank you, Madam Chairman.  I wish to rise
to speak against the amendment.  When we look at what’s happening
in our society right now with judges constantly overruling legislation
and legislators and Legislatures, then I think we have to protect
something that is fundamental to our society.  In fact, even former
Premier Lougheed indicated that the purpose of section 33 was very
clearly to ensure that public policy was dictated by elected officials,
not by unelected judges.  This is what seems to happen consistently
in our society today, that nonelected judges overrule provincial
Legislatures and the policies that those provincial Legislatures
establish.  So it is absolutely necessary that we have the notwith-
standing clause as part of this bill.

In fact, when we look at what’s happening with this bill and
what’s happening in the general judicial process, it is very clear why
we should have some public participation in the selection of judges.
The provinces need to be involved in the selection of the Supreme
Court.  The federal government should be pulling the provinces to
the table and saying: you become involved with us in the selection
of Supreme Court justices.

In fact, we can look to Alberta as a fine example of that.  We have
a very open and public process that the former Minister of Justice
brought forward and was approved to select judges in Alberta.  It’s
a process in which we have a public committee made up of good-
thinking, sensible Albertans to review the judicial applications and
then make recommendations to the Justice minister and to the
cabinet as a whole.

I think that if we can urge the federal government to start taking
a look at involving the public in the process, then we may at some
future date not need this notwithstanding part of our legislation, but
as long as we have nonelected judges overruling laws made by
elected officials, then we need the notwithstanding.

In fact, in my constituency many of my constituents are just kind
of discouraged, disgusted with this whole judicial process.  A
number of my constituents are coming forward and saying: “We
should be electing our judges.  If we don’t like what you do as our
member, we can fire you at the next election.  You are responsible
to us.”  Many of my constituents, including some who are lawyers,
some from the legal profession, will say to me, “If we have a
situation, as happens, when we do not agree or approve of a decision
made by a nonelected judge, what comeback do we have?”  Quite
frankly, there is no comeback.  The public of Alberta and the public
of Canada have no comeback on a decision made by a nonelected
judge.  So many of my constituents are arguing and will continue to
argue for elected judges because in that sense there is responsibility
to the population.

So I just want to encourage all members to reject this amendment
and support the total concept of the bill, which includes notwith-
standing.

[The voice vote indicated that the motion lost]

[Several members rose calling for a division.  The division bell was
rung at 3:58 p.m.]

[Ten minutes having elapsed, the Committee of the Whole divided]
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[Mrs. Gordon in the chair]

For the motion:
Blakeman Graham Olsen
Boutilier Magnus Paul
Dickson Nicol Soetaert
Gibbons
4:10

Against the motion:
Amery Hlady Renner
Broda Jacques Severtson
Burgener Jonson Smith
Cao Klapstein Stelmach
Cardinal Kryczka Stevens
Clegg Laing Strang
Doerksen Langevin Tarchuk
Ducharme Mar Taylor
Fischer Marz Thurber
Fritz Nelson West
Haley Oberg Woloshyn
Havelock Paszkowski Yankowsky
Herard Pham Zwozdesky

Totals: For – 10 Against – 39

[Motion on amendment A1 lost]

[The clauses of Bill 202 agreed to]

[Title and preamble agreed to]

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Shall the bill be reported?  Are you
agreed?

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Agreed.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Opposed?

SOME HON. MEMBERS: No.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Carried.
The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.

MR. HAVELOCK: Thank you, Madam Chairman.  I move that the
committee do now rise and report progress.

[Motion to report progress on Bill 202 carried]

[Mrs. Gordon in the chair]

MR. TANNAS: Madam Speaker, the Committee of the Whole has
had under consideration a certain bill.  The committee reports the
following, Bill 202.  I wish to table copies of all amendments
considered by the Committee of the Whole on this date for the
official records of the Assembly.

THE ACTING SPEAKER: Does the Assembly concur in this report?

HON. MEMBERS: Agreed.

THE ACTING SPEAKER: Opposed?  So ordered.

head:  Public Bills and Orders Other than
Government Bills and Orders

head:  Second Reading

Bill 205
Emblems of Alberta (Alberta Dress Tartan)

Amendment Act, 2000

THE ACTING SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Calgary-Glen-
more.

MR. STEVENS: Thank you, Madam Speaker.  It’s truly with great
pleasure that I rise this afternoon to open debate on Bill 205, the
Emblems of Alberta (Alberta Dress Tartan) Amendment Act, 2000.
If passed, Alberta will adopt a dress tartan that would complement
the existing Alberta tartan as one of Alberta’s official provincial
symbols.

At this time, Madam Speaker, I would like to table the appropriate
number of copies of both the existing Alberta tartan and the
proposed Alberta dress tartan.  I believe that the pages have
previously provided to all members copies of the tablings.

I know members would agree with me that symbols are important
in both our public as well as our private lives.  Symbols represent
our identity and how we understand each other and each other’s
values now and in history.  As such, they are not simply reminders
of the past.  They are dynamic ideas that can inspire our imagina-
tions with pride and guide us in how we continue to face the
challenges of the present and the future.

Some may ask: why another tartan as a symbol for Alberta?  How
may a tartan, which is usually recognized as an expression of
Scottish culture, be representative for all Albertans given the reality
of our multicultural society?  The answer to these questions is that
an official tartan pays tribute to the many and varied contributions
of Canadians of Scottish ancestry to Alberta and to Canada.  Given
the dynamic nature of the tartan itself, it can also form part of a
meaningful heritage to those of us, myself included, who are not of
Scottish ancestry.  I might add, however, that my understanding of
my lineage is incomplete, and I do note that my maternal grandfather
was born near Carlisle, England, which is just south of the Scottish
border, long after Hadrian’s Wall proved ineffective.

Tartans are an ancient form of dress used by the Scottish High-
landers and were likely first recorded in history by Julius Caesar in
France, where he first observed Celtic tribes.  Consisting of a
repeated checkered pattern of threads, a tartan was and is worn by
members of Scottish clans for purposes of identification with both
the clan and the clan’s territory.

