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L egidative Assembly of Alberta

Title Tuesday, March 20, 2007
Date: 07/03/20
[The Speaker in the chair]

1:00 p.m.

head: Prayers

The Speaker: Good afternoon.

Let us pray. Grant that we the members of our province's
Legidature fulfill our office with honesty and integrity. May our
first concern be for the good of all our people. Let us be guided by
our deliberations this day. Amen.

Please be seated.

head:
The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Agriculture and Food.

Introduction of Visitors

Mr. Groeneveld: Thank you, Mr. Spesker. Today it is a great
pleasure to introduce to you and through you someone who is well
known to the mgjority of the members of this Assembly: Mr. Don
Tannas, now seated in the Speaker’s gallery. Don was a four-term
MLA for Highwood, the constituency | now have the honour of
representing. He served his constituents with distinction from 1989
to 2004. 1n 1993 Don became the first elected Deputy Speaker and
Chairman of Committees of the Legidature, and he served on
numerous committees and sat as chairman of various organizations
over theyears.

Prior to being elected to the Assembly, Don was employed as a
teacher and principa for the Foothills school division until 1989,
taking aleave of absence from 1969 to 1971 to work with CIDA as
ateacher trainer in Uganda. To thisday Don hasagreat empathy for
Africaand has visited severa times during the intervening years.

Now that he is retired, he serves as executive director of the
Western Communities Foundation. Also, Doniswell known for his
charitablework, particularly withthe High River Rotary Club, which
he continues to pursue. Mr. Speaker, I'm also very pleased to tell
youthat Don isavery active member of the Highwood Constituency
Association and keeps us right in line. I’'m delighted to see Don
back inthe House, and | now ask that herise so that al the members
may accord him awarm welcome.

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

Rev. Abbott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Itisapleasureto risetoday
and introduce to you and through you to this Assembly an honoured
guest seated in your gallery. Julius Y ankowsky is also no stranger
tothisAssembly. Heserved asthe MLA for the Edmonton-Beverly-
Clareview constituency for three terms, from 1993 to 2004. Mr.
Yankowsky is presently enjoying his retirement and, of course, is
keeping an active volunteering schedule. We're glad to have him
join ustoday, and | would ask him to rise and receive the traditional
warm welcome of the Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Environment.

Mr. Renner: Well, thank you very much, Mr. Spesaker. It's my
pleasure today to introduce to you and through you to al members
of the Legidature a colleague of mine from the Northwest Territo-
ries. | would like to take this opportunity to welcome the Hon.
Michael McLeod, who isthe Minister of Environment and Natural
Resources. Asyou may or may not know, ministers in the North-
west Territoriesare multitalented. Mr. McLeod isalso the Minister
of Municipa and Community Affairs, and our rel ationship goesback

to the days when we were colleagues in municipal affairs as well.
Accompanying Mr. McLeod is his executive assistant, Mr. Doug
Pon. | would ask both gentlemen to rise and receive the traditional
warm welcome of the House.

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

Mr. Goudreau: Merci, M. le Président. Aujourd’hui j'a le
privilége de présenter en votre nom, a vous et a |’ Assemblée, des
invités spéciaux venant de la communauté francophone. |Ils sont
assis dans votre galerie et sont ici pour souligner la Journée
internationale de la francophonie ainsi que les Rendez-vous de la
francophonie, une célébration nationale annuelle de I’ histoire et de
laculture frangaise.

Je suis heureux de vous présenter en premier lieu les membres
exécutifs de I’Association canadienne-francaise de I'Alberta.
L’ association, connue sous |I’acronyme ACFA, a son secrétariat
provincial a Edmonton et chapeaute plusieurs autres organi sations;
donc, 14 bureaux régionaux ou cercleslocaux atraverslaprovince.

Présents parmi nous aujourd’ hui sont M. Jean Johnson, président
de I'ACFA, et M. Joél Lavoie, directeur général. Jaimerais
également vous présenter M. Rhéal Poirier, directeur général de
Francophonie jeunesse del’ Alberta, et M. Denis Perreaux, membre
exécutif du comité local organisateur des Jeux de la francophonie
canadienne, qui auront lieu aEdmonton en 2008. Lesaccompagnant
pour cette journée spéciale a la Légisature est M. Denis Tardif,
directeur général du Secrétariat francophone.

Jeleur demanderais de se lever et étre reconnus par I’ Assembl ée.
Je vous invite & vous joindre & moi pour leur souhaiter une
bienvenue chaleureuse.

Merci, M. le Président.

