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Titlee Thursday, April 22, 2004
Date: 2004/04/22
[The Speaker in the chair]

1:30 p.m.

head: Prayers

The Speaker: Good afternoon.

Let us pray. Let uskeep ever mindful of the gpecial and unique
opportunity we have to work for our congituents and our province,
and in that work let usfind strength and wisdom. Amen.

Please be seated.

head: Introduction of Visitors

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Medicine Hat.

Mr. Renner: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Today we' revery privileged
to have guestsfromthe Pacific Northwest Economic Regionvisiting
legidators and minigers in our Legislature Building. Just prior to
cominginto the House, we had anumber of members who met with
them over lunch, and they will be meeting with a number of
ministersthroughout the aternoon. It’smy pleasureto introduceto
you and through you to al Members of the Legislative Assembly
two of the three guests who are with us today. Unfortunately,
Representative Jeff Morrisof the Washington State L egislatureisnot
ableto join us for question period. He will however be returning
very shortly.

Mr. Speaker, | would like to introduce to you Mr. Matt Morrison,
who is the executive director of PNWER, Pacific Northwest
Economic Region. Jeff hails from Seattle. Joining him in your
galleryisMr. Marvin Schneider, who iswith our own International
and Intergovernmental Relations. Heisthedirector for U.S./Mexico
relationsand has been workingdiligentlywithMr. Morrisonand Mr.
Morrisin facilitating their meetings throughout the day. | ask that
they rise and receive the normal warm welcome of all members in
the House.

head: Introduction of Guests

The Speaker: The hon. Miniger of Justice and Attorney Generd.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 1t's my pleasure today to
introduce to you and through you to members of the Assembly
Catherine Ripley of my constituency of Edmonton-Whitemud.
Catherine is here this afternoon to observe the estimates of the
Department of Learning, which come before the House this after-
noon. In addition to being a great parent of two teenage children,
one of whom attends Harry Ainlay high school and the other
attending Strathcona composite high school, she has for the past
number of years been the chair of the Whitemud Coalition of
Schools, an organization for which | haveagreat deal of respect and
which I’ ve had the opportunity to work with over the past number of
years. Catherine and the coalition do invauable surveys of the
schoolsin our areaand provide me with agreat deal of information
withwhich | can harassthe Minister of Learning from time to time,
and | takethe opportunity to do, and it’s great background and help
to an MLA to have that kind of support. If that doesn’t take up
enough of her time, she's the author of children’s books. 1'd ask
Catherine to rise and receive the traditional warm welcome of the
Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Miniger of Transportation.

Mr. Stelmach: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It'scertainly my pleasure
to introduce to you and through you to members of this Assembly
eight very special guests fromthe Bruderheim seniors’ centre seated
inthemembers' gallery, all very strongvolunteersin thecommunity
of Bruderheim. They are Helen Romanchuk, Iris Penonzek, Ron
Martineau, Mona Bovell, Des Bovell, Eileen Loeffelmann, and
Alfred Loeffelmann. | would ask all to please rise and receive the
traditional warm welcome of this Assembly.

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

Mr. Lukaszuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Indeed, it's a unique
occasionand apleasureto introduce to you and through you aPolish
televison cameracrewthat isvisiting usinthemembers’ gdlery, led
by Mrs. Agata Konarska, and assisting her isMrs Madej, amember
of our Edmonton Polish community. 1'd like them to rise and
receive the warm wel come of our Assembly.

Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Learning.

Dr. Oberg: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It gives me great
pleasureto introduce 11 people that work in my department. These
people work in an areathat is really ahidden jewel in my bureau-
cracy and in my department, and it’s a hidden jewel that the hon.
Leader of the Opposition and | have had discussions about before.
They’re from the Learning Resources Centre. | would ask Ruth
Juliebo, Whitney Masson, Renice Richd, David Chowne, Lois
Rogers, Bill Vandermeer, Edd Semeniuk, Donna Vincent, Cathy
Daoust, Susan Graham, Tim Tornberg — | do apologize for my
pronunciation of those names — to rise and receive the warm
welcome of the Legislative Assembly.

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

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It's my pleasure to rise and
introduce to the Assembly and to you somebody who has driven
many, many milesto come here today to watch the proceedings of
the Assembly. He s seated in the public gallery. He' sthe principal
of not one but two schools in Bow Idand, Alberta. His name is
Stuart Angle, and | would ask him to rise and receive the wam
welcome of all MLAs.
Thank you.

Mr. Lougheed: Mr. Speaker, I’ m pleased to introduce to you and to
members assembled 44 students from Win Ferguson community
school in Fort Saskatchewan. They’ reaccompanied by theirteachers
Mr. Jeff Spady and Mrs Joanne Simpson as well as parent helpers
Mrs. Bonnie Bowes, Mr. Paul Kristensen, Mr. Ernie Hansen, Mrs.
Deb Parent, and Mrs. Vicki Kippen. | would ask that they please
stand and recei ve the traditiona warm welcome of this Assembly.

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

Mrs. Jablonski: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Today | have the honour
and the pleasure of introducing to you and through you to members
of this Assembly 56 bright and energetic studentsfrom the Red Deer
Christian school. They are accompanied by their teachers Mrs.
Carolyn Stolteand Mr. JimDriedger and by their parent helpersMrs.
Marilyn Pleadwell, Mrs. Elaine Campbell, Mr. Alan Ten Hove, Ms
Chris Thiessen, Mr. Gordon Smith, and Mrs. Sheila Van Alstyne.
| would ask them dl to rise and receive the warm welcome of this
Assembly.
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The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Highlands.

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I’'m pleasedtorise
today and introduce to you and through you to all membersof this
Assembly a number of members of the Internationa Order of Odd
Fellows and Rebekahs. | had the opportunity recently to be ajudge
at apublic speaking contest for young peoplethat isorganized by the
local chapter of the Odd Fellows and Rebekahs, and what awonder-
ful group of young people they were. They are goingto be a credit
to this House some day. Their speechesweretremendous. 1'd like
to extend my appreciation to the Odd Fellows and Rebekahs. The
winner, | believe, getsatrip tothe United Nations, and | think it was
a wonderful part of the work that this group does. So I'd like
Florence Ponto, Arlene Coates, Bob Whalen, and Marilyn Nichols
to pleaserise. Also, the gracious hostess accompanying themismy
new constituency assistant, Mary MacKinnon, and I’ dlikeher torise
aswdl and recave the warm welcome of this Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Seniors.

Mr. Woloshyn: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. |I'm very
pleased to introduce to you and through you to the members of the
Legislature Mr. Albert Mastromartino. He's the president of the
Nissan Canada Foundation. Mr. Mastromartino joins us today
following a very special event celebrating the donation of three
brand new vans provided by the Nissan Canada Foundaion,
Ericksen Nissan, and Mills Nissan for use by the Medls on Wheels
program. 1I’d liketo commend both the Nissan Canada Foundation
and Meals on Wheels for making a very real difference in thelives
of seniors in terms of their health and independence. 1'd ask Mr.
Mastromartino, who i s seated in your gdlery, toriseand receive the
warm welcome of the Assembly.

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

Mr. Hutton: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It'sapleasure to rise today
and introduce to you and through you to members of the Assembly
a constituent of mine who is here to observe the proceedings this
afternoon. Lynn Odynski is an Edmonton public school board
trustee. | would ask her to please rise and receive the traditional
warm welcome of this Assembly.

head: Oral Question Period

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

Government Travel Expenses

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. This government’s cabinet,
unlike those in other provinces, exempts itself from freedom of
information legislaion and is strangely reluctant to release detailed
information on thetravel and entertainment expenses of the Premier
and hisminigers. Thereis no reasonthe Premier can’t makepublic
photocopies of cabinet expenses. My questions are to the Premier.
Given that a photocopier can copy athousand pagesin 18 minutes
for $10, why doesn’t the Premier just photocopy Executive Coun-
cil’ s receipts and make them public?

Mr. Klein: Mr. Spesker, we are evaluating the way we handle
expenses. But | would remind the hon. Leader of the Official
Opposition that it's not so much the revelaion of expenses —and
that’snot a problemfor us; it's not a problem — but it's how much
government spends.

If they were redly concerned, they would look at their Liberal
cousinsin Ottawa and see the opulence, the extravagance, and the
use of taxpayers dollars to fund the swimming pool and all the
trappings of 24 Sussex, to accommodate the huge living room that
occupies the A320 Air bus that the Prime Miniger flies around in,
to accommodate the four or five Challenger jets that were bought at
taxpayers' expenseto cart ministers and MPs back and forth and to
and fro, to accommodate the multitude of security people aroundthe
PrimeMini ster, toaccommodatehisstretch limous nes, to accommo-
date the lavish dinnersthat he holds. They should be talking about
that instead.

Dr. Taft: Given that other governmentsare ableto post their cabinet
ministers' expense receipts on the web for everybody in Canadato
see within three months, why doesn’t this government do the same?

Mr. Klein: Mr. Speaker, again, we are evaluating the way that we
report our expenses, and that will bereported. We arenot going to
take the adviceof thisLiberal opposition, which, by theway, wasn’t
elected to be the government. We will do what is right, what is
open, and what is transparent. The simple fact is that a $27.50 jug
of orange juice comes nowhere near the opulence and the extrava-
gance of their Liberal cousinsin Ottawa.

Dr. Taft: How doesthe Premier explainto Albertansthat they aren’t
allowed to see these recd pts when they pay the tab?

Mr. Klein: Mr. Speaker, the expenses are reported yearly to Public
Accounts.

The $10,000 that the hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar spent
to travel acrossthebridge, the $10,000 he spent last year to trave to
and fro and wherever, is reported to Public Accounts The only
differenceis that they do not post their expenses or details of those
expenses on the web site. Instead, hejust says, “1 spent $10,000 to
travel within the constituency of Edmonton-Gold Bar,” which you
can spit across.

The Speaker: Second Official Opposition main question.

Health Care Reforms

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The Alberta Liberals are
committed to a strong public health care system, a commitment
shared by most Albertans. What Albertansdo not want are taxeson
thesick and health care based on what one can afford instead of what
one needs. The best way to meet legitimate health care needs is
through a public health care sysem, yet this government has said
that everything is on the table when it comes to health care reform.
To the Premier: will the Premier reassure Albertans here and now
that this government will not introduce health care user fees?

Mr. Klein: Mr. Speaker, asthe hon. Leader of the Official Opposi-
tion pointed out, everything is on the table. While it's not our
intention to go out of our way to contravene the Canada Health Act,
there may be somethings in the reforms that could. As he pointed
out, everything isindeed on the table.

Relative to the caucus discussion today our caucus was adamant
that we need to take bold steps now to make sure that we have a
health system that is there for usin the future. All the premiers, al
the ministers of health fully agree that the system we know now is
simply not sustainable, and it will bankrupt a number of provinces.
Although it might not bankrupt Alberta, the costs of providing
funding for health care are very severe indeed.
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At caucustoday theHealth and Wellnessminister laid out what he
called aroad map for reform. He spoke in very, very broad, genera
principles about cost pressures in areas such as drugs and new
technologies. He talked about finding new and innovative ways to
fund the system.

An Hon. Member: User fees.

Mr. Klein: Well, they're saying user fees. That's about a three-
second sound hite, but it'sgood enough, and that’ swhat they liketo
play on. They have no notion, no idea, nor do they have any
responsibility for devel oping policy.

Hetalked about making better use of privately delivered services
within the publicly funded system to reduce pressure and waiting
times at hospitals. Already we have evidence that some of these
procedures are very useful in relieving pressure a publicly funded
hospitals. A number of proceduresnow are contracted by regional
health authorities and for years and years, of course, the RHAs and
the government generally have been contracting services to private
operators for seniorsin long-term care.

Caucusmembersrai sed many questions, including questionsabout
access and labour cogs and whether the Canada Health Act needs
updating and the impact of an aging population. Mr. Speaker, all of
thiswill be brought together in a package. It will be released to the
public — | assume that the Liberalswill go out of their way to get it;
| hope that they do, anyway — and then we'll bring that package to
caucus and have a good discussion.

The Speaker: Hon. members, caucus megtings and the subject
therein are not normally the subjects of question period, but if the
leader of the government chooses to discussit, that's certainly his
prerogative as theleader of the government.

The Leader of the Official Oppostion.

Dr. Taft: Thanks, Mr. Speaker. Will the Premier rule out hedth
care insurance deductibles, which require patients to pay the first
portion of ther treatment costs before public payment kicks in?

Mr. Klein: Mr. Speaker, you’ reabsol utely right. Normallywedon't
talk about what takes place in caucus, but | had the courtesy today
to explain exactly to the hon. Leader of the Official Opposition what
we discussed generally in caucus. | would point out that thisisfar
more than the Liberals would ever do. They never share anything
that comes out of their caucus. Nothing.

The Speaker: The hon. leader.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Thisquestion comes out of our
caucusmeetingthismorning. Giventhat Albertansalready pay taxes
and they pay health care premiums, will the Premier rule out reforms
that would force patients to pay even more money out of pocket
based on their income?

Mr. Klein: Mr. Speaker, again, he slooking for an answer that will
providethe good 15-second sound bite so that they can takethat out
and tout it as government policy. I’'m not going to fall into that trap
other than to say that we had agood discussion in caucus today.

1:50
We agreed with the minister’s road map leading to reform. We
agreed that a package will be brought together, that it will be

released to the public, that it will be discussed by caucus. Then,
following that, there will be a public conaultation process. At that

time the Liberalscan makeall the political noisethey want and spew
out all the rhetoric they want. | fully expect it.

Automobile Insurance Reforms

Mr. MacDonald: This government’sinsurance reform has become
both a tragedy and a farce for Alberta motorists and a foreign
language film without subtitles for Conservatives at their private,
behind-closed-door standing policy committeemeeting on Tuesday.
Itisreported that the government’ s leading actor, the hon. Member
for Medicine Hat, hadn’'t even seen the lateg verson of the script
beforelast Tuesday’ smeeting. Albertans demand to know who was
in charge of the insurance file. My first question is to the Premier.
How open and transparent can Albertans expect this government to
be with them when it doesn’t even let the person in charge of the
insurance reforms see the advance copy of the proposed changes?

Mr. Klein: Well, Mr. Speaker, | can’t speak for thehon. Member for
Medicine Hat and what he knew and what he did not know, but
obviously the Liberals know alot. So something must be open and
transparent.

Mr. Speaker, the reason there are only seven of those people over
there, or six now and soon to be five, is that they don’'t understand
the essenceof palitics. They don’t understand the essence of people.

People, at the end of the day, are not concerned so much about
process or what happened at an SPC meeting or what didn’t happen
at an SPC meeting. What they are concerned about at theend of the
day istheir pocketbook and whether or not young good drivers will
see areduction, abeit phased in, of their premiums, whether older
maledrivers, who arenow penalized, will see areduction overall in
their premiums, and whether thosein the middle rangewill seetheir
rates being comparable to other rates, that they’re being treated
fairly.

That iswhat the people areconcerned about at theend of theday.
These people areconcerned about the nitty-gritty, picayune kinds of
things that don’t mean atinker’s damn to the public.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you. Peopleinthisprovinceare concerned
about what the insurance policies are doing to what’s left in their
pocketbook.

Now, if the government’'s own MLASs will not endorse the
insurance reforms that are proposed, how does this government
expect Albertansto be satisfied with this|atest attempt to reform the
insurance file?

Mr. Klein: Mr. Speaker, you know, thereason thereare 73 of usand
only five of them isthat we listen to people. Do you think that this
caucus is going to do something that is going to hurt consumers
when we set out, relative to our insurance reforms, to protect
consumers? Get real. Hedoesn't get it. That'swhy thereare only
five of them, and after the next dection there will be even fewer.

Mr. MacDonald: Again to the Premier. Did the proposed reforms
stdl at the closed-door private meeting because the insurance
industry wasn’t there to direct the action?

Mr. Klein: Mr. Speaker, | wasn't at the SPC.

The Speaker: The leader of the third party, followed by the hon.
Member for West Y ellowhead.
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Health Care Reforms
(continued)

Dr. Pannu: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Today the Conservative
caucusmet behind closed doorsto discussthisgovernment’ sradical
plan to charge the sick and injured for hedth care. Rather than
releasetheir plansto the public and allow Albertans the benefit of a
full and vigorous debate on these issues, the government prefers to
engage in a campaign of cover-up and misrepresentation. Not only
hasthis government invoked thename of Tommy Douglasto defend
charging the sick for health care; they incorrectly point to a number
of European examplesto justify their plan to turn health careover to
insurance companies. My questions areto the Premier. Given that
Tommy Douglas actualy envisioned a health care system that
covered all health services, including drugs, dentd care, and other
services not presently covered, isn't the Premier completely
misrepresenting the Douglas vision for medicare when he uses
Tommy Douglas' s name to dismantle health care?

Mr. Klein: Mr. Speaker, I'm not using Tommy Douglas' sname. . .

The Speaker: | really have no idea how that leads to government
policy. That'sa personal interpretation. If the Premier wishesto
proceed with thisrelated to government policy, pleasedo, but we're
not going to get into a debate on the historical merits of Mr.
Douglas.

Mr. Klein: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. There are someways that the
words of Tommy Douglas fit into health care. Now, I'm reading
from a document, abeit coffee-stained, that is entitted Man's
Destiny Cannot Be Settled in the Marketplace. This is a speech
given by Tommy Douglas. 1'd be glad to share it with you. | will
guote so as to not be misgquoted or so as to not have any of my
commentsmisinterpreted by the hon. member. | will quote verbatim.

In his speech on page 142 he says, “| want to say that | think there
isavauein having every family and every individual make some
individual contribution.” Doyou bdievetha? [interjection] Right.
Do you believe that?

I think it has psychological value | think it keeps thepublic aware
of the cost and gives the people a sense of personal responsi hility.
| would say to the members of this House that even if we could
finance the plan without a per capita tax, | personally would
strongy adviseagainstit. | would liketo see the per capitatax so
low that it ismerely anominal tax, but | think thereis apsychol ogi-
cal valuein people paying something for their cards. Itissomething
which they have bought; it entitles them to certain services. We
should havethe constant realizati on that if those services areabused
and costsget out of hand, then of coursethe cost of the medical care
isbound to go up.

WEell, Mr. Speaker, that's what Tommy Douglas said, and that
coincides somewhat with the policy that we're now developing.
We're saying that there is a cost to health care  We're saying that,
asamatter of fact, it’ s getting closeto $8 hillion in thisprovince. It
consumes up to 50 per cent of some provincial budgets. We're
saying also that unless something is done and people realize that
thereisacost to health care, then the health care system as we know
itwill collapse. Itwill coll apse completely, and it won't be there for
these young people in the future. It won't be there for the hon.
leader of the third party or his seamate. It won't be there for any of
us. It will collapse. It will either collapse or it will bankrupt the
provinces and the country.