The tartan kilt, a pun or play on the word Celt, while looking like
a type of skirt is actually a descendant of the earlier battle garb that
was worn by Roman soldiers.  The tartan can also be worn in the
form of a dress, a sash, a scarf, or a tie, like the Alberta tartan I’m
wearing.  It’s interesting to note that at one time the tie was simply
a large bandage that crusaders wore around their necks to be
prepared for any eventuality of being wounded.

There are different types of tartans that are used for different
purposes.  Dull-coloured hunting tartans were developed by clans to
make them look less conspicuous.  Mourning tartans are predomi-
nantly dark in colour and worn at all sad occasions.  In contrast,
dress tartans are designed by altering one of the background colours
of the formal set to white.  Kilts made of this pattern are usually
worn for dancing, special celebrations, or as formal attire.

Apart from the familiar clan tartans, there are district tartans
which identify a person’s residence in a certain district, whether that
person belongs to the dominant clan or not.  There are many
precedents in Scottish history and culture that show how people who
are not related to clans by blood or ancestry can be identified with
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either clan or territory and may, as a result, wear the tartans
associated with them quite meaningfully.  Smaller clans which did
not have their own tartans often sought refuge and protection under
greater clans and were adopted by them.

Scots who came from the Lowlands or who were otherwise not
entitled to a tartan of their own could always wear one of the
universal tartans, including the Black Watch, the Jacobite, or the
Caledonia tartan.  It’s perfectly legitimate for a subject of the Queen,
for example, to wear the Royal Stuart tartan regardless of his or her
cultural background.  Since this is the Queen’s own tartan, the
wearing of such is a demonstration of loyalty to the Crown or to the
royal Stuart line.

Both the Alberta tartan and the proposed Alberta dress tartan are
distinct tartans.  They represent not the cultural or other ancestry of
the people but the district or territory itself and those who reside
within it, regardless of their background.  Since the Alberta tartan
reflects territorial loyalties, it is as legitimate for an Albertan of
Scottish background to wear the tartan as it would be for an Albertan
of French, Ukrainian, German, or Italian background to wear it as
well.

The Alberta tartan pays tribute to Canada’s Scottish heritage and
the impact of Scottish culture on our history and development as a
nation.  In fact, the tartan has always been numbered among
Canada’s official symbols, beginning with Nova Scotia, which
received its armorial bearings from King Charles I.  Canada’s coats
of arms have always contained Scottish symbols like the unicorn, the
thistle, and others.  The tartan is there for an historic 350-year-old
Canadian symbol that belongs by right to the common heritage of all
citizens of Canada.
4:20

 The direct impact of Scottish culture on Canada has been and
continues to be significant.  Sir John A. Macdonald and other
Fathers of Canadian Confederation, who laid down the legal and
legislative basis for the new nation of Canada, were Scots.  Our
history, culture, laws, and government have all benefited positively
by the impact of Scottish people.  This is a heritage of which all
Albertans of all cultural backgrounds can be justifiably proud.  It’s
a heritage that contributed greatly to the development of Canada’s
modern multicultural society, defined by the values of tolerance,
understanding, and mutual appreciation for our cultural distinctive-
ness.

It was this heritage that helped lay the foundations for our
province’s growth and stability, foundations upon which we are all
privileged to continue to build upon.  In paying tribute to our
Scottish heritage, we are thereby also paying tribute to all others
who likewise have made and continue to make significant contribu-
tions to the life of our province.

The structure of the proposed Alberta dress tartan, as you can see
in the samples provided, is loosely based on the original Alberta
tartan.  By using the existing pattern and colours found in the
Alberta tartan, the Alberta dress tartan adds a field of white-coloured
stripes representing Alberta’s clean, bright snowy days.  The Alberta
dress tartan remains true to the original colour scheme that repre-
sents the green of our forests, the gold of our wheat fields, the blue
of our clear skies and sparkling lakes, the pink of our wild rose, and
the black of our coal and petroleum.

The Alberta dress tartan was designed by two of my constituents,
Gail Danysk and Ashley Stowkowy, in conjunction with Fiona Hall,
a tartan designer with Locharron of Scotland at the Waverley Mill
in London.  I thank them very much for their beautiful and unique
design.  I’d also like to thank at this time Jeremy Chorney, re-
searcher, who has provided crucial assistance and many hours to
move this idea into bill form.

In fact, the design of the Alberta dress tartan has a lot to do with

why this proposal was brought forward to me in the first place.  On
special occasions Highland dancers often wear an Alberta tartan sash
and carry an Alberta tartan banner to represent their province.
However, few of them chose the Alberta tartan as the fabric of their
kilt or costume as it is an ancient tartan and therefore very dark in
colour.  Dress tartans on the other hand, which have brighter colours
and a white thread block as part of the sett, are popular choices
among Highland dancers due to their vibrant aesthetic qualities and
formal dress appearance.

As a special project for the new millennium Ms Danysk and Ms
Stowkowy came forward with the Alberta dress tartan proposal as
representatives of Highland dancers in Alberta.  They are seeking the
adoption of the Alberta dress tartan, a tartan for a new century,
which will give Alberta Highland dancers the opportunity to wear an
officially recognized tartan pattern that is suitable to use in their
dance costumes.  Their request comes at an opportune time since the
city of Edmonton is hosting the Canadian interprovincial Highland
dancing championships on July 5 to 9, 2000.  Should Bill 205 be
proclaimed, representatives of Alberta Highland dancers have made
a commitment to unveil the Alberta dress tartan during this major
event by presenting the Alberta dress tartan to over 700 dancers from
across Canada, the United States, and overseas.