[Trandation] Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Today | have the
privilege of introducing to you and through you to members of this
Assembly anumber of guestsfrom the francophone community who
are hereto commemorate the International Day of the Francophonie
aswell asL es Rendez-vous delafrancophonie, anational two-week
celebration of French culture and history. They are seated in the
Speaker’s gallery.

| am pleased to introduce executive members of the French
Canadian Association of Alberta. The association, commonly
known as the ACFA, is the provinciad umbrella organization
representing all francophones, with a provincia secretariat in
Edmonton and 14 regional or affiliate chapters across the province.

Here today are the president, Mr. Jean Johnson; the executive
director, Mr. Joél Lavoie; Mr. Rhéal Poirier, executive director of
the Francophone Youth Association of Alberta; and Mr. Denis
Perreaux, executive member of the local organizing committee for
the National Youth Francophone Games, that will be held in
Edmonton in 2008. Joining them on this specia day at the Legida
ture is the executive director of the Francophone Secretariat, Mr.
Denis Tardif.

| would ask them to stand to receive the usual warm welcome of
this Assembly.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. [As submitted)]

head: Introduction of Guests

Mr. Liepert: Mr. Speaker, it's my pleasure today to introduce to
you and through you to members of this Assembly five very talented
young Albertastudents. But beforel do, | would just liketo provide
abit of background.

Since assuming this portfolio, I’ ve visited anumber of schoolsin
the province, and without exception at every school | goto, I'vejust
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been incredibly impressed with the artwork of our students. So
beginning today, some of that work is going to be displayed in my
officein the Legislature, and it's my hope that soon the walls of my
office will be covered with Alberta student artwork and that it then
spreadsout into the hallway and maybe down even into your offices,
Mr. Speaker. | encourage every hon. member to come by our office
and enjoy this great artwork.

Today with the Premier we had the pleasure of unveiling the first
five pieces of student artwork, including a sketch by one of our
grade 6 students of the next hockey superstar, Sidney Crosby, which
happens to be hanging in my office over the fireplace. Today |
would like to ask the Alberta student artists seated in the gallery to
stand as | recognize them. We have Ashley Lougheed from Louis
St. Laurent school, Christian Comeau from St. Boniface school,
Cassiel Pedro and Joshua Dipnarine from VirginiaPark school, and
Victoria Barnay from Edmonton Christian school. They are all
accompanied by their very, very proud parents, their art teachers,
principals, and other family members. | would ask if they would all
stand and be recognized and warmly received by this Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Agriculture and Food.

Mr. Groeneveld: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. How do | beat an
introduction by the Ed. minister? But | think | can do it.

Mr. Speaker, it ismy pleasuretointroduceto you and through you
to the members of the Assembly guests from grade 6 of the Heritage
Heights school in my Highwood constituency. Thisisanew school,
just opened this last fall, and aweek from Friday the hon. Minister
of Education and myself aregoingto officially open thisschool, and
a beautiful schooal it is. Let no onein the world say that we don’t
have some new schools because we do, and this one's a great one.

Mr. Speaker, the total number of students, | believe, that we have
with us today is 39. They did have an enduring trip coming up; |
think they got some roads that weren't great. | would like to
introduce their teachers Mrs. Alison Rattai, Mrs. Ada Mclvor, Mr.
Bill Cunningham, and parents Mrs. Roxanne Gibbard, Mrs. Cindy
Mooney, Mr. Leonard Johnson, Mrs. Debbie Hagel, Mrs. Kristyn
Hall, and Mrs. Toni Bouvier, who just happens to be my niece and
whom I'm very proud of. She has her daughter Brooklyn with her
inthat group today. | would please ask themto stand and receivethe
warm welcome of this Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Children’s Services.
1:10

Ms Tarchuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It is my pleasure today to
rise and introduce to you and through you to al members of the
Assembly two representatives of the Alberta College of Socia
Workers. As | mentioned yesterday, March 18 to 24 is Nationa
Social Work Week.

The Alberta College of Socia Workers does an outstanding job
representing the social work professionin Alberta. It advocates for
policies, programs, and services that serve the best public interest.
Through its membership activities the college establishes and
maintains standards that promote skilled and ethical social work
practice. 1'd like to ask Lori Sigurdson, professional affairs co-
ordinator, and Rod Adachi, executive director and registrar of the
Alberta College of Social Workers, to rise and accept the traditional
warm welcome of the Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Little Bow.

Mr. McFarland: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’'sapleasure today to
introduce to you and members of the Assembly a couple of guests

that we' ve got up herefrom Champion, Alberta. Dick and |zzy Ellis
have been lifelong residents of the village. They're very involved
with the community, and Dick is heading up the Vulcan waste
management authority. He'scome up with awonderful ideaon how
to dispose of all the waste that we have throughout the counties, and
| hope he's had successful meetings with a couple of the ministers
in attending the AAMD and C. | aso know that they’re looking
forward to a tour that your staff will have for them to see this
magnificent historic building. Dick and 1zzy, would you pleaserise
and receive the warm welcome of the Assembly.