Mr. Speaker, those costs are going out of control. You cannot
sustain a sysem with costs that rise by 7 or 8 per cent each year
when the annual increase in revenues is about 3 or 4 per cent. It
simply is out of whack, and it needs to be brought back into line.

The Speaker: Hon. members, we' ve now spent four minuteson a
discussion of aphilosophy of aperson. It has nothingto do with this
Assembly and the quegtion period. Now, le’smoveon. I'vegot 14
members.

The hon. member. Second question.

Dr. Pannu: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Giventhat Tommy Douglas's
daughter has come forward and accused the Premier of being
dishonest and twiging Douglas' swords, will the Premier apologize
to the Douglas family for using the Douglas memory for . . .

The Speaker: Okay. Hon. leader, that is not aquestion within the
purview of the question period in this Assembly. Now, this has
nothing to do with government policy, so go on to your third one,
please.

Dr. Pannu: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Given that according to the
British Medical Journal Sweden is actually reducing the private-
sector presencein health care, isn’t the Premier’ s use of this country
to justify his agendajust more fal se and misleading spin?

2:00

Mr. Klein: No. It’s not afase and misleading spin to say that we
want to look at what works in Sweden. If they are reducing their
dependency on the privae sector, fine. Wewill look at that, and we
will ask the question: why are you doing this? What didn’'t work?
What did work? I’ m sure the hon. member would like to take out of
that system and other systemsin other jurisdictionsthose things that
work and work well.

Mr. Speaker, | have to comment because the hon. member alluded
to Mr. Douglas's daughter, but he didn't allude to his grandson,
Keifer Sutherland, who spoke in Cdgary but thought he was in
Manitoba. So if he’'s going to give credence and credibility to the
Sutherlands, then | think that we shoul d mention the whole family.

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

Traffic Safety in Calgary

Mr. Cao: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Duringthe Easter break atragic
traffic collisionin our Cal gary-Fort constituency took the lives of a
young man and his son and severely injured his daughter. This
deadly collision involved a heavy semi truck and a compact car and
took place at the intersection of the Barlow and Peigan trailsjust at
the end of the Deerfoot Trail exit ramp. My quedion is to the
Minister of Transportation. Given that our provincial government
is responsible for the Deerfoot Trail and traffic safety in generd,
could the hon. minister ask the department to undertake improve-
ments at this intersection such as putting in speed bumps?
Thank you.

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, the department is currently in the
process of commissioning a consultant to review this particular
intersection. The consultant will have to work with the city of
Calgary to ensure that whatever improvements we do make at that
particular intersection and interchange will also phase in with the
city of Calgary’s road plans as well.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Cao: Thank you. My first supplementd question isto thesame
minister. Could the minister ak his department to review the
accident exit situation from the Peigan Trail into the Deerfoot Trall
interchange and recommend improvements?
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Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, yes, we are. Safety, of course, isatop
priority in terms of building our roads and road improvement. Here
again on this particular section we're also in the process of hiring a
consultant as wdl. There will be considerable activity on the
Deerfoot Trail over the next three years. In fact, it'll be one
construction zone from one end to theother. Unfortunately, for the
peoplein Calgary it will beinterrupted traffic, but it all is goingto
lead to a much safer freeway through that city.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Cao: Thank you. My last supplemental question isto the same
minister. Given that the tragedy occurred in that specific intersec-
tion, could the minister tell the Assembly if anything dse is being
done to improve the safety conditions?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, it's a good question, but there’s only
so much tha can be donein terms of improvements to a roadway.
We know tha adding an interchange where the traffic warrants it
will reduce incidents by 47 per cent. We know that widening a
highway when thetraffic warrants it will reduce accidents by about
50 per cent. But at the end of the day, whenwe look at all collisions
and all acddents in this province, 90 per cent of them are driver
error.

So, yes, we can decrease a number of these incidents with
improved roads and road design, but we also need the co-operation
of al Albertansto ensure that they handle themselves appropriatdy
when they’re at the steering whed and pay attention and try and
reduce the significant percentage, 90 per cent driver error, to
something that perhapsisalittle more acceptable. But at the end of
the day it’ s still the driver behind the wheel.

Automobile Insurance Reforms
(continued)

Mr. MacDonald: The Official Opposition has learned tha the
regulation regarding caps on minor injuries reads like this: the
$4,000 cap will cover al sprains and strains or whiplash-associated
disorders that do not result in serious impairment; serious impair-
ment is defined as substantia impairment to physical or cognitive
functionsthat result in substantial inability to perform employment,
training or educational or daily living activities; further, the impair-
ment must becontinuous with no reasonabl e expectation of substan-
tial improvement. My first question isto the Premier. Why isthis
government forcing an unwanted $4,000 cap on pain and suffering
on Albertanswho areinvolved in traffic accidentswhen thegovern-
ment’ sown poll recently indicated that only 5 per cent of Albertans
support the cgp?

Mr. Klein: Mr. Speaker, | wasn't at the SPC meeting, and thiswill
haveto work itsway through. Policy isdiscussed. Theway it works
—and you will never know becauseyou will never bein government
—herein our systemisthus. Anitem goes usually fromthe Agenda
and Priorities Committee, or it can be initiated through any other
committee or any source, to a standing policy committee, where the
policy merits of aproposal arediscussed. If thereisarecommenda-
tion, either negative or positive, or no recommendation, the matter
isthen brought to cabinet, and cabinet either approvesit or amends
it or rgjects it. If the matter is something that is. . . [interjection]
WEell, it's very important because he has to understand the process.

Then if the matter is of broad, general importance—first of all, dl
matters are reported to caucus. Some matters are brought to caucus
without a recommendation or even with a recommendation to seek

caucus approval. [interjection] No. I'm explaining the process. |
know that you don’t have a process because you can’'t. Y ou're not
the government. Therefore, you can't have a process, but we do.
We are charged by the people of thisprovince to make government
policy, to make policy on behalf of the people.

So where we areright now is at the standing policy committee
stage. Whatever was decided at tha committee has not come to
cabinet, has not goneto caucus, so we are not thereyet. We are not
there yet. Now, if the hon. member has something constructive,
other than nationalizing or socializing our car insurance system, as
the Liberals would like done, other than tha, if he has any bright
suggestions, any constructive criticism, we' d be glad to hear it.

Mr. MacDonald: Againto the Premier: giventhat thiscapisahuge
financial break for theinsuranceindustry, which hasrecently posted
record windfdl profits how much money will the $4,000 cap save
theinsuranceindustry at the expense of innocent accident victimsin
this province?

Mr. Klein: Mr. Speaker, could | pose a question to the hon.
member? |s he deaf or just supid? | explained the process. He's
talking asif policy had already been deve oped.

Now, | don’t know what was discussed. | will see the reports,
obvioudy, before they come to cabinet. [interjection] Well, he
doesn’t want to understand. He doesn’t want to understand. He
doesn’ t want to think and contemplate what government procedures
are, and that is frustrating because what heis doing is talking about
something that presumably was in a report, and he' stalking in the
context of that being government policy. Well, nothingispolicy yet.
Nothing.

The Speaker: Actually, toanswer the question fromthe Premier, the
Premier cannot ask a question in the question period. That’s only
reserved for private members.

Speaker’s Ruling
Parliamentary Language

The Speaker: The question “Is the member deaf or is the member
stupid?’ is probably a most inappropriate quesion. One might
suggest that the member might be handicapped, and the other one
might sugges something else. So | would really ask the Premier to
withdraw that statement.

Mr. Klein: I'm sorry, Mr. Speaker.
member stupid and desf.

I'm sorry for calling the

The Speaker: The hon. member.

2:10 Automobile Insurance Reforms
(continued)

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Agan to the Premier:
because we know that the voters of thisprovince aren’t stupid and
they're not deaf either, how many innocent motor vehicle accident
victimsin Albertawill havetheir legal rightslimited by this govern-
ment’ s $4,000 cap?

Mr. Klein: Well, Mr. Speaker, on the point that was raised by the
hon. member in his preamble, | agree with him a hundred per cent.
That’ swhy there are 73 of us and only five of them.

Mr. Speaker, again, | don’t wantto conduct adinicin politics, but
all we're doing relative to car insurance reform is responding to the
people and trying to create a system that is far for young male
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driversbetween 16 and 25, who are now penalized; to make surethat
thoseinthe mid-range aretreated fairly and pay comparableraesto
thosein socialist provinces; that those who are penalized because of
older age are treated fairly; and that victims, people who areinjured
in accidents are fairly compensaed, not overcompensated, not
undercompensated but fairly compensated. There can’t be anything
wrong with that.

Now, if the hon. member disagrees with that policy and that
direction, then stand up and tell Albertans tha he disagrees with a
policy that wants to achieve farness for young male drivers, good
drivers, that creates fairness for those in the mid-range, that creates
fairness for older good male drivers, that fairly compensates those
injured in accidents If heis opposed to those policies, please stand
up and say so. Say 0, so that all the mediaand all the public of this
province can hear thishon. member, becausewe want to knowwhere
he stands on thisissue.

The Speaker: Thehon. Member for Lac LaBiche-St. Paul, followed
by the hon. Member for Edmonton-Mill Woods.

4-H Club Beef Sales

Mr. Danyluk: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. In May and
June hundreds of cattlewill be sold by 4-H club members acrossthis
province. Many of these animal s need to be slaughtered shortly after
they are purchased, but the current reguldions state that the cattle
must be owned for 30 days before mobile butchers can slaughter
them. Thisrequirement may deter some businessesand individuals
from purchasing 4-H steers because they won’t be ableto slaughter
them right away. My question is to the Minister of Agriculture,
Food and Rural Development. What isthe minister doing to address
these concerns for 4-H members?

Mrs. McClellan: Well, Mr. Speaker, a number of members,
particularly rural members, have raised this issue, as have some of
our 4-H beef clubs that are looking at their upcoming sales.

The regulation that the hon. member is referring to is the meat
inspectionregulation. Itisdesigned to ensurethat meatis produced,
slaughtered, and sold in a very safe manner. When we initially
consulted on these regulations, we found that individuals that were
purchasing animals might not necessarily know the history or the
health of the animals and hence the condition that you had to hold
it for 30 days. However, understanding that there are people who
may want to purchase an animal fromaneighbour for their own use,
that we have many clubsthat arelooking at their salesin June, we' ve
asked our department to review thisregulation and try to accommo-
date these special circumstances while still addressing the food
safety concerns.

Thereareavariety of ways that we could do that, and we' rein the
process right now, and | think we are going to be able to make this
work.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Danyluk: Thank you very much, Mr. Spesker. To the same
minister: will the proposed regulatory amendments address the
concerns that the mobile butchers have, | guess, in their desire to
provide a competitive choice for 4-H animal purchasers?

Mrs. McClellan: Well, Mr. Speaker, there are 52 provincial
abattoirs in the province that are inspected and, | must say, operate
at avery high standard. We dso have amobile daughter industry in
this province that operates very well. The change to thisregulation

would dlow, paticularly in communities where there isn’t an
abattoir, the opportunity for the mobile slaughterer to accommodate
those animals.

Now, any one of us might purchase a4-H animal. My colleague
the minister of health might purchase one and would not have any
placeto accommodate that animal for 30 days save onthedeck at his
office, | suppose. It might be a little large. So, Mr. Speaker,
common sense hasto preval in this, and that isthe approach we're
taking. It ismy expectation that we will conclude this review and
have this amended, dealt with in a way that accommodates those
specia circumstances and al so preserves food safety.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Danyluk: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. | want to thank
the minister for acknowledging the concerns that are out there with
4-H members.

My second supplemental is again to the minister of agriculture.
Can shegive usany indication when theregulationswill bechanged,
and will they be changed in time for the June 4-H sales?

Mrs. McClellan: Well, Mr. Speaker, thevery simplest and probably
the best way to address this would be to remove the 30-day require-
ment. That would not be difficult to change in the regulation.

Mr. Speaker, | think thisis a reminder of how far reaching the
BSE crisis has been in this province. We have a number of young
4-H peoplewho have worked very hard raising their animalsand are
about to sell them and, of course, some limited market. | want to
commend the community organizations that have addressed this,
such as the Medicine Hat chamber of commerce, who have done
fundraisers by selling promotional beef T-shirts and those dollars
are going to assist in the purchase of 4-H calves. That is one
example of wha is happening across this province. The peoplein
this province recognizethe fine work of the 4-H movement and also
recognizethat we have the strongest 4-H program in Canada, and we
want to maintain it.

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

Grade 12 Diploma Exams

Dr. Massey: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Last November the Minister
of Learningsupported studentswriting partsA and B of thegrade12
diploma exams a week apart in the face of criticism from parents,
students, and teachers. Now the diplomaexam schedulefor 2005 on
the Albertal earning web site showsareturn to holding partsA and
B onthe sameday. My questions are to the Minister of Learning.
Isthe web site correct?

Dr. Oberg: Yes.

Dr. Massey: Okay. Again, then, Mr. Speaker, tothis same miniger:
given that Alberta Learning’s web site states that students' marks
werehigher when theexams werestaggered, wha istherational e for
reverting to the old schedule?

Dr. Oberg: Mr. Speaker, it isnot exactly the old schedule. We till
have the exams split in two parts. What we found is the concentra-
tion of the studentsfirst of all on multiple choiceso that thestudents
will specifically go on multiple choice. The second part of the exam
will be the written part of the exam, wherethe students concentrate
specifically on the written part.



April 22, 2004

Alberta Hansard 989

What we postulate happened and in talking to students after we
did split apart the exams about how they actually wrote the exams
was that the magjority of students went through and wrote dl the
multiplechoice answers. Thenif there wastime and if there wasthe
ability to do it, they concentrated on the written answers. What we
found is that those students who were doing extremely well had the
capability to go through and do all of it. Those students that were
borderlinedid the multipl e choiceand then, redisticdly, did not pay
full attention to the written. When we went and split the exams,
what wefound wastha by concentrating specifically on the multiple
choice and then concentr ati ng specifical ly onthewritten component,
the students exam marks went up.

2:20

One of the criticisms of the past schedule was that there was too
far asplit between social and social, for example. | will say that we
have always said that we will compressit as much aswecan. What
we have now doneisput social A and social B onthe sameday. The
next day we will have science A and science B. Biology A and
biology B. Those types of things. We're confident that we can get
it marked by theend of theyear. We'reconfident that studentswill
do better, and, Mr. Speaker, thisisjust another example of govern-
ment going out and talking to the people involved and coming out
with a solution that’ s going to give answers to everyone.

Dr. Massey: Again, then, to the same minister: if that’s the case,
why didn’t you talk to people in the first place?

Dr. Oberg: Mr. Spesker, first of all, there were several issues that
were out there. We did not know that we could get the exams
marked. One of the issues was, as the hon. member knows, that
following the strikes, all the markers of the exams were pulled off,
and we had an extremely difficult time marking the exams. We
signed an agreement with the Alberta Teachers' Association that
guaranteed that theteacherswould mark theexamsfor oneyear only,
so we did not have the assurance that we have today that teachers
would actually mark the exams. What we found out —and | will say
to the hon. member tha this was purely by chance — is that the
studentsdid considerably better by splitting the exams, as | dready
stated. So we are now working on refining the schedule as much as
we can to compress it astightly as wecan.

Theonly very interesting component about thisis that one of our
concernswas actually getting the written testsback tous. What we
did—and| think the Legislative Assembly might find thisinteresing
—isthat we put a$5 fineout there if they didn’t get the exams back
tousin time. Mr. Speaker, with the last set of exams every examin
Albertawas returned on time, which allowed us to continue to mark
them on time. So with all these refinements we ve been able to
refine the exam schedule, and | think we have something here now
that's going to prove to be excellent for all studentsin Alberta.

Workplace Fatalities

Mr. McClelland: Mr. Speaker, Albertansdon’t leave homethinking
they may bekilled on the job. Regrettably, 127 Albertanslost their
lives at the workplace last year. Next Wednesday, April 28, isthe
National Day of Mourning for those killed in the workplace My
question is to the Minister of Human Resources and Employment.
How will the government honour those men and women who died
on the job?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Dunford: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker, and thanksto the hon.

member for the question. Yes, in fact, Wednesday, April 28, will
mark the day of mourning for peoplethat werekilled onthejob site,
and we do have plansto commemorate these poor, unfortunatefolks.
Probably the mogt visible commemoration will be the fact that dl
flags at provincia buildings will fly at haf-mast on that day in
remembrance of those workers that didn’t make it home.

We'll also be making requests of you, Mr. Speaker, for acouple
of things. Right now | would hope to plan a ministerial statement,
but also wewould like to ask you if on that particul ar day you would
seefit to lead usin 127 seconds of silence.

We want to say, Mr. Speaker, that these were needless deaths.
This is something that we' re working hard to try to overcome, but
the fact that they have fallen, we must remember them.

Mr. McClelland: My supplementary isto the same minister. What
is the government doing to ensure tha workplace fatalities are not
just seen as a cost of doing business?

Mr. Dunford: Well, to pick up on the question if | can, they are a
tremendous cost to business, and we are trying as best we can to
educateempl oyers about theactual traumaand stressthat family and
friendsand fellow employees must go through when there issuch a
fatality, you know, all of the people that surround that employee.
Thisisavery serious situation when we tak about 127 deaths. We
of course will recognize the following week National Occupational
Safety and Health Week and try to do our best in that situation.
Again, this is something that calls for constant enforcement and
reinforcement on the tragedy tha takes place inside our province
much too often.

If you have been following the types of advertising that we've
been tryingto do around this situation, welose aworker about every
third day, and every three and ahalf minutesthere' san incident that
causes injury that prevents a worker from reporting at their next
shift. | empathize with what the Minister of Transportation talked
about earlier, the fact that of these 127 deaths the overwhelming
majority are happening on the roadways and the highways within
this province. Mr. Speaker, as agovernment we are going to have
to do something sooner or later about this epidemic.

Highway 3

Mr. Bonner: Mr. Speaker, Coleman arearesidentsare still in shock
over this government’s decision to suddenly conduct another
functional planning study on the highway 3 route when this govern-
ment has already approved a southern route. To the Miniger of
Transportation: giventhat considerabl e devel opment hastaken place
to the north of Coleman and that the citizens paid high prices for
acreageswiththe knowl edge tha the highway was going south, what
liability is this government prepared to accept if the north route is
approved?

Mr. Stelmach: A couple of things, Mr. Speaker. First of all, these
questionscame up in theHouse before, and | mentioned at that time
that the department is conducting through the work of a consultant
various open houses. No decisions have been made, and as aresult
I’m not going to speculate onwhat istied up in some sort of liability
in terms of ownership of property.

Mr. Bonner: Mr. Speaker, to the same minister: how much isthis
new study costing Alberta taxpayers?