It should also be noted that Tartan Day is celebrated annually on
April 6 to commemorate the anniversary of Scottish independence
in 1320.  This Declaration of Arbroath, as it is known, is recognized
as one of the earliest expressions of the rights of humanity to a
peaceful and productive life free of oppression.  The Federation of
Scottish Clans encourages the wearing of tartans on this day as a
reminder of what can be accomplished by hard work and loyalty, a
proud tradition here in Alberta.  I’m certain the Alberta dress tartan
would be worn proudly next to the Alberta tartan on this occasion as
well.

Madam Speaker, allow me to close by saying the fact that one
need not be Scottish to meaningfully wear a tartan, that the Alberta
dress tartan would in fact belong to all Albertans regardless of their
background, is for me the most significant aspect of this symbol.
Adopting the Alberta dress tartan would honour, once again, the
contributions of one great community in Alberta and in Canada
while at the same time allowing all Albertans to adopt it as their
own.

Madam Speaker, I would ask that all members of the Assembly
support this bill for all Albertans to show pride in their province.
Thank you very much.

THE ACTING SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre.

MS BLAKEMAN: Thank you very much, Madam Speaker.  I rise
to speak on Bill 205, Emblems of Alberta (Alberta Dress Tartan)
Amendment Act, 2000.  It was interesting that when I first talked to
people about this bill and that I was going to be debating it, the
question was: well, why would you be spending time on this when
there are so many other things that people are so interested in in
Alberta right now?  But the truth is that we have the process of
private members’ bills exactly so a private member, that being
anyone who’s not in the cabinet, can bring forward bills that are of
interest to people in their constituency or people involved in groups
they’re affiliated with.  So it’s entirely appropriate that the Member
for Calgary-Glenmore bring forward this bill, and I note that he was
approached by a group in his constituency who were interested in
having the brighter dress tartan added as an official emblem in
Alberta.

I am a person of Scottish heritage.  No surprise to anyone who
looks at me.  A stout, red-headed woman.  Yup, got to be Scottish.
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Seven of the eight of my great-grandparents are in fact Scottish, and
I took a trip there in the early ’90s to explore and find out something
about my heritage.

Although we do have a substantial number of Scots who settled in
Alberta and certainly contributed to the building of this province, I
still felt a little odd, a little out of sorts.  There’s this Scottish
dourness, as people call it, that I think sometimes makes us a little
less hearty than we’re used to in this province.

It was a wonderful trip for me, and I did go to each of the places
where my great-grandparents came from.  Of course when you’re
there, you get interested in the tartans.  There are tartans all over the
place.  Sooner or later you wander in and you start to go through and
find out which are your tartans and what your connection is.  I’m
lucky, I would say, that I was able to go through and actually find
affiliations with family or clan tartans.

As the Member for Calgary-Glenmore said, there are a number of
variations on the tartans and there are ways for anyone to be able to
claim a tartan or to wear a tartan.  I find it really interesting that
tartans seem to have such a pull on people that those from many
different backgrounds and faiths and other countries and cultures
want to be able to access a tartan and wear it.  It’s an interesting
anomaly that we see here, that sharing of the culture.

As I say, I did go and look up the various tartans, and because of
my ancestors I actually had a couple of different family tartans to
choose from.  I found it really interesting that there is the formal
tartan, which for us is the one we see on the guides here in the
Legislature, and I think the member had a tie done in that Alberta
tartan.  You can have the dress tartan of that formal tartan, and they
are meant to be related – they’re based on the same concept in the
way the blocks are built and the thread counts – also the hunting
tartan.

Now, when these first came into existence, obviously your ability
to access dyes was less than it is today in the modern age.  We’re
able to have much brighter tartan colours come through – you can
even get further away from the idea of a formal dress and a hunting
tartan, and a mourning tartan as well was mentioned – when you
start looking at whether you’re going to have an ancient version of
it or a modern version of it, because that of course is going back to
what dye colours were available at that time.
4:30

I really like the Alberta tartan.  I’m very proud of it, and I’m very
comfortable with it.  There’s so much literally woven into tartans
about what it all means and the symbolism for everything.  The
Alberta tartan has green for forests, gold for wheat fields, blue for
lakes, pink for the wild roses, and black for coal and petroleum.  It
pretty much does capture our province, both in what we can see
above it and below it, and I think it’s a good emblem for us.

So how do we go from those tartans that are individual family
tartans to something that’s an official tartan for the province of
Alberta?  Well, it’s back to what I was saying earlier, that people are
really interested in this and want to be able to find a way to have
their own version of it.  In fact, we are seeing now that there are
things like corporate tartans, where an institution or a company
adopts a particular tartan designed for what used to be livery – I
don’t think we’d see very much of that now –  but certainly for use
in merchandising.

We also have things like universal tartans, and some of those were
mentioned earlier.  The Black Watch, for instance, is considered a
universal tartan.  Again, I have the right, if you want to put it that
way – a number of my great- and great-great-uncles were in the
Black Watch.  It was a family occupation.  Another example is the
royal tartan, or the Royal Stuart tartan.  There are modern ones we

see, such as the Scottish National, the Braveheart- Warrior, the
Flower of Scotland, and the Pride of Scotland.

We in Alberta in 1961 did choose to have an Alberta tartan, and
now in the year 2000 we’re looking at adding the dress tartan to that.
Earlier I talked about what the colours and the pattern in our tartan
symbolize.  What we’re really adding to the dress tartan is the white,
which is entirely appropriate, I think, for this province.  Certainly
members in the House won’t be surprised to know that I am
supportive of this because of the snow.  If you’re going to live in
Alberta, you’d better find something to do with the snow or you’re
going to be a miserable person.  I’m a big proponent of winter
sports, for example, and I’m sure many others are.  So it’s nice to see
the white colour symbolizing the snow turn up in a dress tartan.  As
the Member for Calgary-Glenmore did say, the white background
does make it a showier tartan to be using when, for instance, we
have Highland dance groups in competitions.  I think to a certain
extent an analogy I could make is that it’s the same thing as the
home and away jerseys for sports teams.