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

Mr. VanderBurg: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I'm pleased to
introduce to you and through you to the members of this Assembly
threeindividuals from the Seniors Advisory Council for Alberta, of
which I’m very proud to serve as chair. Seated in the members

gallery today: Mrs. Jean Dreger and Mrs. Diane Caleffi, both of
Calgary, both well known to the Calgary caucus members. Both are
volunteerswho servetirelessly on thiscouncil ensuring that Alberta
seniors have an advocate and aplaceto turn for advice. Seated with
themisDianneLaird, the manager for the Seniors Advisory Council,,
my right arm and a very dedicated individual with the Seniors
Advisory Council, and I'll tell you that she' svery, very sharp. | am
proud to work with them as their chair, and I'd like to ask them to
please rise and receive the traditiona warm welcome of this
Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Strathcona.

Mr. Lougheed: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. |I’m pleased to introduce
to you and through you to the members assembl ed the authors of the
book French Canadians in the Palitical Life of the Province of
Alberta, 1891-2005. Seatedinthegallery areDr. Ernest Mardon, his
son Dr. Austin Mardon, and they’ re accompanied by friend Arthur
Lau. | would mention also that Austinisamember of the Premier’'s
Council on the Status of Persons with Disabilities. They're seated
inthemembers' galery. I'd ask them to please rise and receive the
traditional warm welcome of the Assembly.

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

Mr. R. Miller: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. | am so very,
very proud this afternoon to be able to introduce to you and through
you to all members of this Assembly an absolutely amazing group
of young people. | have with me today a grade 5 class from
Keheewin elementary school in the south part of Edmonton-
Rutherford. These students on their own initiative undertook an
exercise to write me with their concerns about global warming and
climate change. Asaresult of those heartfelt | etters, our Leader of
the Official Opposition included comments from their lettersin his
alternate throne speech, and they were here today to share some of
their ideas in terms of addressing the issues of global warming and
climate change.

I’dliketo ask al 23 studentstorise. They are accompanied today
by a number of adultss Ms Lorraine Boggs, the principal of
Keheewin school, which incidentally iscelebrating its 25th anniver-
sary this year; their grade 5 teacher, Ms Cindy Pang; and teacher
helpers Joy Procinsky, Debbie Aindley, Ledlie Clarke, Jeanette
McDonald, and Carol Wilson. | would ask them to all pleaserise
and receive the traditional warm welcome of the Assembly.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for St. Albert.
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Mr. Flaherty: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I'd liketo introduceto you
and through you members of the school of Neil M. Ross, 51
students, two teachers, and five helpers. Mr. Brett Arlinghaus,
teacher; Mrs. Cathy Bagdan, teacher; parents Mrs. Cathy Traynor,
Mr. Tony Gannon, Mrs. Dianne Hajek, Mr. Ed Karl, and Mr. Daryl
Wright. Would they please rise and receive and receive the warm
welcome of the Assembly.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

Mr. Mason: Thanks very much, Mr. Speaker. |I'm delighted to
introduce to you and through you to this Assembly Dawn Freeman
and Karen Mykietka. Dawn and Karen both reside in my riding of
Edmonton-Highlands-Norwood. They serve as the editor and
managing editor of the Rat Creek Press, both since 2004. The Rat
Creek Press is a community newspaper that serves north-central
Edmonton, including much of Edmonton-Highlands-Norwood.
Their god is to highlight community news, activities, and recre-
ational opportunities as well as loca residents and businesses to
support the growth of astrong, vibrant, well-connected community.

I would like to thank Dawn and Karen for theimportant contribu-
tion the Rat Creek Pressis making in our community, and | would
now ask that they rise and receive the warm traditiona welcome of
this Assembly.

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

Dr. Pannu: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It's my pleasure
today to introduce to you and through you to the members of this
House members of the Council of Alberta University Students, or
CAUS. These guests met with the NDP caucus this morning and
briefed us on the state of postsecondary education in Alberta today.
They provided us with valuable recommendations, and in our
opinion these merit the most serious consideration of the members
of this Assembly.

I would now ask each of my gueststoriseas| call their namesand
ask my hon. colleagues to hold their applause until each has been
introduced. David Cournoyer, chair of CAUS and VP externa of
the University of Alberta Students Union; Samantha Power,
president of the University of Alberta Students Union; Emily
Wyatt, president of the University of Calgary Students' Union; Julie
Labonté, vice-president externa, University of Calgary Students
Union; Joanne Luu, vice-president administration, University of
Lethbridge Students’ Union; Duncan Wojtaszek, executive director
of CAUS. | would now ask that they receive the warm welcome of
this Assembly.

head:

The Speaker: Hon. members, before | call upon the first of six to
participate, 18 years ago today, on March 20, 1989, the citizens of
the province of Albertawent to the polls. There are three members
in this Assembly who were elected for the first time 18 years ago.
So et uscongratul atethe hon. Member for Athabasca-Redwater, the
hon. Member for Lesser Slave Lake, and the hon. Member for
Rocky Mountain House on their 18th anniversary asMembersof the
Legislative Assembly of Alberta

Let us also wish happy birthday today to the hon. Member for
Edmonton-McClung.