Mr. Stelmach: | don’t know, but Il present that to the House.

Mr. Bonner: To the same minister: when does the minister expect
that afinal decision on the route will be made?
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Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, | believe that when | get the exact
amount of this particular contract, the cost of the consultant, 1’1l be
ableto advisethe member of adate aswell, when | get that informa-
tion, in terms of what the expected completion is of this particular
review and open house.

The Speaker: Thehon. Member for Edmonton-Highlands, followed
by the hon. Member for Calgary-Currie.

Calgary Courthouse

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Last October the
Conservative government selected a private consortium to finance
and build a new court centre in Calgary based on a design that the
company itself had come up with. Six months laer the cog of this
flagship P3 project hasballooned to hdf abilliondollars, an overrun
of 67 per cent, causing the project to be put on hold. My question
is to the Minister of Infrastructure. What exactly caused this
increasein cost for the Calgary courthouse project?

Mr. Lund: Mr. Speaker, once again, as our Premier has been
mentioni ng, the opposition lovesto try to find a 15-second bite that
isgoingto begresat inthemedia. Thefact isthat the number that the
leader of the Liberal opposition came out with yesterday, the $170
million, was for the Provincial Court, not anything like the project
that we embarked on in thecity of Calgary with the consolidation of
all three courts. So to start comparing bananas and apples and
oranges is the typical thing that they're up to.

2:30

Thefact isthat the number that they’ renow working with was not
the constructioncost alone, but it wasall of the cost. Unfortunately,
when we build something with our own money, wedon’tincludethe
cost of themoney. There'sacost to money, and wedon't includeit.
But the number that they’ ve been throwing around is a number that
isinthe ballpark if you take the whole cost and you bring it back to
present-day value. Now, | know they wouldn’t understand that, but
that's what it is. It's unfortunae that they keep bandying around
numbers that are not true capital costs.

Mr. Mason: | know what net present valueis, Mr. Speaker. | want
to indicate that | gave the minister a chance just to answer the
question and he chosenot to do it, so I'm going to ask him whether
or not the P3 developer lowballed the coststo win the bid only to
reveal the true costs once it had been sdected to build the project.

Mr. Lund: Mr. Speaker, that’ sterribly unfortunatethat the member
would call into question the integrity of these great people that put
all of the time and effort and money into coming forward with a
proposal.

Thefact is that we estimated internally the cost of a project with
over amillion square feet. Thisisahuge project. Actualy, there
werethree replies to therequestsfor proposals. Two of them came
in below our estimated cost. Then we negotiated with the final one,
and we brought the cost down even more, Mr. Speaker. To make
sure that we were being accurate, we put out a dummy bid, and the
dummy bid camein higher than our estimate. So you got thedummy
bid high, we got ours above, and then we' ve got the actual one down
below.

So, Mr. Speaker, it’s terribly unfortunate that they would make
those kinds of comments about peoplethat are in business and that
are very, very conscious of what they’re doing.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Well, it’ stoo bad
the dummy bid didn’t win.

Why are Calgarians being forced to accept a scaled-back court
facility not adequate to meet future needs just because the govern-
ment is stubbornly refusing to accept that P3s have been proven
amost everywherethey’ ve been tried to cost more and deliver less?

Mr. Lund: Mr. Speaker, he said, “Too bad the dummy bid didn’t
win.” Well, the fact that it didn’t win is because it was the highest
of thethree. That'swhy it didn’t win.

It's very interesting that just yesterday the member was standing
up and saying: cancel it; don’'t build it; just don’t build anything.
Now today he's saying that we should be concerned about the fact
that thereisn’t one being built.

Mr. Speaker, | think tha there are actually two departments that
are involved in this, and asit relates to the necessity to build in
Calgary, I'll have the Attorney General supplement my answer.

The Speaker: The Minister of Jugtice and Attorney Generd.

Mr. Hancock: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. This government is
on record asindicating that we need in Calgary to build a fadlity
which will adequately house the Provincial Court, the Court of
Queen’s Bench, and the Court of Appeal. We have succeeded; we
have a fadlity which adequatdy houses the Court of Appedl.
Unfortunately, the Provincid Court is scattered around the down-
town in inadequate facilities, and we need to deal with that. So
we've moved ahead with an appropriate faclity to accommodate
both the Court of Queen’s Bench and the Provincial Court.

We're still moving ahead on that project, but as the Minister of
Infrastructure has indicated, we are looking at the most gppropriate
way to build it and a cost-effective way to build an appropriate
facility. We will build an appropriate facility. We will house the
courts in an appropriae manner with agood, long-term view with
respect to thetype of accommodation that they need in order to serve
the citizensof Calgary and region. We're committed to doing that;
nothing has changed on that. But the government does look, as a
government prudently should, at all the different aspectsand all the
different ways of building and financing and choose the best way in
the interests of the people of Alberta.

The Speaker: Hon. members, onthisday in thefirst part of the 20th
century the hon. Member for Little Bow entered the world, so we
wish him a happy birthday today.

Before | cal on the first member to participate in Members
Statements, might werevert briefly to Introduction of Guests?

[Unanimous consent granted)]
head:

Introduction of Guests
(reversion)

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

Ms DeLong: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 1t'smy pleasure
to introduce some gueststo you. I’'m not surewhether they are still

inthe House or not. They arefrom the constituency of Wainwright.
It's a group cdled the Alliance Fun for All socia club. It's a
seniors' club. There are 10 of them. There are three names that |

have from them: Norman Johnson, Emma Bullee, and Mary Wold.
So if they are in the House, could they please stand to receive our
greetings.
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head: Members’ Statements

Cochrane Branches and Banks Environmental Foundation

Mrs. Tarchuk: Mr. Speaker, today | would like to recognize the
community of Cochrane' s Branches and Banksfoundation. 1n 1996
when the federal and provincial governments asked municipalities
to beginworking towards sustainability, thetown of Cochranegladly
took onthe chalenge. Asaresult, anong other programs the town
developed Cochrane Branches and Banks foundation, which hosts
a signature event that promotes environmental stewardship and
community spirit.

The foundation, which has evolved into a registered nonprofit
soci ety supported by thetown of Cochrane, organizes an annual tree
plant and waterway cleanup in Cochrane every spring. Since the
event’ sinception over 2,400 volunteers have planted approxi mately
20,000 trees. Thisfamily event grows in popularity every year and
teachesyoung Albertans the benefitsof volunteering and protecting
the environment.

In addition, the Cochrane Branches and Banks foundation was
selected as the 2003 community group emerald awardwinner. This
isavery prestigious award recognizng environmental excellencein
the province of Albertaand animportant recognition of theoutstand-
ing efforts of this community, its volunteers, and sponsors.

Mr. Speaker, a core group of volunteers has dedicated their time
and energy to organizing this event over theyears. | would like to
honour those volunteers as well as the town of Cochrane for
exemplary community spirit and dedication to environmental
initiatives.

| ask all members of the Legislature and the people of this great
province to recognize the following community and environmental
advocates: Tim Giese of the Cochrane Environmentad Action
Committee; volunteer co-ordinatorsKeith and Evelyn Milne, Brent
Schmidt, Andy Degraw, and Terry Robertson; Garry Murdoch of
Aquila Networks Canada; Rob Olenick of Spray Lakes Sawmills;
volunteer residents Alice Laine and Joan Mansfield; Rebecca
McElhoes of NOV A/TransCanada Pipelines and Jill Knausand Al
Weidman from the Bow Meadows Community Association.

Please join me in congratulating the town of Cochrane, the
Cochrane Branchesand Banksfoundation, and the many volunteers
involved with this program.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

Humanities and Social Sciences Research Funding

Dr. Massey: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Imagine aworld whereonly
thoughtsand ideasthat will result in atangible outcome are pursued
because they are the only onesviewed to have any merit. Thisisa
frightening prospect that is sadly becoming more and moreareality
inour country, wherethe federal government funded 2,000 research
chairsin the year 2000 but only 20 per cent of those were allocated
to the humanities. Thisyear’'sfederal budget also seemsto empha
size hard results over ideas.

While humanities and socid sciences, which include disciplines
like psychology, history, education, law, economics and literature,
continueto attract more than half of Canadd s univerdty students, a
rising percentage of government money isfocused on hard sciences
that show resultsin practical terms. Thiserosion of the value placed
on the exploration of humanities and social sciences is causing
concern on university campuses and is a major reason for the
proposed revamp of thefedera research granting agency, the Social
Sciences and Humanities Research Coundil.

Unfortunately, the council’ srecent consultation framework onits
transformation caused alarm when it suggested that the council’s
core values must expand to include interactive engagement and
maximum knowledge impact. Thiswould not promotethe deve op-
ment of ideas but, rather, force people involved in the humanities
and social sciencesto continually justify the practical application of
their work.

A university should be a place where ideas can be explored
without always looking at the bottom line. Measuring the impact of
aproject beforeit hasbeen undertaken coul d discourage peoplefrom
completing projectsthat prove to be valuable to our soci ety.

A decade ago ahumanist book on thehistory of gay marriage was
criticized and labelled as a waste of research money, but now it
seems only to be ahead of itstime The vadue of research into the
humanities and social sciencesiseverywhere, shaping thoughts and
policy, challenging opinions, and informing casud conversation.
We err badly when the only view we foster is an economic view of
humans.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for West Y ellowhead.

2:40 Year of the Coal Miner

Mr. Strang: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. | rise today to
recognize the Y ear of the Coal Miner and the contribution that this
industry and its people make to our province.

Since the last decades of the 1800s coal has been the foundation
of many communities and individua lives throughout Alberta,
including in the West Y ellowhead constituency. Coal mining was
first developed in southern Alberta, where it was often quarried by
pick and shovel and hauled out in wooden crates on skids or by
horses. During that timetwo miners, of course, worked together and
produced on average five or six tons of coal aday.

Today coal isahigh-techindustry that extractsresourcesin amore
environmentally friendly manner. When someone mentions coal
mining, the image of an underground miner, that would normally
cometomind, nolonger holdstrue. Open-pit or strip minesnow dot
thelandscape where electric shovels, trucks, and excavatorswork to
minethecoal. All told, between 30 million and 35 million tonnes of
coal is produced in Alberta every year by highly skilled workers.

Theresourcegoeson to hdp provideelectricity for homesaswel
as other uses. For instance gases oils, and tar extracted from coal
can be used in the manufacture of products ranging from gasoline
and perfumesto mothballs and baking powder. From Bankhead and
the Crowsnest Pass to Hinton and Grande Cache coa has been
instrumenta in the deve opment of Alberta providing jobs to our
citizens.

I would like to takethis opportunity to congratulae and thank dl
Albertansinvolved in coal mining this Year of the Coal Miner.

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

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

Small Business

Dr. Pannu: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Thisgovernment often claims
to be afriend to businessin Alberta. Thisis only partly true. The
government policiesfavour itsfriendsand large corporationsand the
highly profitable oil companies and other operators in the energy
sector. Small businesses, on the other hand, have been abandoned.

In fact, Mr. Speaker, I've heard complaints from small-business
owners across the province and throughout my congtituency.
Problems began when el ectricity deregul aion gave business owners
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sky-high electricity bills. Many business owners have been forced
to choose between hiring staff and turning on the lights. Some had
no choice but to close their doors altogether.

Further, this government has allowed rising insurance premiums
to increase the squeeze on small business. While big insurance
companies announce record profits, many small-business owners
struggle with massive increases to property, business, and auto
insurance costs. In fact, arecent sudy by the Canadian Federation
of Independent Business, which was tabled by my colleague from
Edmonton-Highlands, showsthat over half of Albertabusinesseshad
experienced a 20 per cent increasein property insuranceand nearly
70 per cent felt that high insurance costs are a serious problem.

Of course, there arethe ever-present health care premiums. This
regressive health tax gives nothing to small businesses except
administrative headaches. Premiumsalso makeit harder to compete
with larger corporations who can offer to pay premiums as part of
employeeremuneration. Many small-businessownerscannot afford
to provide those benefitsfor their employeesand aretherefore at risk
of losing them. For years average Alberta families have struggled
with user fees, health premiums, and hidden costs, and small
businesses now face a similar battle.

Mr. Speaker, small-business owners must overcome enough
challenges just to stay afloat. It's time the government stopped
burdening small busi nesses with unnecessary and entirely unavoid-
able additiond costs. It’'stime smdl businesses got a better deal.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: Hon. members, might werevert brieflyto Introduction
of Guests?

[Unanimous consent granted)]
head:

Introduction of Guests
(reversion)

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

Mr. Lukaszuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Visiting ustoday in the
members' galery is a group of 60 Viethamese seniors who have
decided to build a seniors' home in my riding of Edmonton-Castle
Downs, and for tha | would like to thank them. They’re today led
by Reverend Thich Thién Tam, four Buddhigt nuns, and also Vinh
Hang, who is showing them the Legislature and the precincts.
I’mparticul arly excited, Mr. Speaker, because chancesarethat the
Member for Calgary-Fort will be my constituent one day. 1I'd ask
them to rise and receive the warm wel come of this Assembly.
Thank you.

head: Presenting Petitions

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

Mr. Lukaszuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | would liketo present a
petitionsigned by 161 emergency medicd serviceworkersinthecity
of Calgary who petition the Legislative Assembly to “support Bill
204, the Blood Samples Act, which will provide more security and
peace of mind for peopleworkingin occupationswho have a higher
risk of exchanging bodily fluids with a potentid carrier of a blood
borne disease.”
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

head: Notices of Motions

The Speaker: The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.

Mr. Zwozdesky: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | rise pursuant to
Standing Order 34(2)(a) to give notice that on Monday | will move
that written questions appearing on the Order Paper do stand and
retaintheir placeswiththe exception of written questions 48, 66, 68,
69, 71, 75, 76, 77, 78, and 79.

I’m also giving notice that on Monday I'll movethat motions for
returnsappearingon the Order Paper do stand and retain their places
with the exception of motionsfor returns 24 through 31, 34 through
42, 44through 49, 52, 53, 55 through 62, 64, 66, 69 through 73, 75,
78 through 83, 88 through 105, 108 through 123, 128, 134 through
143, 146 through 160, 162, 164 through 168, 174 through 180, 183
through 189, 197, 200 through 205.

Thank you.

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

Tabling Returns and Reports

Dr. Pannu: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. |'vegot three documentsto
table today. The first one is an article from the British Medical
Journal from February 28, 2004. This aticle indicates that the
government of Sweden has decided to ban the development of
private, for-profit hospitalsand take other additiond stepstostopthe
development of a two-tier health care system in their country.

The second document, Mr. Speaker, is a report from the CBC
headlined “Douglas accuses Klein of twisting her fathe’ s words”
This report cites Shirley Douglas's claim that the Premier is being
dishonest about the origins of medicare and that her father “ stressed
that medicare should be available for all, regardless of income.”

Thethird document, Mr. Speaker, isabadkgrounder entitled Myth
Buster: P3 Hospitals — A Closer Look. The backgrounder was
published by the Ontario Hedth Coalition and demonstrates the
consistent failure of P3sin building hospitals.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | havetwo tablingsthis
afternoon. The first one is the Canadian property and casualty
premiumsand profitskey financid datafor 123 insurersprovided by
A.M. Best. It's acomprehensive look, and it is from Thompson’s
World Insurance News. It's for the benefit of dl members of this
Assembly.

The second is acompletion of atabling that | did yesterday. |
apologize to the Speaker, to the table officers, and to members |
inadvertently did not table all the relevant documents.

Thank you.

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

Ms Blakeman: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. |'dliketotablefive copies
of aletter from myself to the Minister of Transportation. With the
onset of the summer construction season I’ m urging the minister to
offer immediate protection for emergency workers and construction
workers on the highway with a change to the regulations under the
Traffic Safety Act.

Thank you.

head: Tablings to the Clerk

The Clerk: | wish to advise the House that the following document
was deposited with the office of the Clerk on behalf of the hon. Mr.
Mar, Minister of Health and Wellness, pursuant to the Health
ProfessionsAct: theCollegeof Physical Thergpistsof Alberta2002-
2003 annual report.
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head: Projected Government Business

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

Ms Blakeman: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | would like to ask the
Deputy Government House Leader under Standing Order 7(5) to
please sharetheprojected government businessfor theweek of April
26 to April 29, 2004.

Thank you.

2:50
The Speaker: The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.

Mr. Zwozdesky: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Inresponsel’m pleased
to advise the member and all members here that on Monday
afternoon we'll be dealing with private members’ business, written
questions and motions for returns, followed by public bills and
orders other than government bills and orders. Inthe eveningwe'll
deal with motions other than government motions, and at 9 p.m. or
thereaboutswe'll be going to Committee of Supply for the Depart-
ment of Innovation and Science.

On Tuesday afternoon under Government Bills and Orders and
under Committee of Supply we will deal with the Department of the
Solicitor Generd, followed by second reading of Bill 28, the Feeder
Associaions Guarantee Amendment Act, 2004, and Bill 29, the
AgricultureFinancial ServicesAmendment Act, 2004, and otherwise
as per the Order Paper. Inthe evening under Government Bills and
Ordersand under Committee of Supply we will be dealing with the
Ministry of Municipd Affairs and, if required, second reading of
bills 28 and 29 and otherwise as per the Order Paper.

On Wednesday afternoonunder Government Billsand Ordersand
under Committeeof Supply wewill deal with the Ministry of Hedth
and Wellness and third reading of Bill 22, the Election Statutes
Amendment Act, 2004, and otherwise as per the Order Paper. Inthe
evening under Government Bills and Orders we'll deal with the
Committee of Supply for the Department of Justice and Attorney
General and Committee of the Whole for Bill 25, the School
Amendment Act, 2004, and Bill 26, the Teaching Profession
Amendment Act, 2004, and third readingif necessary of theElection
Statutes Amendment Act, 2004, and otherwise as per the Order
Paper.

On Thursday afternoon under Government Bills and Orders and
under Committee of Supply we will deal with the Department of
Energy and if necessary third reading of Bill 22 and otherwise as per
the Order Paper.

Thank you.

The Speaker: Just apoint of clarification, hon. members, beforewe
go on. Hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar, there was an
exchange during thequestion period today. Your colleaguethe hon.
Member for Edmonton-Centre moved. | think we dedt with the
matter. There's no point of order arising. Isthat correct?

Mr. MacDonald: No. Ther€s no point of order. No. Certainly
not.

The Speaker: Okay.

head: Government Motions

The Speaker: The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.

Select Special Health Information Act
Review Committee

16. Mr. Zwozdesky moved on behalf of Mr. Mar:

Beit resolved that

(1) A Select Specia Health Information Act Review Commit-
tee of the Legislative Assembly of Albertabeappointedto
review the Health Information Act as provided in section
109(1) of that act consisting of the following members,
namely Mr. Jacobs, chair; Ms Kryczka, deputy chair; Ms
Blakeman; Mr. Broda; Mr. Goudreau; Mr. L ougheed; Mr.
Lukaszuk; Mr. MacDonald; Dr. Pannu; and Mr. Snel-
grove.