Tartans can and I think should be registered.  I’m assuming that
the original Alberta tartan was registered, and I certainly encourage
the member to make sure the process is followed to register our dress
tartan.  You can, in fact, have them copyrighted or patented, but I’m
most interested in having it registered.  With the advent of the
Internet and those people that can get access to it, once again it
allows people to find a little piece of Alberta on that worldwide web
if they’re going to be searching out tartans.

I’ll go back to where I started, and that is the Member for Calgary-
Glenmore sponsoring this Bill 205 in support of Alberta adopting the
dress tartan as an official emblem.  I think it’s a nice idea, and I’m
sure that many people in Alberta, both people living here now and
people that will come here in the future, will be proud and pleased
to be able to call this tartan their tartan, because anyone in Alberta
could indeed do that.  I think these two tartans would come under the
heading of universal tartans, and I hope it’s going to be registered,
as I mentioned.

With those few words I am obviously in support of Bill 205 and
of the member bringing forward this idea.  I think it will benefit all
of those in Alberta today and in years to come, and I congratulate
him for doing that.  It’s another nice way for us to celebrate our
pride in our province and to develop our own symbols, our own
stories if you will, of what we value so much in the province.

So with those few words, Madam Speaker, I will take my seat if
any of my colleagues have other comments.  Thank you.

THE ACTING SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Calgary-Bow.

MRS. LAING: Thank you, Madam Speaker.  I am pleased to speak
in support of Bill 205 this afternoon.  Creation of a dress tartan for
Alberta is an important step for participants in the art of Highland
dancing and will allow them to proudly represent their province
when competing  across Canada or internationally.  Actually, the
sort of Olympics for Highland dancing are in England and also in
Ireland, and many times young people from our area go there to
compete.  To have a particular tartan that represents their province
is very special to them, to be able to have their own tartan on as they
participate with other dancers from around the world.  I think this is
a very unique and a very interesting idea, and I congratulate the
Member for Calgary-Glenmore for bringing it forward.

We do have, as several members ahead of me have said, an
existing tartan in place, and this is one of Alberta’s many emblems.
We’re all aware of the wild rose as the national flower and, of
course, the Alberta flag.  Lesser known emblems are petrified wood
as our provincial stone and the great horned owl as the official bird.
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Each of these emblems is chosen for their ability to represent our
province.  Like most tartans the Alberta tartan is very representative
of the unique characteristics of the people and the place that it
represents.  My hon. colleague across the way has certainly ex-
plained what all the colours are, so we won’t have to do that again.

The dress tartan proposed by Bill 205 keeps with the original
colour scheme of the Alberta tartan as well as the significance of
these colours while adding a white stripe to make the design more
suitable for a dress tartan.  Appropriately, the white stripe has a
significance as well as representing the bright snow which is so
common in our province’s winters.

Madam Speaker, tartans have long been synonymous with
Scotland and its families and its clans.  Given the importance of the
Scottish culture in the people shaping Alberta’s history, the tartan is
an appropriate inclusion among Alberta’s provincial emblems.  In
Calgary, for instance, other than the aboriginal people, the first
settlers were Scottish, and today they are still the leading ethnic
group in the city of Calgary.  So it’s very significant, I think, for this
province.  You’ve also mentioned Rutherford and other people from
this area who represented the Scottish influence on our province.  So
it’s very appropriate, I think, that the tartan is an inclusion among
Alberta’s provincial emblems.

Historically the tartans were intended to be a decorative style of
cloth.  They had patterns that were locally popular and relied on a
limited range of colour dyes and were made of a local coarser type
of wool.  This led to the idea of district tartans as an association
between the land, the community, and its cloth.  Where there was a
strong clan within the district, as was often the case in the High-
lands, the tartan worn would be of the same pattern.  In fact, a man
might well be recognized as being of a certain clan from the sight of
his tartan.  It is this concept of clan tartans that today predominates,
but the use of the tartan is yet richer.

We can see this association in the five colours of Alberta’s
existing tartan, which highlight the province’s natural beauty and
resources.  Donning the Alberta tartan identifies the wearer as being
an Albertan, at least among those aware of tartans and especially, for
instance, in the Highland dance community.  Also, there are today
in Calgary and in Canmore, I know, Highland games at the end of
summer, and you often see people wearing a sash or a shawl kind of
affair around their shoulders as they participate in the different
events.  I had the pleasure of being at the Braemar Highland games
this last September, and it was really exciting to see all the dancers
and the pipers and everyone, all of them with different tartans.  It
was very colourful and certainly very exciting to see.
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Madam Speaker, tartans were once forbidden by law, with the
exception of the government’s Black Watch pattern.  This pattern
was used by the regiments raised within Scotland and formed the
basis of the regimental tartans.  By the early 1800s many Scots
realized the knowledge of the tartan’s importance was being lost,
and simultaneously there was a nostalgic movement concerning
Scotland’s past.  This led to institutional and individual efforts to
preserve the tartan designs.  Tartans were reconstructed from
portraits collected on pilgrimages, demanded from clan chiefs, and
recovered from the weavers’ notes, so they were able to reconstruct
them.

The significance of tartans as national dress worn under various
circumstances created clan tartans for every name, even those that
previously had none, and these were often supplemented by hunting
tartans of subdued character and dress tartan, which was brighter.
Further variety was added by fashion, fancy, or trade tartans,
including various colours of a single pattern and especially the more

universal designs used for dancing.  It’s interesting to note that there
were even some mourning tartans developed. So when a person has
a death in the family, they put on a particular style of their tartan.

In recent years, Madam Speaker, corporate tartans have become
popular, where an institution or a company adopts a tartan designed
for livery and use in merchandising.  Where no clan tartans exist,
new family tartans have been designed.  In fact, today it’s big
business in Scotland.  You can go in and have your own family
tartan designed, and you can be just like everyone else.  So there’s
a real new wave of tartans over in Britain and of course the export
that takes place to places like North America, where there are
descendants of early Scottish settlers.

The ownership of a particular tartan is historically a matter of
convention.  However, in modern times disputes as to its use and
production rely on the civil laws of copyright and in rare cases
patents or trademarks.  Manufacturers often offer a given tartan
design in a variety of colour effects called modern, reproduction,
ancient, and the like.  An ancient and a modern tartan are often the
same pattern and should not be confused with the design being
considered.

Madam Speaker, Bill 205 recognizes that Alberta’s current tartan
has served well as a formal symbol of our province, just as the wild
rose has represented Alberta as our provincial flower, but it isn’t
appropriate as a dress tartan.  Such a tartan is worn by the members
of Alberta’s Highland dance community when competing abroad, so
often a darker pattern isn’t suitable.  A dress tartan of another design
with brighter colours and a white background is usually chosen
instead.

Many of the members of this House may wonder what the
difference is between dress and other tartans.  Essentially, the
brighter designs would be referred to as a dress tartan to distinguish
them from the darker tartans of the same name.  For example, the
Royal Stuart will have a plain red undercheck changed to white in
the Stuart dress tartan.  This is similar to what Bill 205 proposes, as
it changes the forest green undercheck of the Alberta tartan to a
white undercheck in the dress pattern.

[Mr. Herard in the chair]

The result of this alteration is similar to the evening dress worn by
both men and women, which were known as arisaid setts.  The
combination of a clan tartan with an arisaid type of design is
essentially modern.  In fact, some clan chiefs would not formally
recognize the dress form of their tartan.  Since tartans were origi-
nally a functional outdoor cloth, the dress tartans are a product of
emerging social patterns, and we see quite a growth in the tartan
industry.

Creating an official dress tartan for Alberta would allow Highland
dancers from Alberta to demonstrate their pride in our province
when competing outside our borders, internationally especially, and
the hon. member has spoken about the upcoming world gathering of
Highland dancing here in Edmonton this summer.  It should be quite
an exciting time.  Indeed, the brightness of the design may be
appealing to other Albertans who are not even aware of or attracted
by the existing Alberta tartan.  Increased knowledge and use of our
provincial emblems will serve to increase Alberta’s pride in our
province’s history and beauty.

[The Speaker in the chair]

Mr. Speaker, Bill 205 signifies a recognition of the importance of
the Scottish heritage to our province’s history and the importance of
Highland dancing in the Scottish tradition.  It provides a further
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source of pride and connection between Albertans of Scottish
heritage with our province and its traditions.  Bill 205 is a valuable
proposal that offers an opportunity to highlight Alberta’s official
emblem while providing a means for Albertans to celebrate their
pride in our province.  I urge all members to support Bill 205.

Thank you.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Manning.

MR. GIBBONS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I’m proud to stand today
to talk about Bill 205.  Our Canadian and Alberta histories have
benefited from the heritage of people from Scottish backgrounds.
For the sake of my wife’s family, which is named Benwood, I think
it’s exciting that Bill 205 is being brought forward.

In showing support to my province and in listening to the hon.
Member for Calgary-Glenmore, I think everyone should support this
bill.  Creating a provincial tartan is something to be proud of.  I am
not of Scottish background but of Irish, and I believe that the Irish
also had tartan colours.  Considering that the Romans wore different
sashes, it has a long, long history.

Tartans are a tradition of clans, different symbols of identity to
these clans of the past.  These versions of the tartan that have been
presented to us, one being the dress colours and one being the
regular colours, are a nice way of actually illustrating this.  Hope-
fully, like it was mentioned earlier, our Scottish dancers as they
compete provincewide or abroad will dress in our Alberta colours.
This would be a fantastic way of actually standing out.

I must make a call to a past member of this Assembly, a member
that represented Clover Bar-Fort Saskatchewan, my dentist when I
was much younger, and see whether or not he will actually follow
these colours when he golfs on his own golf course out at Fort-in-
View.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I am totally in support of this, and I think
it’s a good bill to bring forward.  Thank you very much.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Lacombe-Stettler.

MRS. GORDON: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I am very pleased to be
able to speak to Bill 205 and to congratulate the hon. Member for
Calgary-Glenmore on bringing forward this bill.  It’s indeed an
important occasion for us to celebrate the design of this wonderful
dress tartan, and the fact that we are discussing it in this Legislature
today further signifies the importance.  This symbol brings us
together, and it’s important for people of Scottish descent.

The wearing of the tartan is one of the ways in which people
express a sense of loyalty, pride, history, and culture as a people who
have worked hard to make a living, raise families, and build
communities.  In recent years as we have become more and more
aware of the necessity of including cultural celebrations in Alberta
society, symbols of many other cultures have joined those tartans.

When we think about the kinds of traditions we have, it helps us
to remember the history out of which they arose.  Indeed, the
wearing of the tartan goes back to Roman times at least.  Of course,
if you talk to people who have done studies of the settlement of
Britain, Scotland, Ireland, and Wales, they talk about the various
ways in which the tartan has significance.  The whole way in which
it’s worn has significance, depending on what your function is at that
particular time.

Other members here today have talked about the various tartans.
The meaningfulness of the different threads, the way they are woven
together, and the way in which they join are all part of the symbolic
meaning of the various colours found in tartans, and this can go back
to the existing Alberta tartan today, as was mentioned by the last two

to three speakers.  It brought in everything that is relevant and
important to Alberta.

Interestingly enough, Mr. Speaker, the Alberta tartan, the one that
was identified on the hon. Member for Calgary-Glenmore’s tie,
came to be because of the hard work and due diligence and commit-
ment of a gentleman who happened to be my constituent.  His name
was Marwood Swain, and he was the owner/operator of Juniper
Emblems and also, along highway 2, what used to be the Juniper
restaurant and hotel.  Mr. Swain was very, very active in tourism and
promoting Alberta and saw the need many, many years ago to
incorporate an Alberta tartan and register it.  So it was thanks to him
that we’ve enjoyed this tartan all these years.
4:50

A tartan pattern emerges out of a single list of coloured threads
called a thread count.  Reading a tartan requires a little practice and
involves finding two unique points within the pattern called the
pivots.  Tartans consist of broader bands of colour called the
undercheck which are often decorated or embellished with narrower
lines of colour called the overcheck.  Once the basic possibilities are
understood, one can better appreciate designs that combine and
extend the simple ideas.