(2) Thechair and members of the committee shall be pad in
accordance with the schedule of category A committees
provided in the most recent Members' Services Commit-
tee allowances order.

(3) Reasonabledisbursements by the committee for advertis-
ing, staff assistance, equipment and supplies, rent, travel,
and other expenditures necessary for the effective conduct
of itsrespongbilities shall be paid subject to the approval
of the char.

(4) In carrying out its duties, the committee may travel
throughout Albertaand undertake a process of consulta-
tion with all interested Albertans.

(5) In carrying out its responsibilities, the committee may
with the concurrence of the head of the department utilize
the services of thepublic service employed in that depart-
ment or the staff employed by the Assembly or the office
of the Information and Privacy Commissioner.

(6) The committee may without leave of the Assembly sit
during a period when the Assembly is adjourned.

(7) The committee must submit its report, including any
proposed amendments to the act, within one year after
commencing its review.

(8) When its work has been completed, the committee must
report to the Assembly if it is then sitting. During a
period when the Assembly is adjourned, the committee
may releaseits report by depositing acopy with the Clerk
and forwarding a copy to esch member of the Assembly.

Mr. Zwozdesky: Thisisof coursethelegisation that safeguardsthe
health information of individual Albertans yet alows health
professional's the access they need to make the most effective care
decisions. The act wasproclaimed on April 25, 2001. Section 109
of the legislation requires a special committee of this Legislative
Assembly to conduct acomprehensivereview of thisact withinthree
years of its coming into force.

Also, asrequired in the act, this committeehas one year to submit
its report including any recommended amendments.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: It's a debaable motion.
The question should be cdled then?

[Motion carried]

head: Committee of Supply

[Mr. Tannasin the chair]

The Chair: Good afternoon. |’ d like to now call the Committee of
Supply to order.

head: Main Estimates 2004-05
Learning

The Chair: I'll call on the hon. minister for his opening comments.



994 Alberta Hansard

April 22, 2004

Dr. Oberg: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. First of all, |
would like to thank the House for supporting my ministry’ s budget
inthe past years. We' vemadeexcellencein learning apriority, and
quitefrankly the world istaking notice. Countries around theworld
seek our advice in improving their own educational systems asthey
strive to attain the kinds of results achieved by Alberta students.
Thank you very much to everyone in the Assembly for helping to
make this happen.

Learning’ s business plan starts on page 333 of the Alberta 2004
budget document On Route, On Course. The business plan high-
lights several srategic prioritiesfor Alberta Learning over the next
three years. | would like to draw your attention to a few of these
priorities.

Alberta Learning is developing implementation plans for
government-approved recommendati ons made by Alberta’ sCommis-
sion on Learning. The commission provided some excellent
recommendations that will help enhance Alberta's learning system
well into the future. Government is supporting 86 of the 95
recommendations, including class size guidelines, greater emphasis
on physical activity and wellness, fine arts and second-language
learning, and increased focus on supporting aboriginal sudents and
studentswith special needs. Therestill are some recommendations
that are yet to be implemented, Mr. Speaker.

Therecommendationsto providean additional $60 milliontofund
an identified shortfall in the system and to implement the renewed
funding framework have aready been acted on. Work with stake-
holders to develop and execute implementation plans to address
other recommendations has already begun, and more will be done
over the next five years.

Three recommendations remain under review: establishing full-
time and junior kindergarten programs and implementing a new
collective bargaining process for teachers.

Another key priority this year is to increase access to adult
learning opportunities. The '04-07 business plan incorporates
strategies to ensure that Albertans are ready to be successful in the
lifelong learning system. We want to ensure tha transition points
into, within, and out of the system are appropriatdy bridged for all
learners.

Other key prioritiesfor Learningincludeimproving First Nations,
Métis, and Inuit learner successes, working effectively with partners
and stakeholders, and strengthening intergovernmental relations as
well as enhandng Alberta learner and stakeholder opportunities
beyondthe province’ sborders. Theseprioritiesarealigned with and
support Learning’s three goals: number one, “high quality learning
opportunitiesfor all;” number two, “ excdlencein learner outcomes;”
and number three, a“highly responsive and responsble ministry.”

Aswe continue, you will see how Learning’ sidentified priorities
are reflected in our 2004 estimates. The estimates for Learning
begin on page 273 of the '04-05 government and lottery fund
estimates. These estimaes reinforce government’ s commitment to
leading in learning and ensure that Alberta’s learning system is
flexible and responsive to the changing needs of Albertans.

Government has sad that education isatop priority, and Budget
2004 confirms it. Once again, thisyear my ministry received the
second largest dollar allocation of all departments In this coming
fiscal year total investment in our learning system will exceed $5.4
billion.

An Hon. Member: How much is that?
Dr. Oberg: Five point four billion dollars, which includes $171

millionin support to opted out separate school boards. Thisplanned
spending represents an increase to base program spending of $284

million plus $10 million more in support to the opted out boards.
Thisincrease isover and aove the $76 million injected during the
course of the’03-04 budget year, which brings the total increase to
well over $350 million, Mr. Chair.

3:00

Our focus on increasing access to postsecondary programs,
including apprenticeship, and responding to the commission’s
recommendationswill continuein’04-05 and beyond. Spending on
thelearning system will grow to $5.9 billion by ' 06-07, athree-year
increase of $763 million, or roughly 15 per cent.

Thisyear will bethe year of buildingand adaptingto the growing
needs of Albertans. We will continue to strengthen our already
excellent learning system to ensure that students of tomorrow have
every opportunity for success and that Alberta has the skilled and
knowledgeable workforce needed to be competitive for the future.
Thisyear will see somestrategic enhancements made to our K to 12
learning system to ensure that our system issustainable and respon-
sive to Alberta s changing society.

Beginning September 2004, the renewed funding framework will
be fully implemented. Through collaboration with stakeholders we
have established clear goal sand strategic prioritiesfor enhancing our
basic learning system. This framework will provide funding to
school boards based on their unique crcumstances, with additional
support provided for studentswith special needs, aboriginal students,
and English as a Second Language students as well as for school
boards with higher cost pressures, smaller schools, and declining
enrolments.

Boardswill have theflexibility to use their funds to address their
local needs. These include issues such as class size or supporting
other recommendationsmadeby the Learning Commission. Boards
will also be accountabl e to their constituents for outcomesaswell as
how their dollars are spent.

Government has shown support for many of the recommendations
of the Learning Commission. As | mentioned, work is already
underway to implement anumber of recommended initiativeswhich
will continue in the coming year. Some of theseinitiatives include
implementing new second-language and physical activity/wellness
programs. Mr. Chair, | will say that the second-l anguage initiative
wasofficially launched today at the Telus centre at the Universty of
Albertaand was met with extreme accolades from both parents and
educators alike.

We are also undertaking a number of technology initiatives,
including video conferencing, and setting up a new practice review
process for teacher competency. Mr. Chairman, | realy must
commend the Alberta Teachers' Association on the teacher compe-
tency practicereview process. Thiswill beinitiated in our present
bills 25 and 26, which are before the Legislature right now. Thisis
truly revolutionary and sets astandard for what is going to comein
the rest of the world.

We will continue to work with stakeholder groups to look at
options and implement the remaining supported recommendations.
Ongoing support to theK to 12 systemwill increase by roughly $250
million budget over budget this year. It will increase by $260
million, or an increase of 5.8 per cent, forecast over budget. If you
take into account the funding injected, as | said, this will be $250
million, and it's going to grow to $4.3 hillion by ’ 06-07.

On page 277 of your esimates book operating support to public
and separate schools hasincreased by $189 million, or 5.9 per cent,
to almost $3.4 billion. This budget gives school jurisdictions
increased funding to operate their schools and provide a quality
education to their students with the flexibility to choose how they
will use funding to address their local needs and priorities.
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We have also renewed our commitment to identify provincia
priorities. TheAlbertainitiativefor school improvement will receive
over $68 million this year, and, Mr. Chairman, as you fully know,
this has been one of the most successful initiatives that Alberta
Learning has ever put forward.

Funding for student health serviceswill increase $4.4 million, or
13.3 per cent, to $37 million thisyear. Aswell, the funding for the
high-speed networking will be maintained at $11 million.

Other increases include an additional $1.5million for curriculum
supports through our Learning Resources Centre, the people that
were here this afternoon, Mr. Chairman, who do jus an absolutdy
superbjob in purchasing textbooks and resources for the schools, as
well as an increase of $16 million for teachers pensions, raising
government’ s contribution to $274.7 million for teachers’ pensions.

There' salso anincrease of $4.4 million, or 3.7 per cent, to private
schools, for atotal of about $121 million in ' 04-05.

On the postsecondary side, Mr. Chair, the postsecondary system
playsan absolutdy critical rolein the preparation of ahighly skilled
workforce as wdl as in the creation and application of new knowl-
edge and technology. Our government iscommitted to ensuring that
this system can continue to fulfill thisrole. New legislaion isin
place, Bill 43, that’s going to guide the adult learning system well
into the future. The Post-secondary Learning Act, as Bill 43 is
called, along with significant investmentsin adult learning will make
our adult learning system even more adaptable and responsiveto the
needs of our students.

Funding to support the adult learning system will increase by $93
million forecast over budget, Mr. Chairman. | will say again that
budget over budget thisis going up $125 million, which is a much
more accurate figure than the $93 million that’ sin the budget.

| would alo like to direct your attention to page 279, in which
support to postsecondary institutions will increase by $85 million,
or 7.5 per cent, to more than $1.2 billion. Again, | keep reminding
you that thisis forecast over budget. Thisis not the number that |
use, because | don't believe that it's a true number. The increase
will provide a 4 per cent increase to base operation grants for
publicly funded universities, colleges and technical ingtitutes and
provide additional funding to create new spaces in high-priority
programs and enhance our world-leading apprenticeship programs.

Government will also provide $7 million in ongoing operating
supports to accommodate the merger of the University of Alberta
and Augustana University Collegein Camrose Mr. Chairman, this
merger alone will support more than 1,200 degree completion
opportunities to meet the increasing demand in rural Alberta. We
are going to see Camrose become an absolute gem of the province
dueto the merger between Augustana and the University of Alberta.

In our continuous drive to create and maintain a well-educated
workforce in Alberta, we strive to ensure that financial need is not
abarrier to further education. While we recognize that the cos of
postsecondary education isashared responsibility between students,
their families, and government, government does its share to
maximize opportunity for students and keep debt leves down.

Thesupport to postsecondary learnersthisyear will riseby 7.3 per
cent. Thisprovidesfor an increase in funding for scholarships, for
bursaries, and for grantsin '04-05. Through Albertd s scholarship
program about 27,700 students will receive almos $42 millionin
scholarships this year alone.

We also expect to disburse some 97 million dollars in student
loansin’04-05. Yearlyloanlimitsfor all studentswill also increase
by roughly $400. The Alberta student loan relief benefit and the
loan relief completion payment will reduce students’ debt in their
first and find years of study.

Thisyear $4.3 million has been allocated to implement the new

Alberta centennial education savings plan, that has recently been
debated in this Legislature. It begins January 1, 2005. This
significant new investment will grow to about $20 million a year
beginning in ' 05-06, will encourage parents to save for their chil-
dren’s education, and help pay the future costs of postsecondary
education.

Budget 2004 will also help aleviate some of the province's
infrastructure pressures due to the rgpid economic and population
growthin recent years. Alberta Infrastructure’s’ 04-07 capital plan
provides $1.1 billion for new and improved school and postsecond-
ary facilities, $636 million to support school capital projects
throughout Alberta, and $416 million to support postsecondary
projects.

Mr. Chairman, the ’ 04-05 budget and business plan continue to
maintain government’ s commitment to lifelong learning and ensure
that all Albertans will have access to an affordable, high-quality
education system.

Mr. Chair, | now would invite any questions, and | will say to the
oppositionthat if thereare any questionsthat | either cannot answer
or inadvertently do not answer, | will give them to the oppostion
membersin writing.

So, Mr. Chairman, with that, I'd be more than happy to take
questions from any Member of the Legidative Assembly.

The Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Mill Woods.

Dr. Massey: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and thanks to the minister
for that overview of the budget.

| have questionsin two categories, Mr. Chairman, that I'd like to
pursuethis afternoon. Thefirst are sort of broad questionsabout the
implications of the budget and the possibilitiesin the budget, and
then the othersare some of themore mundane, specific-information
questions.

3:10

| wanted to start with the first question, about special education
and special education funding. One of the problems that is con-
stantly brought to the attention of, | know, the minister and certainly
the opposition is the problem of the parents of special-needs
youngsters being bounced around from school boards to the
department of health to the Department of Learning to Children’s
Services and redlly having avery, very difficult time in many cases
trying to get the services that they need for their youngsters.

One of theinitiativesthat areincluded in thisyear’ s budget is the
cross-ministry initiativesthat areoutlined on page342. My question
totheminister is: hasthere been consideration of aone-stop window
for parents? For many of them it involves trying to learn a lot of
political skills, who'swho, and they end up frustrated at one level or
another. It just seems to methat it's so hard on them because they
have difficult children to try to get servicesfor in thefirst place. Do
these cross-minigry initiativesinclude that kind of involvement?

The Chair: The hon. minister.

Dr. Oberg: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. | do believe that
I owe the hon. member one, so | will say that that’s an excellent,
excellent question tha the hon. member has asked.

That is what we're striving towards to have a cross-ministry
initiative that would in essence be one-stop shopping. Included in
my budget this time is the student health initiative, and we have
increased the dollars to the student health initiative quite substan-
tialy at this particular time. One of theissues tha we had with the
student health initiative, quite literdly, was that the health care
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workers were actualy going up at a higher rate than what the
educational workersweredoing. So wehad to put more money into
the student hedlth initiative to do tha.

We are working on this, hon. member. We' reworking as hard as
we can because the issuesthat you have brought up are extremdy
laudable. When we have a parent that has a special-needs student,
he doesn’t care who supplies the services, who gives the services,
wherethe services come from as long as the services ae there. We
attempt to do this as best we can on the one-stop shopping system.
Are we perfect in that? No, we're not. Are we working towards
that? Absolutely. Yes, we are.

One of the issues that we have, quite frankly, is the transition
between the PUF funding and the severe disabilitiesfunding. This
is something that we' re working out to make the transition as easy
aspossible. Oneof thethingsthat we have done, for example, isthat
aPUF student does not have to be reassessed for severedisabilities
fundingin the school system. Thisisanissuethat occurred probably
in the last three years, and we have taken that out so that they don’t
need that. We have attempted to make it as easy as possible. |
would love to be able to stand here and say tha we have one-stop
shopping and that theworld isgreat. The only thing | can answer to
the hon. member isthat we re working on that. What he stated is
absolutely thedirection we' regoingin and absolutely what we need.

The Chair: The hon. member.

Dr. Massey: Thanks, Mr. Chairman, and thanks, Mr. Minister. Itis
a long-overdue initiative and one that would redlly, | think, be
appreciated by alot of parentswho have alot of difficultiesin trying
to get those services.

| have some questions about the language initiative that was
announced today. | applaud the government. I’ ve been an advocae
of second-language instruction. | find it apersonal embarrassment
that | don't speak both of the official languages of my own country,
and I'm delighted that we have this initidive by the government.
But my concern isthe kind of advanced preparation and the kind of
resources that such an initiative is going to require. To insert that
first one in the program across the grades is going to mean that
something has to give, and what' s that going to be?

The second question | have iswith respect to teacher preparation.
It sgoing to be, it seems to me, a huge demand for teachersthat can
handle that, and | would really hate language instruction in this
province to go back to what | had: the old French programs that
leave people not even able to read labels on a cereal box let alone
speak thelanguage. Sothe need for redly high-quality teacherswho
not only speak the |anguage but know something about the children
that they’re trying to teach is going to be requisite for this being a
success and I'd like to know how that’ sgoing to be addressed.

Curriculumdevelopment. It talksin the newsrelease—and that’s
al | have to go by, but it seemsto me that beforethat’sin place or
that's being asked of boards, the curriculum development and the
resources heeded to support those programs have to be well along
the way.

So I’ d apprediate some comment from the minister.

The Chair: The hon. Minister of Learning.

Dr. Oberg: Thank you very much. | find myselfin alittle bit of an
awkward position here, agreeing with the hon. member on thethings
that he has sad. |, too, am embarrassingly unilingual, and it's
something that I’m not really that proud of.

Mr. Chairman, we announced the second-languageinitiativetoday
amidst quite acons derable amount of fanfare fromboth parents and

educators alike. Isthisan easy initiative? No. Let' s put it on the
table. It is not an easy initiative. Is it a necessary initiative?
Absolutdly. Personally | find it embarrassing that our education
system has not done abetter job in languages. What we have seen
right now is we're sitting at about 23, 24 per cent of students that
take a second- language course, and keep it in mind that that could
be something as simple as French 10 or French 20 or something like
that. To me as Minister of Learning that’'s an embarrassing figure,
andit’smy job and it’smy initiativeto do something about this, and
subsequently we have launched the second-language initiative.

Thisinitiativewill start off in 2006. It will start in grade 4. Mr.
Chairman, the firg year will be grade 4. The second year will be
grades 4 and 5; the third year, 4, 5, and 6; and soon. Soif you'rein
grade9in 2006, you do not need to expect that you will be expected
to have fluency in alanguage That's not going to occur. It will
follow the studentsup through thesystem. At the end of grade 9 you
will havewhat iscalled abeginner level of competency inthesecond
language. If you continue onin second languagesin grades 10, 11,
and 12 — at which time the courses are going to be optional at this
moment; | would at some point intimelike to makethem mandatory
as well, but the logistics of that are a little more complicated than
what we canredlistically do right now — you will have an intermedi-
ate level of competency in aforeign language. 1f you choose to go
on to university, you will be able to have the full level of language
competencies.

When it comesto curriculum development, what we have doneis
we have taken seven different languages and have looked at
curriculumin all seven languages. Theimportant thing to remember
here, Mr. Chair, is that we have not developed these curriculums
ourselves. We have gone out to other jurisdictions and we have
goneout to other countries and actually taken their curriculums, ones
that we find satisfactory for Albertans, and well utilize their
curriculums.

One of the things that we have done, for example, isworked very
closely with Spain to devel op a Spanish curriculum, and indeed we
are in the process of purchasing the Spanish curriculum from the
Cervantes Institute in Madrid, which is one of the world-renowned
institutes when it comes to Spanish language. We have aso
borrowed alot of other curriculums. A lot of them, though, we have
developed ourselves. We have a very extensive Cree curriculumin
the city of Edmonton and some of the northern units, so what we're
doing, quite simply, is taking those curriculums and making them
availableto al Albertans. So from a curriculum point of view I'm
confident that we will have the curriculums in place for this
initiative. My peopletell me that we are well on the way and do
have these curriculums available.

3:20

The teacher preparation is probably the question that | get asked
the most. When | talk about this undertaking, is it an ambitious
undertaking? That's putting it mildly. It's a very ambitious
undertaking, not necessarily in Edmonton and Calgary. In Edmon-
ton and Calgary wehave alot of teachersthat speak alot of different
languages. The ability to teach language is there. Where we're
going to run into some issuesisin rural Alberta In the hamlet of
Gem, Alberta, for example, with astudent popul ation of somewhere
around 25 to 30, isit going to be aproblem? Yeah, itis.

What we're going to be relying on is the SuperNet with video
conferencing capabilities. W€ re doing some experimentsright now
in the Prairie Rose school division on the ability for the SuperNet
and for the video conferencing to be able to teach these languages.
It'slooking very, very good, and | truly believe that we will beable
to do that.
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| have taken the gpproach, Mr. Chair, in this initiative that we
simply cannot afford not to have a second language. Therefore, we
are putting in alot of resources and we're doing alot of things to
ensure that this occurs.

Another couple of things, if | may have time to say this, is we
announced today as well some bursaries, $2,500 bursaries, some
grantsof upto $5,000 for teachersto go back, for example, and learn
the second languages, more so learn how to teach second languages.
We have a considerable amount of teachers that aready have a
second language, but having a second language and teaching a
second languagearetwo completely different things. Sowe’ redoing
that.

About five months ago | opened up the language institute at the
University of Calgary. Quite simply, what this is is a research
institute within the University of Calgary to look at how to teach
language, to look at different types of languages, to find out how
children learn from languages, and, Mr. Char, through to dl the
Membersof the Legidative Assembly, | would certainly encourage
the hon. members to tour that ingtitute. It's very, very impressive.
There is cutting-edge research that is being done there, and what
they have told me —and redlisticaly I'm only as good as what they
tell me —isthat it isabsolutdy a one hundred per cent world-class
structure and institution. So we look forward to getting that.

The hon. member has asked some excdlent questions about an
initiative that | personally have taken a lot of stekein. It's some-
thing that Albertans want. It’'s something that | wish | had when |
went to school. The hon. member wished he had it when hewent to
school, and | think that’s what | hear all over Alberta when | tdk
about this.

The Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Mill Woods.

Dr. Massey: Thank you. Agan just a couple of quegions on the
sametopic, Mr. Chairman. Theresourcesin the budget for technol-
ogy — the minister mentions video conferencing, and video
conferencing requires some fairly sophisticated technological
hardware and software. The minister is aware that there have been
questions in the House the last couple of weeks about the costs of
SuperNet, school s getting hooked up to it, being ableto maintainit,
having money to pay themonthly hookup fees. Isthere moneyinthe
budget? Will there be money that will allow schools to gain that
equipment and to be hooked to the system? Right now we hear from
a lot of people that evergreening of their equipment is just not
possible. So isthe minister happy that there’s money in the budget
that will make that possible?

The Chair: The hon. minister.

Dr. Oberg: Thanks, Mr. Chairman. The hon. member has asked a
couple of questions First of all, the costs of SuperNet are included
in my budget. There’s $11 million that is specifically set asideto
pay for the cost of the broadband access. Also, | will add that
included in the funding formula the line costs for SuperNet are
enveloped. Quite ssimply, the reason that they are enveloped is that
| did not want the cost of hooking up to SuperNet to be a detriment
to school jurigdictions doing it or not doing it.

The SuperNet will bethere. The SuperNet will bein every school,
and a significant portion of the costs are going to be borne by the
government. | will say that there have been questions in the House
about the cost of SuperNet, and it’ smy understanding that for many
jurisdictionsyou’ reactually going to seeadecreaseinwhat their line
costs are asto what they’ re paying today.

Another interesting point is something that we ve been working

on, Mr. Chair, which is evergreening. The whole idea behind
SuperNet is not just to provide broadband wavelength. SuperNet
gives us opportunitiesthat are actually going to be quite incredible.
What we're looking at doing is setting up a server-based system so
that what we will doisput all the programs, basica ly the programs
that we need, all the resources that we need, on the server.

Thereare two advantagesto that. First of all, we have the ability
to review al of the resources and al of the programsthat go on the
server, so we can be assured tha when our sudents in the school
accessthe SuperNet server —and injust asecond I'll get to how they
accessit —all of these resources have been prescreened by my staff,
by Alberta Learning staff, so that it is good, high-quality resources.
What we are in effect doing issetting up an Intranet as opposed to
the Internet.

The other advantage, Mr. Chair, directly to the server-based
systemisthat we can utilize theeconomy of scde of all the students
inthe provinceto get abetter price. We have about 580,000 K to 12
students. We have about another 110,000, 120,000 postsecondary
students. We can usethose 700,000 studentsto get abetter economy
of scale on programs. If you were to go out and had 10,000 users,
you are hot going to get as good a deal asif you had 700,000 users
in order to purchase programs. So we'relooking at that.

Lastly, Mr. Chair, the most exciting part about a server-based
systemis what the hon. member has raised, which isthe evergreen-
ing. We will have the ability to sign contracts that would include —
and what I’ m setting down as a minimum s 10 years of evergreen-
ing. So when it comes to programs, when it comes to resources, it
will be 10 years, but more importantly what we will be doing is at
the actual school site they will not need a computer per se. What
they will need is a screen, a monitor, and a card-reading type of
system or some variation of a system that will take them into their
server. The other advantage of thisis tha the evergreening cost to
the school district should be dmost nil because all you're going to
have to replace are the monitors and the keyboards.

So that’ swhat we'relooking at, Mr. Chair, and albeit we do not
have anything firm yet, we are looking at putting out an RFP this
month or next month to actually attempt to do apilot project on this
exact concept. We have a concept like this in the Chinook’ s Edge
school division, but the problem has actudly been that weare ahead
of the technology companies. The technology to use the broadband
capability on the server-based system isjust coming out now. We
feel that the technology isout there. We obvioudly are going to test
it in a geographic pilot project, and hopefully there will be more to
that as the RFP is put out. We have not finished the RFP. [t will
however be put out within the next month to six weeks.

The Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Mill Woods.

Dr. Massey: Yes. Thanks, Mr. Chairman. Oh, | should have
mentioned that on the IOUs| don’t consider us wiped out and even.
H€' s not getting off that easy.

I’d like to ask if we will be seeing as a result of the Learning
Commission a performance measure with regpect to classsze. It's
one that I’ ve seen elsewhere, where states have had not a perfor-
mance measure but a reporting, for instance, of the number of
kindergarten students tha were in classes, the percentage of
kindergarten classes that were over 17, the percentage of grade 1
classes that were over 17. It seemsto me, as |’ vetalked to parents
and heard from parents across the province, that that is something
that really is of high interest to them and a major concern. | think
that next September there are going to be alot of parents who are
goingtobewatchingvery careful ly, expecting that their childrenwill
bein smaller classes, and somewhere down the road getting into the
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areathat was recommended by the Learning Commission. It seems
to me that the kind of reporting that we ve had of averages doesn’t
do that. There hasto be something that really gives abetter picture
because of what happens with averages.

3:30

The second with respect to that was thereports tha this budgetis
not going to be adequate for progressto be made with reduction to
class size and the chair of the Learning Commission indicating that
the monies that they were recommending are above and beyond
volume and rate increases that would normally be a part of the
budget. Is the minister confident that we are going to see, in
September at least, movement in the direction of the commission?
Given the multiyear projections that the commission made, is the
minister confident that in three or four years we will actually have
reached the standardsthat they have put out?

The Chair: The hon. minister.

Dr. Oberg: Thanks, Mr. Chair. First of al, when it comes to the
performance measures, starting in November of this upcoming year
there will be a requirement for all school jurisdictions to have an
accountability profile that would be given out to the constituents,
that will be made public, which will indude class size. It will
includeabsol utely how they spend all of their money, administrative
costs. All of these things will be required to be made public and,
indeed, not just made public but given to al the constituents. The
key — the key — to accountability is transparency, and we have
attempted to make the whole funding system as trangparent as
possible.

Therearetwo excellent, excellent thingsin the Learning Commis-
sion, but the unfortunate part isthat thesetwo arealittle bit at odds
with each other. The first one is the whole idea about class size,
about the reporting of class size and how weshould try and get down
in the province to the averages that were iterated in the Learning
Commission. The second is the funding formula. What we're
attempting to do is reconcile those two differences.

First of al, Mr. Chair, the funding formula gives ultimate —
ultimate — flexibility to the school boards. In the new funding
formula effective September 1, there are only three things that are
enveloped. Asl mentioned previoudly, thereisthe SuperNet hookup
line charges which are enveloped. There's a dudent health
initiative, and there’' sthe Albertainitiativefor school improvement.
Everything else, or roughly 95 per cent of the dollars, is going to be
flexible to the school jurisdictions.

So, Mr. Chair, atype of answer to the quedtion is: if the school
boards choseto use that money in aflexible way in afashion other
than class sizes, could they do it? Yes, they can. Under the new
formulathey do have the ability to utilizethat. However, what we're
doing is fordng the school boards to be transparent in how they
spend the dollars. They have to be transparent in what the dollars
areused for, such as number of teachers, administration, classsizes.
All of these things have to be given out to the public.

So there isa little bit of difference in the Learning Commission
recommendations and how these are going to work. The key thing
that | talked to the school boards about is that, realistically, this
funding formulaentails agreat anount of trust. With that flexibility
comesagrea amount of trust that the school boards aregoing to put
the money whereit’s needed.

| believeinlocal autonomy. | believe in school boards. | believe
that they have the ability, that they know better what is happeningin
the classrooms, in many cases, than my department and, certainly,
than | do, and tha they will go ahead and do it. But there’sahuge

amount of trust there, and, Mr. Chairman, if politics entersinto this,
we're going to be in a severe amount of trouble. Therefore the
accountability piece of the funding formulaisgoingto havetoforce
the school boards to report to the general constituents about what
they are doing, about where they' re spending dollars, where their
dollars are actually, 100 per cent, being spent.

Thisisgoing to cause aspecific problem, and | don’t meanto pick
out any specific school boards, but one of the great attributesof the
Edmonton public school system isthat they give all the money out
inavery decentrdized fashion. One of the problemsthat is going to
occur with theflexibility of the funding formulais exactly reconcil-
ing the accountability behind those dollars, and we are atemptingto
do thisin areporting mechanism.

I will say to thehon. member that thisis awork in progress, and
this funding formulais something that we're very, very concerned
about on the accountability side. The Alberta School Boards
Associdion has asaured us that they are up to the task, and wewill
be working closely with the School Boards Associaion to ensure
that that accountability and that transparency are there so that
everyone knows how the dollars are being spent, the amount of
dollars, al of these other issues. Mr. Chair, as you fully well know,
to me transparency is the best political tool that is out there.

The Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | also have questions,
obvioudy, at this time for the hon. minister. It's a pleasure to
participate in the debates this afternoon on the budget for Alberta
Learning.

When | talk to parents about the Learning Commission — and |
talked to the hon. Member for Edmonton-Mill Woods — they
compareit to a Sears or Eaton’s catalogue at Christmastime. It'sa
wish lig. Unfortunately, there doesn’t appear to be money to back
up so many of the recommendations that are needed, and | would
certainly hope that the department and the government can makethe
financial commitments that are necessary to fund adequately the
recommendations of the Learning Commission report.

Arewe going to seeclass sizesgo down next fall, Mr. Chairman?
Unfortunately, | don’t think 0. | routinely visit classes, particularly
in elementary schools, where there are in excess of 30 children,
sometimes34, 35 children, and they’ re split between grades5 and 6.
Theteacher literally hasto have awhistle around hisor her neck like
ahockey referee, and the whistle hasto be blown if there’'sastop in
theaction. | know that there have been strides made to improve this
situation, but those strides, in my opinion, are not long enough.

Now, | have a question, and | would really appreciate aclarifica
tion from the minister. | believethat is all that's required in this
regard. In regard to students with specid needs or gpecial-needs
funding, | wastalking to a constituent who has a child in a junior
high, in grade 7, and this congituent is particularly concerned that
there will be no special-needs funding for her child once that child
leaves grade 9. The hon. Member for Edmonton-Mill Woods has
wisely advised me that, well, there areprograms at L.Y . Cairnsfor
special-needsstudents. What other alternatives or avenues doesthat
parent have, oncethat child graduates from junior high, to further
that child's education? If you could explain that, | would be very
grateful.

Thank you.

The Chair: The hon. minister.

Dr. Oberg: Thank you very much, Mr. Chair. The hon. member has
two sets of questionsthere. First of all, the money for the Learning
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Commission. Included intheL earning Commission’ srecommenda-
tions was roughly an increase of about $600 million over the next
five years. What was not included, as the hon. Member for
Edmonton-Mill Woods pointed out, was the cost for increases in
salaries, things like that. So it’s $600 million over five years.

What you see in this budget to the K to 12 system is an increase
budget over budget, recognizing that we did put in an extra $90
million, that we did put in an extra $30 million for operations and
maintenance. Budget over budget is a $250 million increase. In
three years | believe it’s something like $730 million. | don’t think
| need to look; it’s pretty closeto that. So the monies are there.

3:40

Are we committed? Absolutdy. There are some excellent
recommendations, Mr. Chair. When | set up the Learning Commis-
sion, | did not set up the Learning Commission to giveus recommen-
dations that we could not fulfill. | did not set up the Learning
Commission to be able to put the Learning Commission’s recom-
mendations on the shelf never to be opened again. That is the deal
that | made with those people on the Learning Commission, and |
believethat that isthe deal that we have followed through on.

Isthere going to bethat $600 million inthefirst year? No, there
isn’t. Itisnot going to bein the first year. Isit goingto bein the
fiveyears? Yes. Arewe going toimplement the recommendations
over five years? Yes. Are some going to be implemented today?
Absolutely. Some already have been implemented today. Arethere
othersthat are going to beimplemented tomorrow and the day after?
You bet. Mr. Chair, we're working hard, but more importantly |
really feel that we're working smartly, and that’s something that’s
absolutely important to do.

With regard to the member’ sdirect quegtion about special-needs
funding, the way special-needs funding is given out to the school
boards ison a pro-rated number of students. For example, I'll give
alittle bit of history if the hon. member will tolerate this.

Initially, we were putting in money for assessments, so every
student, before they received the severe disability funding, would
have to have athousand-dollar assessment. In essence, you would
have a thousand-dollar assessment so that they could get $13,000
extrainfunding. Obviously, for the principal sand the school boards
it was ther best effort to put through that these kids would be
assessed as severe specid needs.

First of al, | don't like thelabel of severe special needs. | think
there are people that have children that have to be individualized
when it comesto their educational plans.

Secondly, | just absolutely cannot tol erate the waste of athousand
dollars on an assessment when you don’t need it. We were having
situations, through to thehon. member, wherea child wasblind, and
every three years they were having to have a thousand-dollar
assessment to determine if the child was gtill blind or deaf.

So we cancelled the need for the assessment, and we' ve pro-rated
it. We'vetaken thelast five to seven years of aschool jurisdiction’s
growth in special needs and Smply pro-rated it. If the school board
feels that their pro-rate number is wrong, they have the ability to
appea to us, and actually, Mr. Chair, in the fird year that this
occurred, there were only about two or three school boards that
actually put in an apped. Unfortunaely for the Member for
Strathmore-Brooks, two of those appeals came from, you got it,
Strathmore and Brooks. But we attempt to do as accurate as we can
an approach for that.

So, to the member, the parent’s child will ill recave spedal-
needs funding. How the school board chooses to put that out into
their school programsisup to theindividual school board. In many
cases, for example, they have specialized programs in specialized

locations. In other cases —and | don’t want to get into the actual
disability that the child has — the attempt is there to tailor the
program to the individual child, to the individual child’s disability
and then put the child in the best location for that child.

The parent doeshave the ability and, infact, the necessity to sign
off the individuad program plan on each and every child with
disahilities. So the parent will have to sign and say that thisisthe
best place for the child to be this is the program that’s going to
occur. | expect and | hope that these parents will hold the school
boardsand the teachers and the school systemaccountableto ensure
that that individual program plan isfollowed through aswritten out,
asthey’ve signed on the dotted line.

Those dollars are still there. They follow right through. | can’t
get into specifically what program would be best for this child
because | don’t know the child, | don't know the disability, but
Edmonton public does an exceptional jobwhen it comesto disabili-
ties, and | would giveit to you that they’ re probably the best people
to answer that question.

The Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you. To the hon. minister, | appreciatethat
answer.

Now, does that st of rules also apply to mild ecial-needs
students as well which are included in the per pupil grant? Yes?

Dr. Oberg: Yes, it does. Theindividual program plan needs to be
in place for the mild to moderate special-needs students aswell.

Again, I'll reiterate alittle bit. Mild and moderate: | don't like
using that definition. Theproblemisthat —and|’ll usetheterminol-
ogy — many mildly disabled students can improve and come out of
that category. Theunfortunate part about our school system is that
oncethey’relabelled “mild” orlabelled “moderate,” that |abel tends
to stick with these children right through the school system. | don't
agree with that.

| don't agree with the labelling of students. | don’t agree with
how that isdone. That’sone of thereasonswhy wechanged theway
the funding was put in. 1t drove me crazy, Mr. Chair, when | would
go to aschool and they would point out the code 43 students. They
wouldn’t usethe child’ sname. Theywould say, “Here’ sacode43,”
as opposed to “Here's Johnny” or “Here's Sarah” or something.
“He's code 43; he's code 44,” and so on. Drove me nuts.

So, Mr. Chair, that’ sone of thereasons why wedid that. Again,
it takesalittle while to move through the sysem, but it is something
that we' re attempting to do. Theindividual program planisin place
for mild and moderately disabled students through to grade 12.

The Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Now, I’m concerned
about the high cost of tuition fees at universities. Last year in your
annua report 2002-2003 — and I'm going to look forward to
checking this a little later in the summer when your next annual
report comes out —under the primary reasons listed on page 21 “for
not taking education or training (percentages and rank) isacaegory
simply stating that it “cods too much.” In 1998-99 5.9 per cent
indicated that that was the reason for not taking education or
training: it costs too much. This went up in steady stepsto 2001-
2002 when 11.3 per cent of individuals stated that it costs too much
to take any further educaion or training. It went down significantly
in 2002-03, actually, to 8 per cent. Soin 2002-03, the last time we
had accessto thisinformation, 8 per cent of students could not afford
to take further education or training.
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In light of the fact that we have since put tuition fees up again,
what number does the minister expect to see? Hopefully, it's not
going to be anywhere like 1 in 10 students has financial reasons as
abarrier to furthering their education. What steps are we going to
take to reduce this significantly in light of the fact that we've
increased tuition fees?