The largest group of tartan uses the three-colour design of Black
Watch as their basis, and we’ve heard a lot about Black Watch this
afternoon as well as the Royal Stuart group.  The Stuart family
records its traditional descent from Banquo, thane of Lochaber, who
makes an appearance as a character in William Shakespeare’s
Macbeth.  Historically, however, the family appears to be descended
from an ancient family in Brittany.  They acquired lands in England
after the Norman conquest and moved to Scotland when David I
ascended to the throne of Scotland.  The family were granted
extensive estates, and the office of high steward was made hereditary
in the family.

With a name like Gordon you can tell that that, too, is Scottish,
and the clan Gordon also has a well-recognized tartan.  In fact, it is
one of my favourites, even if I am a little prejudiced.  Our clan’s
Gaelic name is Gordan, and our motto is “remaining.”  We also have
our own pipe music, the Gordon march.  The Gordon clan is a
territorial name, and the family who took the name are believed to
have been of Anglo-Norman descent, moving from the Borders to
Aberdeenshire.  The wild boar’s head appears on the Gordon arms
because, legend says, the first Gordon saved a Scottish king from an
attacking boar.

Mr. Speaker, it’s very important for people to understand that the
creation of a dress tartan which all the citizens of Alberta over time
will learn to enjoy is something that will preserve this tradition of
Scottish culture while encouraging a more inclusive celebration of
its meaning to all Albertans more than before.  I certainly hope that
now Albertans will have a choice.  They can basically decide either
to continue using the existing tartan or look to the new dress tartan.

Because the British Empire spread far and wide across the world,
it is not unusual in former colonies to see people who do not in their
physical appearance resemble Scottish people, showing that their
heritage has been adopted right across the world.  I found it interest-
ing when Edmonton-Centre said that you could tell that she was of
Scottish descent.  I didn’t know we could – she’ll have to explain it
to me later – but that was very interesting, hon. member.

It’s exciting to think that when we have special occasions in
Alberta, it will be possible for us to choose, as I said, from the two
different official provincial tartans.  And, yes, hon. member, tartans
definitely are registered, and these ones I’m sure will be as well.

One thing I would like to mention is that I think it is very
important for us to realize how popular tartans are.  If you travel to
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many tourist destination areas, you will often find a Scottish shop,
and a number of people go in to look at the various tartans.  I know,
for instance, that for the clan Gordon there are six registered tartans.
Some of them of course are ancient tartans that started with the
beginning of time, and some have been updated over the years.

The Scottish tartan and looking at Scottish heritage is very big
business across North America as well as Europe.  I envy you, hon.
Member for Edmonton-Centre, that you’ve had the opportunity to go
to Scotland.  That is certainly on my list of things I want to do, to
visit Scotland, England, and Wales and take a look for myself at
where my husband’s family were from, the ancestors.  I think that
would be a wonderful trip, if each of us could enjoy that.

So I want to thank the hon. member and the people he represents
for bringing this bill forward.  I think it’s always delightful when we
can stand in this House and together vote for something that’s going
to improve the quality of life and expand the multiculturalism side,
when we can all agree that something here is important and should
happen for Albertans.  I, too, want to thank Mr. Chorney for his
work involved in looking at these tartans.

If people want to see a very, very extensive display of tartans in
this province, I suggest that you stop sometime at the Highlander
Hotel on 16th Avenue in Calgary.  The food is delicious there, and
they have a very extensive wall display of all of the registered
tartans.  It’s very, very interesting to see how varied and how
different they are.

I will be supporting this bill and look forward to seeing a number
of people wearing this tartan as early as July of this year.  Thank
you.

THE SPEAKER: Now with great anticipation I invite the hon.
Member for Bonnyville-Cold Lake to participate in this debate.

MR. DUCHARME: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  There has been a lot
of discussion in the Legislature today about Scottish culture and
celebrating by having Alberta adopt another official provincial
tartan, the Alberta dress tartan, as a new tartan for a new century.
I’m pleased to support Bill 205 since I’m always pleased to hear
about having opportunities to embrace multiculturalism and pride in
the province of Alberta.

From a cultural standpoint, especially, the Scottish people and
their traditions and customs are as proud as they are colourful.  For
centuries a woolen cloth called a tartan formed part of the dress of
Highland Scots.  Tartans were worn in other parts of Scotland as
well.  However, it was in the Highlands that the patterns developed
to the point where they identified the wearer as a member of a
particular clan.  The tartans that were worn several hundred years
ago consisted of simple checks of two or three colours.  The shades
were obtained from dye-producing plants, roots, berries, and trees in
the district where the cloth was woven.

The early form of the Highland dress was the great kilt, a piece of
tartan about two metres in width and approximately four to six
metres in length.  This kilt could be used as a cloak by day or a
blanket by night by wrapping it around yourself and fastening it at
the waist with a leather belt.  After the Scots were defeated in battle
by the English in 1746, the British Parliament forbade them to wear
tartan.  The great revival in the use of tartan came 100 years later
and was encouraged by Queen Victoria’s interest in Scottish dress.

The chemical dyes which were coming into use by this time
allowed weavers to enlarge the range of colors and to introduce more
elaborate patterns.  The design of the kilt had changed as well with
the introduction of the little kilt, consisting of the lower part of the
earlier belted version.  Today it is universally accepted as the correct
form of modern Highland dress.

Although the kilt has been traditionally regarded as male dress,

one often sees young girls wearing kilts, especially in Highland
dance competitions.  However, a pleated skirt is the traditional
female attire or for evening wear a tartan skirt of silk or other
material with a sash of silk tartan.