The Chair: The hon. minister.

Dr. Oberg: Thanks, Mr. Chair. First of al, it’sniceto seeadropin
that number from 11 per cent to 8 per cent. The one comment that
I will make on tha isthat theway the question isworded, thisisthe
perception of being able to go to school. Soit’ s perceived that they
don’'t have enough money, and that’s why they’re not going to
school.

| will take thisopportunity totalk alittle bit about the student loan
program. Since I’ ve been minister, the student loan program has
increased by anywhere between 50 and 60 per cent in the last five
years. It's gone up quite significantly. We're now at atime when
we have $97 million that is spent each and every year to go out to
Albertastudents. That’ sjustfromAlberta; that isn’tfromthefederal
component of student loans.

So one of the criticisms that | have of my department isactually
not in how it runs the student loan program, because if you talk to
students anywhere in Canada — and our students say that as well —
they will tell you that our student loan program is by far the best of
anywherein Canada. Just by way of advertisement, we are the only
jurisdiction that has increased loan limits in | believe the last 10
years. The reg of the sudent loans, the rest of the provinces are
actually tied to the federal government, and the federal government
has not increased its loan rates, dthough thankfully it is talking
about increasing them this year.

3:50

The other key component, Mr. Chair, is our remission program.
| think everyone here who has gone through — and at least | have —
university with a dudent loan is well avare of the remission
program. We've taken the remission program one step further. We
have increased the amount of |oans available to a student, but we
have kept the amount that you have to pay back constant. We've
kept that amount that you haveto pay back at $5,000.

Since I've been minister, the amount of student loans that a
student would be eligible for if he was a the maximum amount has
increased from around a little over $10,000 to this year where we
increased it another $400 to around 11 and ahdf thousand, $11,400.
Mr. Chair, the amount that you pay back, though, during that time
has remained constant. It's constant a $5,000. So for a four-year
program, if you have full student loans, you can expect to have
realized about $45,000 in loans from the government. You can
expect to pay back about $20,000.

Put that in perspective, Mr. Chair. Those of usin here who pay
taxes, those of us who drivetaxis, those of uswho drivetrucks have
contributed to your sudent loan, contributed to your education,
$25,000 in one degree, afour-year degree Thistruly, | believe, is
an accomplishment.

The other point that the hon. member was dluding to was the
wholepoint on tuition. | get alittle perturbed at times when we talk
about tuition and talk about the expense of tuition. First of al, |
believe that tuition and postsecondary education is absolutely, 100
per cent the best investment that any citizen in Alberta can make for
themselves. It's abslutely fabulous. We have high-quality
institutions. Wehaveinstitutionsthat can essentidly teach anything
anywhere any time to anyone. It's atrue credit to our province to
have the institutions that we do.

When it comesto the tuition fees, one of the issues that we have
—and again thisis an issue that | have with my department —is that
people overestimate the costs of postsecondary education. When
you do the polls, the average cost for a universty education is seen
anywherebetween $6,000 and $8,000, whileinredity theactual cost
isright around $4,500 for tuition at auniversity. At acollegeitis
sitting around $3,300, $3,400 on average, and at atechnical school
you're sitting in the $2,500 to $2,700 range.

To put that in context —and | really do believe that when it comes
to tuition, we have to put some of these thingsin context —a pack-a-
day smoker will spend $3,650 each and every year, which is more
than tuition, to smoke. To goto atechnical school isabout aquarter
of the cost of purchasing a skidoo. To go to a technical school is
about an eighth of the cost of purchasing new the lowest priced car
that you can.

Mr. Chairman, again, I'll just reiterate. | have arespong hility. |
will have three studentsin the postsecondary education system next
year. Is it expensive for meto do? Yeah, itis. Isit worth it?
Absolutely. My kids goingto postsecondary education isabsolutely
the best thing that | as aparent could do for my kids. Do | want the
education system, the Albertagovernment, to pay exclusively for my
kidsto go through? No, | don’t, because | have aresponsibility as
aparent, and it's something that | feel very strongly about.

In Albertawith our tuition policy we have sated that theindivid-
ua will pay up to 30 per cent of the actual cost of the degree. With
Bill 43 we have actually changed that, so once the 30 per cent rate
ishit, then it moves up to cost of living plus 2 per cent. To put that
inperspective, Mr. Chair, there areabout threeinstitutionsinAlberta
that actually hit the 30 per cent rate, and the reason they hit it is not
because they were raising tuition. The reason they hit it is because
their expenses went down. | don’t think anyone anywhere would
want us to penalize these institutions when their expenses go down
when their tuitions have not gone up. So that is why we put in the
cost of living plus 2.

Again, to put it into perspective, our universities are sitting at
about 24 or 25 per cent of the actual cost of your education. So, Mr.
Chair, when you' re paying $4,500, the government, the university,
investorsinto the university are paying that other 75 per cent. When
you pay $4,500 for your child’s university education, you can rest
assured that there is another group of people out there, being the
government, being theuniversity, that are paying another $18,000 to
educate your child.

Mr. Chair, | do think that | have a responsibility to educate my
children.

The Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you. Continuing dong that ling to the
hon. minister: are you tracking the private debt that is accumulated
by students attending technical or university courses? Also, sincewe
weretalking about technical schools, and everyone istalking about
the labour shortage in this province — and we all know that there's
not alabour shortage; there’ sa shortage of cheap labour —whenever
we consider that between 10 and 11 per cent consistently of the age
group between 15 and 24, Mr. Chairman, are unemployed in this
province, | think that is a good pool of workersfor the government
to target apprenti ceship programsto. Beforewelook at introducing
other measures in training foreign workers and bringing them here,
let’ sreduce that group of young Albertans between 15 and 24 to the
provincial average, which is around 4 and a hdf, 5 per cent unem-
ployment, and get them into the skilled trades.

Also the First Nations people — there is chronic unemployment
there. If we could work at that, | think it would be a benefit to all.



April 22, 2004

Alberta Hansard

1001

Becausethereiscertainly not ashortage of labour; there’ sashortage
of cheap labour in this province.

Alsotothe hon. minister: what percentage of Albertanswho enter
into aregistered apprenticeship program, whether it’ san optiond or
acompulsory trade, actually finish that tradefour or five yearslater?
There are registered apprentices; there are new apprentices. How
many graduate? How many attend technical school? Istherealarge
percentage that go into the system and then come out the other end,
| assume, four yearslater? Or isthere asignificant number that, for
whatever reason, jus drop out? If you have statigics on that, |
would appreciate hearing fromyou.

Thank you.

The Chair: The hon. minister.

Dr. Oberg: Thank you very much, Mr. Chair. First of al, when it
comes to private debt, the figures that we use are actually StatsCan
figures. We don’t have the ahility to go in and actually assess a
privatedebt. Because of theimplications of freedom of information
and privacy, we cannot go in and actually doit. So the numbersthat
we use are Stats Canada data. Obviously, StatsCan tendsto be two
or three years later than what the actual year is, but that's the only
way that we can get the issueson private debt as well.

The hon. member has raised some other realy interesting
questions. First of all, Il disagree with the hon. member about the
shortage of labour be ng the shortage of cheap labour. I’min regular
conversations with peoplein Fort McMurray, where thereisahuge
number of workers that are needed. Just in the four or five compa-
niesthat | can name off the top, they’ re probably 10,000 to 12,000
workers short as of today and potentially over the next year.

Mr. Chair, these workers are getting paid prime, prime salaries.
They're getting paid, I'm assuming, $30 to $40 an hour. Quite
simply, they cannot get enough workersto go upto Fort McMurray.
Fort McMurray, abeit a wonderful place, is not necessarily the
vacation capital of the world, and there are someissues with getting
peopleto actually work up there. People don’'t want to leave their
families, et cetera, et cetera. So | disagree with that. | think that
those are excellent, excellent wages and that there is an actua
shortage of labour.

4:00

The hon. member raised some excellent points when it comes to
apprenticeship. In the apprenticeship system, Mr. Chair — I'll
reiterate some of the numbers that | love to use. We have 10 per
cent of the country’s population, and we train 20 per cent of the
country’ sapprentices. We presently have 40,000 gpprenticesin our
system at any one time, and that just absolutely makes every other
province pale in comparison when it comes to those humbers.

Our apprenticeship system is something we take very, vey
seriously, and | believethat when you take alook a our budget, you
have seen inordinate increases in the apprenticeship. We have
increased the number of apprentices going out in ayear from 1997-
98, | believe, by 50 per cent, so we have really ramped up the
apprenti ceshi p system.

Obvioudly, contingent onthe apprenticeship systemisthered sed
program. We will not — we will not, we will not, we will not —
decrease our standards just to get workers in here. The red seal
program isthe gold standard for any goprenticeship anywherein the
world, and that’ s what we continue toward, although | will say that
we have had a lot of people who have asked us to decrease the
standard just alittle bit, just cut themdown alittle bit. But we have
steadfastly refused to do that and continueto refuse to do that.

TheFirst Nations people. Again, Mr. Chairman, it’s an excellent

question the hon. member asked. There certainly is a pool of
talented people out there that we can get into the apprenticeship
system. We'vedone extensive work with the aboriginal population
through our First Nations, Métis, and Inuit policy. We'veactually
gone in and asked these students: “Why are you dropping out of
school? Why are you leaving school? Look at what you can have
the advantage of doing.”

Consequently, they said to us, different from the rest of the
population, that the decision to drop out of school is often made in
grade 8 or 9. So what we have done is put in an aboriginal youth
apprenticeship programto target these kids asearly as grade 8. So
in grade 8 we will dart these kids along their apprenticeship
pathways, and that has proven to be very successful in keeping some
of thesekids in school.

Since | tdked about Fort McMurray, | will put aplug in for Fort
McMurray and the employersin Fort McMurray when it comes to
apprenticeship. AlImosttoaT theemployersin Fort McMurray have
20 per cent gpprenticeson their staff, and that is something that they
feel strongly about and it’ ssomething that they’ re pushing towards.

Theother thing that’s equally asimportant istha they are pushing
and pushing and pushing their workerstohave agrade 12 education.
In many construction jobsit would be much nicer to be ableto take
the, you know, six foot five, grade 11 sudent, but the employersin
Fort McMurray — and | give them full credit — have said that they
want high school educated students.

So in many aboriginal communities these people when they quit
school cannot go into the workforce in Fort McMurray, and in
talking to the aboriginal people in northern Alberta they are fully
cognizant and fully aware that they must finish grade 12. What
we've seen actuadly, abeit it is not as good as the rest of our
province when it comes to the grade 12 completion rate, is an
increase in aborigind completion rates of grade 12, an inordinate
increase. It’ sstill nowhere closeto what wewould like and nowhere
close to what the rest of the system is, but we are seeing that
increase.

The other pride that | have to stand here before you today and
speak about is something that we have developed: the registered
apprenticeship program. That was deveoped by my predecessors
and instituted in about ' 98-99. This program hasworked absolutely
excellent. It has cgptured students that, in effect, would have
dropped out.

For the information of the Legidative Assembly you're able to
retain 40 credits towards graduation by taking the registered
apprenticeship course, and it has helped many, many students who,
in effect, would drop out. | don’t have the exact number that the
hon. member was asking for. | certainly will strive to get that
number. Again, it's a very tough number for us to get in order to
correlatethe number of studentsinthe RAP program. | cantdl you
anecdotally and purely anecdotally that | would expect that number
to be around 75 to 80 per cent completion. So it has been atruly
successful program.

One of the other things that we have done, which is unique to
Alberta— and | believe it shows the importance that we have for
apprenticeship —is we have given the RAP scholarships. Each and
every year there are 50 students in the RAP program that receive
$1,000 scholarships. This is assessed by their employers it's
assessed on their school studiesand the marks tha they get.

Interestingly enough, Mr. Chair, last year of the 50 apprentices
that received the scholarships, | believe there were around 20 of
them that also received the Rutherford scholarships. Thisisnot a
lower classpeople; itisnot alower classoccupation. It issomething
that’ s extremely important to this province, and it's something that
is going to continue to be important in this province.
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Mr. Chair, as | said in this Assembly on Wednesday, | had
excellent conversations with the minister in British Columbiaabout
the mobility of workers across our borders, between Briti sh Colum-
bia and Alberta, and again | did not opt to decrease the quality of
what our workershave. B.C. isgoing to begoing through to the red
seal program. They will however probably be laddering some of the
steps to the red seal program, and we're presently working on
exactly how that can be done.

But quality, quality, quality when it comes to our apprenticeship.
If you ask any person in the gpprenticeship industry, any person in
business they will tell you —and it’s something | strongly believe —
that we have the number one apprenticeship systemin theworld, bar
none.

The Chair: Beforel recognizethehon. Member for Edmonton-Gold
Bar, | would jud like to draw to the attention of the members of the
Committee of Supply that thefirst hour iswell past, so tha opensup
the opportunities for questions.

The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Mr. MacDonald: Yes. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. There are other
memberswho want to ask questionsof the hon. minister, so | will be
quite brief here.

Following up on the minister’s comments, certanly inthe—1 call
it the brag book of thegovernment. Under Low Operating Coststhe
annual labour costsherein Edmonton are certainly lower than other
placeslisted on page 119 of the fiscal plan, and whenwelook at the
general satisfaction rates of employers with Alberta workers, the
employers satisfaction rateisexcdlent, and d so the productivity of
the workers is excellent.

There are those that malign our labour force and say that it is
unproductive and that that isthe reason for these cost overruns in
Fort McMurray. That argument holds no merit. There are many
electricians, unionized electricians, over 2,000 of them as a matter
of fact, who are on their union’s out-of-work board, and if they can
make $30 or $40 an hour in Fort McMurray, I'm certain that they
would go there. They're wdl trained, they’re skilled, and they're
very anxious to work. | would urge the hon. minister and his
colleaguesjust to contact some of those respective unions, and they
will see for themselves that these workers are well trained, and
they’ re anxious to participate in the growth of this province.

Now, | would like to thank the hon. miniger. Certainly, there
have been some individual files which he has shown a great deal of
time and attention to — hopefully they can be resolved — inregard to
compulsory tradesinthis province. | amlooking forward, after this
discussion we had regarding apprenticeship dropout rates to
working with the minister and his department because |, too, am
working on a series of statistics, and | really hope that the dropout
rate in the apprenticeship programs is as low as the minister has
indicated today, because that’s good news.

Thank you.

The Chair: The hon. minister.

Dr. Oberg: Thank you, Mr. Chair. | neglected to add a couple of
things for the hon. member’s last questions, and it's something, as
well, on the apprenticeship side that we're extremely proud of. In
talkingto the Northern Alberta I nstituteof Technology —obvioudy,
we have just put avery huge investment into the apprenticeship Sde
with them — what we' ve seen is that the median age of our appren-
ticesisnow down around 21 or 22, which isextremely positive. Our
mean age, our average age, isstill up around 26, 27, but that quite
simply meansthat wehave more 45 and 50 year oldscomingin. But

our medianage, which think isextremely important for apprentices,
isnow down in the 21, 22 range.

4:10

Would | like it lower? Yeah, | would likeit alittle bit lower, but
it'sstill ahuge, huge step forward on this, | think. | don’t have any
factsto back thisup, but | think it’ sreally shown the acceptance of
the trades and the acceptance of apprenticeship as a very valuable
occupation. Certainly, in my department and every place that |
speak, | speak about the trades often as a very valuable occupation.

Just in closing, Mr. Chair, | will say that oneof the best decisions
that this government has ever taken was to put the apprenticesin the
same system as the postsecondary system. What it's doneis shown
that the apprenticesaretruly equally asval uableas any student inthe
postsecondary system. Whether they’ rein medicine or teaching or
an electrician, they’re equally as valuable to the society of Alberta.

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

Dr. Pannu: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. |I'm impressed with the
minister’s stamina, so I'll take advantage of thisand ask him a few
questions.

| was listening to the minigter with rapt attention when he was
talkingabout theinvestment in postsecondary education asbeing the
best investment that any individual or family can make | don’t think
there’ sany dispute over that. What we need to doisto find ways of
encouraging more and more Albertans to in fact seek that opportu-
nity and take advantage of it and develop policiesthat fromthisside,
fromthe government side, will not only encouragebut help students
in fact fulfill their dreams and their aspirations.

There is some evidence around which says that while Albertans
aspire to postsecondary education, they’re unable to pursue those
aspirations and turn theminto solid expectationsand plans. So we
need to ask the question: where is there a placein this picture for
public policiesto comein and help studentsdo that? Obvioudy, the
current policies leave a gap there that needs to be filled. The point
is: what additional policiesare needed there? I'd likethe minister to
respond to that.

Related to that isthe quegtion of : it’sthe best investment because,
you know, the returns on it are the highest of many other forms of
investment. Being aformer university professor, | used to spend
quiteabit of timetrying to get that messageout and look at literature
which, in fact, produced very sound and strong evidence done by
economids al over the world, particularly from the University of
Chicago, which isone school that neo-Liberalsloveto of course pay
attention to. Economists of education did lots of studiesand won
Nobel prizes on investment in educaion and returns on it. What
they did in this analysis wasto look at it not just on thereturns on
investment that individuals make but the return to investment that
societiesmake So they distinguish between individual or personal
returnsand social or community returnsto investment in education.

That data, that information, that research was used then to shape
public education policies which led to a large investment by
governmentsin postsecondary education. The point wasthat if you
have moreuniversity- or college-educated students, if you havemore
apprentices with complete and practising trade papersin their hands
they, first of all, have much higher levels of employment. They get
salaries and wages and incomes which are much higher than their
counterparts who don’t have these papers, whether at the college
level or the apprenticeship level, the trade level, or the university
level.

What's 30 good about high incomes other than that it’s advanta-
geousto individuals? Well, fromthe government side it producesa
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large number of people who have high incomes, therefore more
taxes. So the government revenues benefit from it, which the
government then can use to bolster other of its programs.

My question to the minister is this specificdly. Has he commis-
sioned some studies of hisown or accessed somemorerecent studies
on social returnstoinvestment in postsecondary education which he
can share with this Houseto either shed some light on the efficacy
of decisions that are made with respect to this or in defence of his
refusal to freeze tuition fees for our students, which would mean,
obvioudly, increasing the social investment portion in the education
of students who are in our postsecondary learning system, be they
college, university, apprentices, or trades? That’s my first question.

The Chair: The hon. minister.

Dr. Oberg: Sure. Thank you very much. Tothe hon. member, | am
again in alittle bit of an uncomfortable position in that | do agree
with 75 per cent of what the hon. member has sad. It would have
been ahundred per cent except he added that last little phrase there.