Mr. Speaker, in any case, those who wear the tartan and the
Highland dress take great pride in the fact that they are helping to
preserve traditional Scottish customs, and by the looks of it, the
Alberta dress tartan design in front of us would make for an elegant
pattern for any dress occasion.

In Scotland since ancient times the tartan has had a strong
connection with the clan system.  A clan consisted of a group of
families who believed they were descended from a common
ancestor.  They generally lived together in a particular region of
Scotland, such as a small valley or an island.  Scots liked to think of
a clan as a family.  The responsibility for raising children was
sometimes shared, and arranged marriages within the clan were
common.  The clan served as a military organization as well as a
social organization.  Each clan had its own slogan and war cry and
carried its own standard and colours.  It also had its own military
pipe music as well as a distinctive tartan.  The chief was responsible
for the welfare of his followers.  On their part, the clansmen owed
their loyalty to the chief.  The linking together of all the members of
a clan guaranteed their protection from enemies.  However, it also
meant that they were drawn into the many quarrels that involved
their kinsmen.
5:00

Although the ancient clan system was breaking down by the 18th
century, the Highlanders who immigrated to Canada took elements
of it with them.  The clan tradition generally assisted the Scots into
their new land.  Although some of the old quarrels were brought to
Canada, they were usually soon forgotten.  The clan system served
Highlanders well as associations that gave them comfort in a strange
new land and helped them to survive.

Mr. Speaker, I’d like to touch on Scottish Canadians for a
moment, with respect to how they have become a part of our
multicultural tradition.  In recent decades the percentage of Scottish
Canadians has declined in comparison to Canada’s total population.
Despite this, Scottish Canadians continue to exert a powerful
influence on the nation’s affairs.  Scots continue to immigrate to
Canada, and once here they usually adjust to their home away from
home.

Although most people of Scottish descent no longer live in purely
Scottish communities, their presence is still highly visible.  St.
Andrew’s, Burns, and Caledonian societies are common from coast
to coast.  Such groups encourage traditional cultural activities and
celebrate Scottish holidays.  There also numerous clan societies
which sponsor social gatherings and which work to maintain the
Scots’ pride in their origins.

Scottish traditions in Canada continued throughout the years in
various forms.  Universities with Scottish ties have pipe bands.
Civilian volunteer groups such as the Fraser Highlanders and the
Royal Highland Emigrants keep alive the old military traditions.
Many Canadian armed forces militia regiments are proud of their
Scottish backgrounds.  Activities such as Highland Games competi-
tions, golf, curling, Scottish music, and folk dancing are enjoyed by
many Canadians, whether or not they are of Scottish ancestry.  Many
Albertans, indeed, many Canadians enjoy sharing in the festive
holidays observed by Scottish tradition, whether it is a part of their
family background or not.

St. Andrew’s Day, which is celebrated on November 30, honours
St. Andrew, Scotland’s patron saint.  Formerly, it was a religious
holiday.  Today Scots, particularly those living abroad in Canada
and other countries, celebrate it as a patriotic festival.  The main
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feature of the day is the St. Andrew’s dinner at which traditional
dishes are served, including a singed sheep’s head.  In addition,
toasts are drunk to the glory of Scotland and the honoured memory
of their patron saint.

Hogmanay, or Scottish new year, has been celebrated by the Scots
since the 16th century.  Its name is derived from a French phrase
meaning “to the mistletoe, the new year.”  It was originally cele-
brated on January 11.  Today it takes place on January 1.  In the
traditional Scottish household the new year is an important date.  It
was the time for housecleaning, the payment of debts, the returning
of borrowed items, the mending of cloths, and the tuning of musical
instruments.  Most important, it was time for preparation for the
coming year and of new hope for the future.

The Scots have carried many of their traditional new year’s
practices abroad to all the places they have settled.  One of these is
the practice of first-footing.  According to the custom the first person
to cross the threshold after midnight is regarded as an omen of the
coming year.  To ensure good luck, the caller should be a black-
haired man, and he should bring a sprig of mistletoe with him.
Additional Scottish new year’s customs require that whiskey or a
special blend of whiskey, ale, and nutmeg be drunk, and that visitors
bring bread, salt, and coal to a home. These symbolize, respectively,
life, hospitality, and warmth.  There is often a noisemaking cere-
mony at the stroke of midnight, when guests bang on pots and pans,
trays and irons, and shout chants in order to stave off evil forces.

Finally, all the guests grasp hands and sing Auld Lang Syne, a
practice that has become commonplace throughout North America.

Perhaps the most recognizable celebration to those of us who are
not Scottish is Burns night, celebrated with pride on January 25, the
anniversary of the poet Robert Burns’ birth in 1759.  Hundreds of
Burns clubs, Scottish societies, and Caledonian societies in Canada
and around the world gather to honour Robbie.

A Burns night has certain traditional features whenever it is
staged.  First is the ceremony in which the haggis is paraded into the
hall.  This is a traditional Scottish dish made of heart, liver, and
other organs of a calf or sheep minced and diced with suet, oatmeal,
and seasonings and boiled in the stomach of the animal.  The haggis
is accompanied by a piper and kilted escort party.

Before he cuts the haggis, the chairman for the evening delivers
a special poetic tribute, Burns’ Ode to Haggis, as he holds knife in
hand.  He then thrusts the knife into the haggis as he recites the
Selkirk Grace.  The haggis is then served along with turnips and
potatoes; chicken and leek soup and bannock are often part of this
menu, too.  Such foods represent typical Scottish dishes of Burns’
time.

The evening’s highlight is the immortal memory.  This is a speech
delivered by a local dignitary or an authority on Burns.  In the
speech the speaker talks about the poet, his work, the Scottish
society of the period.  The annual Burns’ festival concludes with the
singing of the traditional Scottish songs and ballads.  The special
evening serves as the major occasion on which Scots honour their
distinctive culture.

Mr. Speaker, in sharing some of the very many aspects of Scottish
culture with members of the Assembly, I was hoping to show that
the tartan tradition is part of a much deeper set of customs.  I think
any of these occasions that I just mentioned would be heightened
and brightened by the appearance of the Alberta dress tartan.  It
would be even more significant if people could take great pride in
saying that this beautiful dress tartan pattern is an official provincial
emblem of Alberta.

I am therefore asking all members to join me in support of Bill
205 and celebrating our multicultural Alberta.  Thank you.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Calgary-Lougheed.

MS GRAHAM: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I’m just going to take a
few moments to say a few words in support of this bill.  I am
Scottish, and I was raised in the Scottish traditions  all of my life.
I’ve worn a variety of tartans, and I thought I knew a lot about kilts
and tartans and Scottish traditions, but I’ve learned a lot here this
afternoon by listening to the very extensive speeches by members,
and I thank them for their contributions in this regard.

I did want to say that one of the purposes of the introduction of
this dress tartan is to allow our Scottish dancers who are competing
at home and abroad to wear a dress tartan.  Having danced competi-
tively and been a Highland dancing instructor myself, I can tell you
why it is important to have a beautiful, showy tartan, which this new
Alberta dress tartan is, and that is that you get the attention of the
judges if you have a showy tartan.  So I’m sure our Scottish dancers
will wear this with pride and they will catch the attention of the
judges, and provided that their footwork and their style is up to
snuff, they will do well.

I intend, myself, to have a kilt and a sash made in this new Alberta
tartan.  I would urge all members to do the same, female members
to have a sash and men to have a kilt, because as we have heard, this
is a district tartan; you don’t have to be Scottish to wear the tartan.
It’s just very smart attire, especially for evening wear.

Without anything further, Mr. Speaker, I would just like to urge
all members to support this bill, which I’m sure they will.
5:10

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Member for Highwood.

MR. TANNAS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I just wanted to bring a
little bit of personal life into it.  Thirty nine years ago I married a
lassie from Scotland, who was born and raised there and trained and
came over here.  [interjection]  Thirty nine years ago, yes.  Some
few years later we went to Uganda, in east Africa, where I was
teaching in a teacher training college, and the principal, who had
been there before I arrived, was a Scot.  He had taught the Africans
how to do Scottish country dances.  That was unique, seeing all of
these people, who, naturally, were black, do Scottish country dances.

While I was there I had the unique experience of seeing Colonel
Amin overthrow the government.  We all know that Field Marshal
Idi Amin Dada overthrew the government and brought in a very
repressive regime.  What I wanted to explain here in the context of
what we’re talking about today is that he had great pride in the
Scottish regiment.  Here you had all these blacks with their tartans,
kilts, and even with bagpipes as an honour guard.

Mr. Martin, writing some 297 years ago, in 1703, made mention
that every isle differs from each other in their fancy of making
plaids, as to the stripes and breadth and colours; this humour is as
different through the mainland of the Highlands insofar that they
who have seen those places are able at the first view of a man’s plaid
to guess the place of his residence.  The spirit of the idea has grown
to the extent that Scots have come to believe that the pattern of
woven coloured stripes has become an important part of their
cultural identity.

I wish to offer a little historical comment which might add to the
understanding of the structure of the Scottish society.  Today it is
generally accepted that clan tartans were well established some time
at least during the 18th century.  Prior to that time, while clan,
district, and tartan were often closely associated, the idea of a single,
uniform clan tartan had not yet emerged.

The natural development of the art of tartan manufacture in the
Highlands was completely curtailed for many years following the 
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battle of Culloden in the uprising of 1745, although the battle
occurred in 1746, when Bonnie Prince Charlie and many clans were
severely beaten at the battle by English forces.  So angered were the
British at this rebellion that they scourged the Highlands, burning
many homes.  Of course, with thatch for a roof it was quite easy to
do that.

Many children and men and women were killed, and it was
forbidden to wear the plaid.  The proscription, ban, of the Highland
dress could bring 100 lashes, which is enough to kill many people
that may have received it.  This was not repealed until 1782.  The
warlike reputation of the tartan, which was so ruthlessly crushed
following Culloden, was put to great military advantage by the
Highland regiments in their exploits abroad under the Union Jack.

By 1882, the year of the first royal visit to Scotland since the
rebellion of ’45, all the ingredients for a spectacular tartan revival
were in place.  So you got the royal tartan.  In the capable hands of
Sir Walter Scott the royal seal of approval was added to the now
highly fashionable Highland Guard.  This was worn by King George
IV, whom you all know preceded Queen Victoria.

Hunting tartans, as their name implies, were designed in subdued
colours, often greens or blues, to blend with the natural environment.
Wearing of the tartans is not restricted to grouse moors but is
intended for everyday use as well as formal and informal occasions.

Dress tartans, like the Alberta dress tartan, are designed by
altering the background colours of the formal set to a white thread.
Kilts made of this material are worn for dancing and other festive
occasions.  The Highland Society of London has a collection of

tartans.  Each sample is certified by the chief and bears their name
and signature.

I want to thank the hon. Member for Calgary-Glenmore for
bringing this forward so that the Alberta tartan and now the Alberta
dress tartan can be worn by our competitors in Scottish events
wherever they may occur in this province, this country, or indeed
around the world.

Thank you Mr. Speaker.

[Motion carried; Bill 205 read a second time]

THE SPEAKER: The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.

MR. HAVELOCK: Yes.  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  In light of the
hour I move that we call it 5:30 and that we reconvene this evening
at 8 in Committee of Supply.

THE SPEAKER: On the motion put forward by hon. Deputy
Government House Leader that the Assembly do now adjourn and
reconvene tonight at 8 o’clock in committee, would all those in
favour, please say aye?

HON. MEMBERS: Aye.

THE SPEAKER: Opposed, please say no.  Carried.

[The Assembly adjourned at 5:17 p.m.]