Mr. Chairman, certainly, the hon. member is well versed in

postsecondary education, is well versed in the university system.
That certainly is evident.
Thereis no dispute between myself and the hon. member when it
comesto the importance of postsecondary education or the value of
postsecondary education or, | will say, the value of the invesment
in postsecondary education. From agovernment point of view—and
thisispurely biased, purdy my own, from society’ s point of view as
well but purely from myself — | think that it's absolutely the best
place to put money in a government’s budget. Some of my col-
leagues who have very important ministries as well tend to argue a
little bit with me about that, but that’s just my personal view on
postsecondary education.

Thedirect question that the hon. member has asked is avery good
one, and that is: have | commissioned any studies to look at the
social and societal returnsfor a postsecondary system? The answer
isno. The reason that | haven't isbecause | believe strongly in a
postsecondary education system, and quite frankly | don’t careif $1
brings back $8 or $1 brings back $9 or $1 brings back $12. | feel
strongly enough that | don’'t want to waste money to do that.
However, | equally fedl that whether it's $9, $10, or $12, it doesn’t
make any difference because it's still extremely important. The
postsecondary education systemisstill the most important area that
we can spend money on, and that statement is something that | will
argue with anyone about.

The hon. member has taked about freezing tuition fees, and I’ ve
already stated in this Assembly my belief that a parent has responsi-
bilities for their children to pay tuition fees. One comment that |
have not madeis that our universities right now are sitting at about
25th, 26th, and | believe 29th in the country, although | think that
has even grown lower in the past as British Columbia universities
have come up quite significantly in their tuitionsin thelast year. So
we're sitting at about the middle of the pack when it comes to the
tuition rates.

Interestingly enough, Mr. Chair, the government in Ontario
recently froze tuition fees and recei ved agreat amount of publicity,
but equally it has created a huge, huge amount of angst amongst the
postsecondary school system, because at the same time that they
froze tuition fees, they did not increase the amount of dollars to the
same rate. So, in essence, what we're seeing in Ontario is a
decrease, a cut to the postsecondary education system, and | think
that that’ sgoing to be extremely detrimental to Ontario in thefuture.
That’ s keeping in mind that they have also had a $9 billion deficit

thisyear. Sohow thepostsecondary institutionsare goingto survive
is going to be very difficult.

4:20

| recently came from a day and a half of discussions with the
British Columbiaministry, and they’ reextremely proud becausethey
will receive $105 million over the next three years in their
postsecondary system. | didn’t have the heart to tell her, Mr. Chair,
that we had put in $125 million this year alone to a smaller system
than British Columbia has.

Sowhen it comesto postsecondary education, we re seeingavery
large increase thisyear. Therewasalarge increaselast year, albeit
much of it came duringthe year. But it is something that | believe
strongly in, and | feel that certainly one of the best ways we can
spend taxpayers' dallarsisin the postsecondary education system,
including — includi ng — the apprenti ceshi p system.

Asl’vebeenminister, | have attempted to giveaslargeanincrease
as possible to the postsecondary education system, and | will say —
andthisreally, redly needsto be said today —that the possecondary
education system absolutely one hundred per cent has responded to
that call.

Oneof the biggest i ssuesthat we havein the postsecondary system
is access spaces. | apologize to the hon. member for going on so
long, but one of the best examples that we have isthat we put out
money for an expected 500 spaces in postsecondary education
through the accessfund. The universitiesand colleges and technical
schools cameback and told us: no, we don’t need that much money
for 400 to 500 spaces. Instead, we received 700 spaces. So the
postsecondary system is jugt an absolute delight to work with, and
they certainly havethe interests of studentsin mind when they make
their decisions.

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

Dr. Pannu: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | was pleasantly surprised
that the minister agreed with 70 per cent of what | had to say. |
encourage him to undertake that study. If he had the facts at hand,
real, solid, evidentiary facts at hand with regect to thekind of study
that I'm urging himto do, I’ m sure he’ Il come around to the other 25
per cent on my side aswell, so long as he swilling to be led by facts
and evidence, you know, rather than by something else.

His reference to Ontario is avery, very interesting one. Alberta
and Ontario arein very different situations. Mr. Harris's Conserva-
tive government | eft thepresent government hol ding thebag with the
$5 billion of hidden deficit, which now you say has moved up to $9
billion, so a very different dtuation. Comparisonsthereare| think
somewhat out of place.

Youalsovisited Ireland, | understand, over thelast two monthsor
S0, just before the session started, and | haven't seen you make any
referenceto the experience of Ireland with respect to how they have
dealt with funding postsecondary education and with the tuition
policiesin particular and how enormously — how enormously — that
country has benefited fromthat smart commitment that they madeto
makesurethat every citizen of school-going age at the postsecondary
level had the opportunity, and the results are quite clear. There's
something to be learned from that as a different kind of example.

Now, Mr. Chairman, the minister did talk about $125 million
more this year. When you create more spaces — and there are
growing numbers of studentswho arein our colleges and universi-
ties and other places — more money isneeded even to stay till; that
is, interms of thefadlitiestha we provide. But | understand that in
terms of federal transfers, most of which | bdieve are in support of
postsecondary education, Alberta has received close to $55 billion



1004

Alberta Hansard

April 22, 2004

or $54 hillion. Those are my numbers. 1’ m seeking confirmation of
these numbers if you havethat information with you.

Freezing tuition fees would cost $40 million, no more than that.
Sothereisfor Albertain particul ar an opportunity to consider taking
theOntarioroute. Weoften see oursel vesas competingwith Ontario
as another economy, another jurigdiction in many ways, and hereis
one wherel think we could perhgpstry and do that. The study that
was quoted in the House today and again last year, done by TD
Bank, | think, Cagary-Edmonton Corridor, clearly indicated two
things: that our high school completion rate needs to be improved —
we are behind the national average — and, secondly, that our
postsecondary participation ratesare below other jurisdictionswithin
the country that we compete with and perhaps outside.

When we' relooking at the business plan and under Performance
Measures, there are two things that | noticed here. One is under
outcome 2.2, “High school completion rate of students within 5
yearsof entering grade10.” Wedon't have aCanada-wide figureto
compare our numbers with. | wonder why. Is that information
inaccessible? What's the reason for us not being able to compare
our rates with that? The TD study certainly had some information.
Why isthere no information on Canada? In some other categories,
you know, the (b), (c), (d) following that, there is some sort of
Canadian benchmark.

The second thing that | was curious about is the high school to
postsecondary transition rate, again under Performance Measures.
I’ve been drawing attention to the absence of this performance
measure in our business plans for sometime, and I’ ve been around
now for sevenyears. Yet| till seethat there’ sno start made on this.
Wesay: new. | wonder why the miniger didn’t think it appropriate
to perhaps use the numbers— | don’t know how totally firmthey are
— from the TD gudy, which uses some of those numbers to draw
attentiontoit. Itispage 341 I’ m taking about, the very last part of
that page. It says “High school to post-secondary transition rate”
with no information onit, yet to be determined, under 2005-2006.

| find this quite curious, this absenceof information, any commit-
ment to measure oursel vesin termsof performanceonthisvery, very
critically important aspect of the system performance of thelearning
system at that very important juncture where the transition takes
place from high school to university.

Would you like to perhaps respond to those? | have two other
important questions that | would like to ask.

The Chair: The hon. minister.

Dr. Oberg: Thanks, Mr. Chair. I'll start with the last one. The
answer is actudly quite smple. The hon. member did raise a point
several other times when we have had estimates. At those times we
had said that the necessity for this measure is actually the one
student number, and we are just in the process of implementing the
one student number. We started last September. Once that one
student number is there, what we'll be able to do isfollow through
right from high school into postsecondary. So we will be ableto
track them.

What we haven’t had the ability to do is actualy track the
students. Wewill be ableto track theindividual sudents. We will
know now if student 53781 has gone into the postsecondary
education system, and we will know accurately whether or not they
have gone into the education system. So that is the rationale as to
why that number isnot there. We can track themthrough. What we
had to do was go through the Privacy Commissioner. We had to do
all of these other thingsin order to ensure how we could do it.

What | will guaranteeto the hon. member isthat the number that
comes forward in '05-06 will be accurate, and it's going to be

something that’ s incredibly important. The hon. member has raised
this on numerous other occasions, and again | find myself in avery
difficult position saying that we actually took his advice on some of
this. [interjection] Ah, God, say tha itisn't so. But believeit or
not, we actually listen on this side to some of the very important
things. So that’ swhat we'redoing. That’ sthereasonwedon’t have
the number a the moment, and as soon as the number isthere, it will
be a very important number, but again it will also be a highly
accurate number.

4:30

The other thing on the high school completion rates. | answered
a question about this from the hon. Member for Edmonton-Mill
Woods in question period, and at that time | suggeded that we
should have 100 per cent as the goal that we a@tempt to move
towards. Unfortunately, each and every year | do have afight with
my department as they want to put an achievable number, but
through to the hon. Member for Edmonton-Mill Woods | will say
that I’'m gradually, gradually winning the battle on that one.

The Canadian sandard on completion rates. | can’t answer right
now astowhy itign’tin here. | can’t answer what the differenceis.
| will certainly look at that. | do believethat theinformationisbeing
collected in other provinces, but it may be collected in a different
way. | just can’'t answer that right now, so | will put that as an
undertakingto givethat answer to you, especidly asto whereexactly
we sit.

A couple of other points, just starting from the top. Ireland was
aninteresting country when | wasover there. | attended astheleader
of Canadd s delegation to the OECD. Although | didn’'t get much
chanceto actually talk to the Irish minister, asthereweresome 45 or
50 countries present, it isacountry, in talking to some of the people
around, that has been very interesting. It used tobe called the Celtic
Tiger. Theiseis, though, that apparently the unemployment rate
is starting to come back up.

The other interesting point is that Ireland had a great deal of
European Economic Community money, EU money being put into
Ireland when it joined the European Union. That being said, | think
they did invest very wisely, and they saw ahuge increase in ther
economy, ahugeincreaseinwhat was happeningin Ireland. It'smy
understanding that that haslevelled off and, indeed, may be gagnat-
ing. So they’re going to have to take a very serious look at what
they’re doing as other countries increase their education rates as
well.

One of the interesting comments that | will make to the hon.
member isthat when you look at what wehave done—and there'san
interesting study that just came out about two weeks ago. It showed
accordingto socioeconomic statusthenumber of studentsthat attend
university. What has happened in Alberta over the last 20 yearsis
that the number of high economic status students has gone down
quite dramatically. The number of lower socioeconomic students
has increased by around 25 per cent from 20 to 24 per cent of the
total, and the number of middle socioeconomic status students that
aregoing to university hasincreased equally aswell. We have seen
the shift from the lower socioeconomic class, the middle socioeco-
nomic class, and the other dassesimprove So that’sthe direction
that wewant to go.

I think you're probably in the ballpark with the $55 million. |
can't say for sureif that's exactly what we' ve received. Put that in
perspecti ve though: $55 million out of $1.3 billion. We spend $1.3
billion on postsecondary educationin Alberta, so $55 million, albeit
veryimportant, isapittance comparedto what we actually ultimately
spend on postsecondary education.

The $40 million for atuition freeze. Again, Mr. Chair, | feel that
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| need to increase the amount of money that goes to universitiesand
postsecondary institutions, and this budget shows that we have
indeed donethat. Equally, | feel that thereisan obligation on behal f
of students, on behaf of parents to pay for some of their own
education, and that’ s something that we followed through. We are
attempting to limitit to areasonableincrease thisyear, and | may be
a dollar or two out, but | believe that the maximum amount of
increase was $274. Again, to put that into context that we can all
understand — and maybe | don’t understand it — 27 packages of
cigarettes was the increase to tuition this year in Alberta, the
maximum allowable amount.

Postsecondary participationrates. Y eah, that’ saninteresting one;
right. What we've seen in Albertais avery hot economy over the
past eight or nine years. What we're finding out is that a lot of
students have elected to go into the oil patch, for example, where
there are jobs. Rather than going into the postsecondary system
immediately, they’ vejumpedinto theoil patch. Unfortunately, many
of these students are not returning to the postsecondary system.

I think that when you take alook across Canada — and | may be
wrong on this — | believe that one of the highest percentages of
participation rates is actudly in Nova Scotia. One of therationales
for that is that their economy has not been tha hot, and indeed
students who have come out are faced with two situations: either,
one, no job or, two, going to university. [interjection] Ontario?
Okay. Those are certainly some of the situations.

The point that | will bring up, though, is that Alberta has the
highest number of university graduates of any province in Canada.
| believe the number is around 55 per cent of the working commu-
nity has a postsecondary diploma or degree.

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

Dr. Pannu: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | havetwo more questions
for the minister that | must ask. We'll seewhat happens then.

| was looking at the budget estimates here. This is again the
business plan book, page 347. At the bottom of that table there'sa
star after Total Program Expense. Did you get that line? Then
there' safootnote underneath which explainsthat the“ total program
expense includes the province's cash payments towards the un-
funded pension liability” —I don’t know what the amount is for this
year —“(which will beeliminated under aseparatelegislaed plan).”
When is that plan forthcoming? | understand that some sort of
negotiationsare underway with the ATA, but there’ sno provisionin
this particular budget in anticipation of an agreement being struck
withthe ATA onthisissue. Soif the minister would shed some light
on that first, and then | have a second question.

The Chair: The hon. minister.

Dr. Oberg: Thanks, Mr. Chair. Thisisin referenceto theagreement
that has been in place for about 12 or 14 years where we have
assumed two-thirdsof the existing unfunded pension liability of the
teachers.

Dr. Pannu: On the actual fund; right?

Dr. Oberg: Right. We'renow puttingin about $130 milliondollars.
So thisis apart from the teachers' portion of this, which is running
in the $60 million to $65 million range. The agreement that was
struck proposes that the unfunded pension ligbility will be paid off
in | believe the year 2060.

The other issue—and thisisavery important issuewhen it comes
to the unfunded pension liability —isthat theliability is predicted to

increase over that time frame to $18 billion before it starts to go
down. So there certainly are some issues.

Withregardto theunfunded liability for teachersthe ATA and the
AlbertaSchool Boards Association areintalks about thisexact issue
as we speak. There has been nothing forthcoming, but | will say,
Mr. Chair, that | will be one of the happies learning ministers in
Canadaif | can come forward at some point in time and make some
announcements about that.

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

Dr. Pannu: Thank you for your kindness Mr. Chair. My next
questionto the minister hasto do with theall ocationsto boards from
this budget. I'm glad to hear from boards — and the minister has
been hearing this too — that the new funding formula is being
received well acrossthe provinceby all kinds of jurisdictionswhich
are very different from each other in many ways, which is good
news. Theuse of thisformula, of course, trandates into the number
of dollars each school board gets and the funding profile that
develops from it.

4:40

Will the minister share thisinformationwith us, and how soon can
he do this so tha we don’t hear competing clams on how much
money a school board is getting, how much more money thisyear a
school board isgetting than last year, and whether or not that money
is enough for them to retain afew teachers that were hired back last
January or whether or not they are going to be doing anything at all
by way of taking stepsto increase the number of teachers withinthe
school system in order to move towards reducing the class size
towardstargetswhich the minister himself must meet over the next
four or five years? The chair of the Learning Commission, Pat
Mackenzie, herself has publicly expressed both frusration and
disappointment at the allocations and the confuson around the
additional dollars that school boards are getting.

So to come to the point, can we get that information for each
school board with respect to the additional totd money? We'll
figure out how much more money is there thisyear as compared to
last year. Secondly, some sort of funding profile for each school
division.

The Chair: The hon. Minister of Learning.

Dr. Oberg: Thanks,Mr. Chair. | certainly havethefunding profiles.
One of theissuesthat is out there quite simply is there are negotia-
tions with the teachers and with other unions that are ongoing, and
there has been a request that we not share the profiles. Each
individual jurisdictionhastheir own fundingprofile, sothey all have
their own funding profile.

To give an example, the amount of funding—and I’ [l use Edmon-
ton public as the example — for Edmonton public prior to our
November announcement where we added in the dollars was
$454,376,760. After the November announcement wherewe saw the
annualized $90 million putin, it went up to 461 and a haf million
dollars. Under the new framework, without any other increases at
all, Edmonton public will receive between $3 million and $4 million
extra,

There are a couple of assumptions that | want to point out here.
If we assumein Edmonton that thereisno enrolment change—soit's
the same number of students this year aslast year —what you seein
Edmontonisab per centincrease, whichisvery closeto alittle over
a $22 million increase that has been given to Edmonton public.
Again, these are not the figures that they have given us. Thisisthe
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assumption that the enrolment is flat. If we use their numbers that
they have given us, what we seeis a 4.9 per cent increase that has
been givento Edmonton public. Soaround | believe—my mathian’t
that good right now — a little over a 21 and a half million dollar
increase is what has been given there.

| do have some problems with some of the media items that have
been out there laely regarding the number of dollars that they have
received. Indeed, | have been in touch with the people at Edmonton
public, and they say that absolutely they will be hiring more
teachers.

To put that in perspective, Mr. Chair, Calgary public, which is
another mgjor board, obviously, in the province, is going to see an
increase budget over budget of around $36 million, a huge amount
of money. Their budget is going to be going up around 6 per cent.
One of the reasons for this is tha they have seen an enrolment
increase. The other reason is that the new funding formula recog-
nizes some of the issues that Calgary public had and subsequently
has rewarded them.

Those are the numbers. There is $192 million directly that goes
to school boardsin this budget.

I's there some misunderstanding out there? | think thereis. I've
had a very long conversation with the presdent of the ATA about
thisaswell, and both of uswant to get out the actual exact numbers.
We're il looking at whether or not we publish the total funding
reviews that are out there for all the school jurisdictions, but that’s
up in the air a& the moment. A decision hasn't been made on that.

Dr. Pannu: Further to the same question, Mr. Chairman, it’ snot the
media numbers that I’m talking about. 1'm talking about school
boards' own releases here. So | hope you correct yourself in
attributing any disputed numbers only to the mediareporting. You
talk about $21 million for Edmonton public; they re talking about
$13.4 million at most. In that, they include the $9 million that they
received in January to hire back some teachers, and their claim is
that they won't be able to retain, much less hire, many new ones
given their numbers.

The reason why it is, | think, appropriate for this House, too, to
have those numbers is so that we don’t have to go back and forth
between the media, the minister, the school board, andthe ATA. As
legislators | think we need to have the information that the govern-
ment has at least so that we can make up our own minds and not be
led by five different people talking about five different things about
the same numbers. Wha's the problem with that, I’m asking, and
why won'’t you rd ease tha?

Dr. Oberg: Again I’'m in the uncomfortable position of agreeing
withthe hon. member. | agreewithyou. Asl mentioned earlier, I'm
astrong believer that transparency isthe most powerful political tool
that there is, and | will endeavour to have all the funding profiles
tabled in this Assembly before the Assembly closes down. I'm
presently in some discussionswith some of the school boards about
thisexactissue, but | will endeavour totableall of the profilesinthis
Assembly before it closes down this year.

The Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Mill Woods.

Dr. Massey: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 1'd like to follow on with
that if | may. One of the pieces of information that | asked for last
year and haven't received was the assumptions on which the budget
is built. Rather than going to the school boards, | wonder if the
minister could share with us the assumptions that are built into the
budget about teachers’ salaries —what numbers do you build in? —
about the different categories, the assumptions about principads and

phys ed teachers and substitute teachers, the numbers of gudentsin
classes, what schools should need for resources.

It seems to me that the impression that’ s left isthat the budget-
building process hinges on people saying that it should be 3 per cent,
that it should be 5 per cent, that it should be 10 per cent. | mean, we
get these differing views of what it should be, and then the govern-
ment tries to play this game of trying to come down someplace that
won't causetoo much grief. Butitisnever redly related to the costs
that schools and school boardsare goingto be faced with paying. |
wonder if the minister might comment upon tha.

The Chair: The hon. minister.

Dr. Oberg: Certainly, Mr. Chair. One of the issues that we had
when we brought in the new funding formula, which took us about
two to two and ahalf yearsto actudly do, oneof the huge discusson
points was the actual price and cog of teachers. We debated and
debated and debated how exactly to do that, whether we put the
exact price of what it costs a paticular jurisdiction, remembering
and recognizing that that changesyear to year, or do wenot buildin
any costsfor thosejurisdictionsthat have higher priced teachersthan
the other ones?

With representation of everyone around the table — we had
probably 25 to 30 people in the room from all the educational
partners— it was decided that we not put in the formula anything to
dowithteachers’ salariesbecausetheschool boardsfelt that they did
have some &bility to move that and that it should not be put in the
formula, recognizing that it doesn’ t necessarily mean that themoney
has not been put in. In essence, it goesinto the basic per student
grant.

Theother issuethat | believe the hon. member hasaskedis: dowe
just simply take it from 3 per cent and say that the system needs 3
per cent or 2 per cent or 4 per cent thisyear? The answer isno. We
have gone away from that, and indeed five or six years ago that isthe
way it used to be done. What we're looking a now — obvioudy,
volumeis something that’ sa very real number. It'savery concrete
number that is built into this formula.

4:50

On the disabled s de we look specifically at volume, and we also
look at theamount of increasethat is needed in the severe disabili-
ties. One of the things we' ve been concentrating on, for example,
which I’'m very proud of, is bringing the severe behavioural disabili-
ties up to the same level asthe severe physcal disabilities, and this
will bethefirst year that thetwo have actually balanced out and are
exactly the same.

We've also taken a look & English as a Second Languagein the
funding formula. Again, these are needs that are out there for the
school system. We ve dramatically increased those dollars up to a
little over $1,600 per ESL student. To put that in perspective, hon.
member, about two years ago or three years ago it was down at
around $550. So we've seen it almost triple, and again this is
recognition that the costs of an English as a Second Language
student are considerably higher.

I’ give you another exampl e: the outreach schools. It used to be
that these outreach schools were funded purely on the per student
basis, and simply by having an outreach school, bringing more
studentsin, they actually received morefunding. Well, what we've
donethisyear, aswdl, iswe' ve added an extra$52,000 for each and
every outreach location. We've recognized that the cost of an
outreach school is more expensive. It cannot necessarily be a
straight extrapol aion from a high school that has 1,500 students to
an outreach school which has 50 students, but the importance of the
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outreach school cannot be overgated. So we have added in a
$52,000 per location grant for that.

We've added in small board administration costs. We' ve added
in jurisdictiond declines or increases in enrolment. So if your
jurisdiction experiencesan unwarranted decline, asudden declinein
enrolment after September 30, then that is now recognized. The
same thing occurs for an unexpected growth in number of students,
and we' ve added in extra dollars for that.

We' velooked at northern allowance. We'velooked at aboriginal
students. We'vebuilt in socioeconomicstatus. Sol think it’soverly
simpligicto say that we quite simply took the number and went from
2 per cent to 3 per cent to 4 per cent, et cetera. There are alot of
widevariationsin this new funding formulatha we have put in, and
againit isan attempt to rationalize what we do with the system and
rationalize how the dollars are distributed out to the school boards.

Do we have it perfect? Probably not. I'd loveto be able to say
that we have the perfect formula, but it’ staken us three years to get
to this point. Are we going to have to change it again? We may
well, but | think that thisis as close to a perfect formula as there
exists in Canada today. | would love to be able to say that | sat
down and worked it out all by myself and came up with thisformula,
but | can't. Thiswastruly acollaborative effort by all departments
in education in order to put this funding formulaout. | really must
stressthat it isnot simply taking abasenumber, adding in 3 per cent
or adding in 4 per cent and saying: that’s enough. It's showing
where these dollars are going. It's distributing it on an equitable
basis as opposed to an equal basis, and | think we' ve hit it about as
well aswe can.

The Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Mill Woods.

Dr. Massey: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I’d liketo go at that again.
| agree with the minister, and the government has | think done a
good job with equity. | think they took the money in and decided to
redistribute it on a per pupil basis. They eliminated the huge
differences that we had with respect to geography.

If youlook at theliterature on school finance on the continent, 10
yearsago everyonewastrying to addressequity. But it seemstome
that the wholefield of school finance has moved past equity and is
now really addressing the question of adequacy. That's, | think, a
wholenew area. | guessthat my question to the minister is: how do
you assurethat the per pupil grant, whatever it is, is adequateto pay
the costs that school boards face in trying to deliver programs?

The Chair: The hon. minister.

Dr. Oberg: Yeah. Thank you. That’s avery difficult question the
hon. member has jug asked. One of the things that we rdy on to a
very large degree isthe expertise of the school jurisdictions on how
they allocatetheresourcesthat areavailable. I'm jus attempting to
do alittle bit of math here, and if you would bear with me for about
two seconds, I'll have something for him. No, | won’t because my
calculator isn’t big enough. It only goesto eight digits.

Dr. Massey: Don’t rely on technology.

Dr. Oberg: That’sright.

Thepoint that I’mmaking isthat when it comestofunding aclass,
if you take a class of 25, that class of 25 is getting now, probably,
around $7,400, $7,500 per student. So you're looking at a huge
amount of money that is being put in per class.

I innoway —I in no way —would say that every classisaclassis
aclass. That absolutely isnot true, and | don’t think anyone hassaid

that for years. The issue comes down to: when we allocate that
money, we depend on the school jurisdictionsto put that money in
the place that they seefit. There are some classesthat may havefive
or six; there are other classes that may have 35 or 40. Itisuptothe
school jurisdiction on how that is given out.

With regard to the adequacy there have been a lot of attempts
made to see exactly what adequacy is. | think you've got to
recognize that there are a huge number of wild cards in this. For
example, do you usethe averageteacher’ ssalary in Canada, inwhich
case there would be much more than adequacy here? Our teachers
are paid considerably higher than anyplace else in Canada on
average. So thereare ahuge number of issueswhen it comesto the
actua adequacy.

When it comes to equity and how it is distributed, we do that in
what | believeisasfair amanner as possible When it comestoan
actua number to put down and say tha each student must have
$7,363.27 in order to have the best possible education system, |
won't buy that, because it’s impossible to do. A student is not a
student is not a student. Every sudent is different. Every student
has different needs. Every student has different resources that
should be put towards that student. That is why we have school
boards. That is why we have professionals out in the school
jurisdictionsto decide how those resources are spent.

My job asthe Minister of Learningistwofold, and | think that this
warrants speaking about. Firstof all, I'manMLA, and | haveto be
responsible and accountable to my taxpayers as to how their tax
dollars are being spent.

Second of all, | am theMinister of Learning, and | attempt to get
as many dollars as possible within that context for the learning
system and to ensurethat the learning system dollarsare spent—are
spent —in the best possiblefashion. When | see 5 per cent increases
to school jurigdictions, when | see across Canada that British
Columbia, for example, isat zero per cent for threeyears, when | see
the amount of dollars that 1’ve put into the education system, it
astounds me.

The point that | will make: can | actualy, scientifically sit down
and say that thisisthe adequate number, that thisisthe scientifically
proven number that should goin? | can’t, and | don’t think anyone
in budgeting can. | don’t think that number has ever been arrived at.
Evenif therewereanumber that was arrived at, | would have severe
difficulty in agreeing with it, because I’m afirm believer that you
have to individualize school programs, that the individual has
different resources that are needed for each one.

Mr. Chair, the question is agood question, but the reality of itis
that it's simple to say: look for the adequacy. What is the magic
number? Inreality, it' salmost impossibl eto comeup with themagic
number.

The Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Mill Woods.

Dr. Massey: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Well, just to pursueit a
little further, Mr. Minister, in a number of American states the
literature isfilled with adequacy. There have been three or four, at
least, different schemes of trying to arrive a adequacy. You know,
they’ve used expet panels going in and saying: here are the
programs that the government wants delivered; if you have an
average elementary school, thisis what you might expect. Others
have gone to very successful school districts and sad: what kind of
resources did they put in to achieve those kinds of results? They've
redly, | think, focused on the outcomes and said: this is what we
want.

5:00

If youlook & Wyoming, for instance, oneof their outcomesisthat
every graduate of the high school system will be eligible for a
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postsecondary program. It may just mean, you know, a program at
some sort of askills college; it could be a vocational program; it
could be a university program. But when they leave those school
digtricts, they must be eligible for further education. So they've
approached it that way.

If you look at places like Maryland, they’ ve gone to 28 measures
of what they want those youngsters to be able to do when they leave
school. So the adequacy has gone sort of backwards. They've
started at what we want youngsters to be able to do, what the
graduateswill look like, and then what kind of programs do we need
in place to make that happen, and then what will it cost us.

Anditishard. | mean, | agreewith the minister: there’s no easy
answer. | don’t pretend to be any expert in educational finance, but
| suspect that the impetus was court action, that parents went to the
courtsin a number of states, 20 at least, and said, “My youngster is
not being provided an adequate program,” and that’s opened up the
whole can of worms in terms of adequacy.

| think that a some point all the arguments about whether it's
enough or whether it’s not enough would be dissipated when there
is something the government could point to saying: “Look. These
arethe programswe want ddivered, thisiswhat we want youngsters
to be able to do when they leave this system, and thisis what we are
goingtofund. Y ou have aschool; you need alibrarian for every 300
youngsters; you need a counsellor for every 200.” | mean, they've
goneat itinavariety of ways, and | think that it may not benow, but
| would predict that somewhere down the road in Albertawe'll be
addressing adequacy because it does seem to be a growing move-
ment.

Dr. Oberg: Y ou guysare goingto get sick of hearing metoday. I'm
going to start losing my voice.

Mr. Chair, the point that | will add: when it comes to enough or
not enough, the angle biggest wild card in tha is salaries. Quite
simply, if wewereto say enough or not enough, what we would have
to do is we would have to be able to say: “Here iswhat the salary
increaseisthisyear. Here'swhat the sdary increaseis next year.”

I'll use specifically the 14 per cent saary settlement that we saw
asan increase to teachers' sdaries. What we did not anticipate and
we would never have anticipated even if we had an adequacy
formula that said enough or not enough — we would never have
anticipated a 14 per cent teachers' settlement. That teachers
settlement was retroactivefor ayear and ahalf, which wasthesingle
biggest expensein the education system.

The other point that the hon. member has brought up is outcomes,
and I’'m not saying that just because someone has 20 outcomes —
well, we actually have 52 outcomes, which is something that we'll
bereporting oninthe November report card back to the constituents.
We've been working on this for about three and a half years.

I do not believe that the system should be measured oninput costs.
| do not believe that the system should solely be measured on how
much you spend, and if you spend more than another system, you
have a better system. That’s absolutely not true.

However, | do believe that we need to watch outcomes, that we
need to focus on outcomes, and that’s one of the situations that
we've addressed over thelast threeand a half years. We are getting
to the end of it, and hopefully it will be out herein November. Y ou
saw part of thisoutcomeindicator in the February questionnaire that
went out to parents, teachers, and students.

The other issue, though, that | really take offence with — | don’t
take offence with thehon. member, but | take offenceto the assertion
that you can actually say tha you have an average elementary
school. You know, | have yet to go to aschool and say: okay; well,
this is an average school. Do you know what answer | get back?

“No, no, we'renot average, because we' ve got this, this, this, we've
gotthis, this, and that.” | challengethe hon. member to actudly find
an average school.

I'mafirmbeliever inindividudized lesson plans and individual -
ized education, and the average component just redlisticdly is not
there. From my department’ spoint of view | do not want to spend
a lot of time and resources to determine a number such as the
average school. To me that's just money tha’s very, very poorly

spent.

Dr. Massey: Well, you know, that’s fine, Mr. Minister, but you do
put out a per pupil grant, and I'm sure that that per pupil grant
doesn’t fit every youngster in aparticular school. | don't think you
can have it both ways. You can’t base the system on a per pupil
grant and then — you know, the experience elsewhere was that they
looked at what they would likefor anideal asabassfor digributing
money, and that’ s what you do with the per pupil grant. You useit
asthe basisfor distributing money across the provinceor at least in
part.

If | could just change because the time is running out. | have a
couple of questionsabout postsecondary education, Mr. Chairman,
if | might. One of the pleas that the students have been making is
that there be an increase in the living allowances for the student
loans program and also that the parental contribution be looked at
and the role that that playsin students getting or not getting or only
getting partia financing through the students finance program.

The other was their proposal with respect to the remission
program. |I’'m sure the minister isawareof it. “The programwould
better serve Alberta students’ — and I’'m quoting from one of their
publications—"by allowing those who have less than $5,000 in debt
per year to have a portion of their debt remitted aswdl.”

Of those three proposal's that the students have made, it seems to
me that the most urgent oneis that cog of living one. If you come
to thiscity or Calgary and try to live on those allowances, it' s really
difficult.

Dr. Oberg: Yeah, certainly. Actualy, therearetwo ways | want to
answer this. First of al, when we look at the cog-of-living adjust-
ments that are in the student loans, we attempt to look at what is
caled, | believe, the agricultural market basket or something along
those lines. It'swhat isactually used. So thereisascientific bads
toit. Weare, however —and we' re just getting the data to do this.
I’ve asked my department to start giving out student |oans, and we
will be adjusting it. 1t won’t bethis year but probably next year.

In conjunction with Economic Devdopment we have actually
looked at the cost of living and the cost of expenses in the various
communities around the province to address the issue that you just
brought up. Realidically, astudentin Brooks, Alberta, hasdifferent
basic living costs than someone in Calgary going to the Universty
of Calgary or someone in Fort McMurray. It’'s been an element of
attempting to get these numbers, getting good comparative numbers.
Wedo havethese. We rein themidst of getting those now, and that
will be brought out when it comes to the living expenses. | think
that that’sonly fair.

The interesting point that we've looked at is that there is a
significant difference. Y ou know, there can be up to a 15 to 20 per
cent differencejust in the cost of living, the cost of eating in some of
thesecommunities. Sowewill beincorporatingthat into our student
loan program, and again that will bethefirst in the country.

The other issue on the remission side and why we picked $5,000
is quite simply because often that's the federal government’'s
component of it. We're not going to remit on behalf of the federal
government. Thefederd government has no remission program.
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Quite simply, the dollars that are borrowed from the province the
majority of timesby far the mgority of the dollarsare given back to
the students. We're not going to remit dollars back to the sudent
that the federal government has given them and demanded to have
back. | encourage the federal government to go to aremisson-type
program. It has served us very well in the province and will
continue to serve uswell. Unfortunately, they haven’t doneit.

I’ll just add one other plug, Mr. Speaker, and | answered that in a
questiontoday. Prime Miniger Martin has talked about raisng the
student loan limit. 1t will bethefirst timein 10 yearsthat the student
loan limit has been raised on the federal side. We in Alberta have
been the only province in Canada that has raised it each and every
year and will continueto raiseit.

5:10

Dr. Massey: | guess it was the third question that | had about
parental contributions, if that had been addressed.

Dr. Oberg: Yes, that was one question. Parental contributionsis
somethingthat | get alot, and | get it from two different sources. |
get it from the source where parents just absolutely won't give any
money to their students, where they have said: listen; you as my
daughter or my son are completely on your own. What we' ve done
is that through the appeals committee they can apped that. If the
parents actually sign these affidavits that they bring into the appeal
committee, the mgority of the appeal committees are won on that
behalf, where the parent shows that they absolutely categorically
refuseto put in any money towardstheir child’s education. Person-
aly | think that’ sdeplorable; | think it’ shorrible. But some parents
do that, and we have taken that to appeal and the student has
overthrown that.

The other side that | get it from is those parents that are in the
$50,000 to $60,000 range with more than one child. Again, the
appeal committeelooksat each individua circumstanceif they want
to appeal. If you have spedfic students with student loansand they
want to appeal the amount, it’savery good way to do it. If the facts
are at al legitimae, the appeal committee on the student loan
program tendsto be very lenient on some of theseappeals. Sothat’'s
what | certainly would encourage.

Those are the two extremes that we get on parental contributions.
On the one | have empathy for the student, but absolutdy no
sympathy for the parent. Ontheother one | think | do have empathy
and sympathy for the parents, and we attempt to accommodate that
as best we can.

The Chair: | hesitateto interrupt hon. members and the flow back
and forth, but pursuant to Standing Order 58(5), which provides for

the Committee of Supply to rise and report no later than 5:15 on a
Tuesday, Wednesday, or Thursday afternoon, | must now put the
question after consideration of the business plan and proposed
estimates for the Department of Learning.

Agredd to:

Operating Expense and
Equipment/Inventory Purchases

Nonbudgetary Disbursements

$3,799,734,000
$142,500,000

The Chair: Shall the egimates be reported?
Hon. Members: Agreed.

The Chair: Opposed? Caried.
The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.

Mr. Zwozdesky: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. It’s been an exdting
afternoon of debate, and | would now move that the committee rise
and report the estimates of the Ministry of Learning.

[Motion carried]
[The Deputy Speaker in the chair]

Mr. Johnson: Mr. Speaker, the Committee of Supply has had under
consideration certain resolutions, reports as follows, and requeds
leave to sit again.

Resolved that asumnot exceeding the following be granted to Her
Majesty for thefiscal year endingMarch 31, 2005, for thefollowing
department.

Learning: operating expenseand equipment/inventory purchases,
$3,799,734,000; nonbudgetary disbursements, $142,500,000.

The Deputy Speaker: Does the Assembly concur in this report?
Hon. Members: Agreed.

The Deputy Speaker: Opposed? So ordered.
The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.

Mr. Zwozdesky: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. That having been said
and given the proximity to 5:30, | would move that we would cdl it
5:30 and adjourn until Monday at 1:30 p.m.

[Motion carried; at 5:15 p.m. the Assembly adjourned to Monday at
1:30 p.m]
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