Members Statements

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Bonnyville-Cold Lake.

L es Rendez-vous de la Francophonie

Mr. Ducharme: Merci, M. le Président. Aujourd’ hui, al’ occasion
delaJournéeinternational e delafrancophonie, ¢’est un plaisir pour
moi de présenter a la Chambre une explication d'un événement
canadien qui s appelle les Rendez-vous de la francophonie. Neuf
millionsdefrancophonesserassemblent alagrandeur du Canadasur
unebase annuelle pour célébrer lesRendez-vousdelafrancophonie.
Cette année les Rendez-vous ont lieu du 9 au 25 mars. Durant cette
période de temps on célebre les communautés francophones afin de
promouvoir la langue et la culture frangaise tant par ses activités
socidles et ses célébrations que par sa dimension humaine et
communautaire.

Les Rendez-vous contribuent a renforcer les liens entre les
anglophones et les francophones du Canada et favorisent un plus
grand respect entre ces deux communautés de langues officielles.
De plus en plus nos municipalités abertaines se joignent aux
Rendez-vous en tenant des cérémonies pour reconnaitre leur
communauté francophone. Parmi ces municipalités cette année on
compte Red Deer, Lethbridge, Edmonton, GrandePrairie, Riviérede
laPaix, Falher, et Fort McMurray. Félicitationsaces municipalités.

Vibrantecommeellel’ est, lacommunauté francophone cél ébresa
langue et sa culture tout au cours de I’année par I’ entremise de
festivals de la chanson, festivals de film, carnavals d hiver, et j’en
passe. Jaimerais profiter de I’occasion pour inviter tous mes
colléguesaconnaitrelacommunauté francophoneen participant aux
événements qui ont lieu dans leur circonscription pendant I’ année.

Merci, M. le Président.

[Trandation] Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Today on the occasion of
the International Day of the Francophonie it is my pleasure to
provide the Assembly with information on a wonderful Canadian
event called Les Rendez-vous de la francophonie. Nine million
francophones get together for the annual Rendez-vous de la
francophonie, which runs this year from March 9 to March 25.
During that period of time attention is focused on francophone
communities, with the idea of promoting French language and
culture as much through community and human rel ations asthrough
socia activities and celebrations.

LesRendez-vous contributeto thereinforcement of links between
francophones and anglophones in Canada by fostering greater
respect between the two official language communities. More and
more of our municipalities are joining in Les Rendez-vous by
hol ding ceremoni esto recognizetheir francophone communities; for
example, in Red Deer, Lethbridge, Edmonton, GrandePrairie, Peace
River, Falher, Fort McMurray. Congratulationsto all of them.

Vibrant as they are, francophone communities celebrate their
language and culture throughout the year through music and film
festivals, winter carnivals, and other celebrations. | would like to
take this opportunity to invite all my colleagues to get to know the
francophone community and to take in some of these eventsin their
own ridings throughout the year.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. [As submitted)]

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

1:20 Cremona Cribbage Champions

Mr. Marz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | rise today to recognize and
congratul ate the Cremona Legion cribbage team of Diane Davies,
Jack Borton, and Bill and Donna Kidd, who have recently won the
Alberta-Northwest Territories provincia championship for team
cribbage. To achieve thisfeat, they first had to win tournamentsin
Cremona, Carstairs, and Cochrane. They will soon be on their way
to Halifax, Nova Scatia, where they will compete for the national
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championship from April 27 to April 30. | understand that some of
them are watching today, and | know this Assembly will join mein
cheering them on and wishing them all the very best of luck asthey
compete for this national championship.

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

Trojans GirlsWrestling Team
Gastroparesis

Mr. Chase: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Wrestling for recognition.
Today I'd like to speak about two types of wrestling events. While
both forms of wrestling matches are fought by individuals, the
support they receivein their strugglesisdramatically different. The
first type of wrestling is the more traditiona form of Olympic
wrestling, which | had the pleasure of coaching for over 20 years.
Therefore, | was extremely pleased to hear of the recent successes of
15 members of the William Aberhart high school Trojans girls
wrestling team from the Calgary-Varsity constituency, which |
represent. Thirteen of the 15-member team qualified to wrestle at
the provincials. The girls achievements are the result of their
personal commitment and the support of their dedicated coaches,
team, schoolmates, and families.

In contrast, across this province thousands of Albertans are
engaged in adifferent type of wrestling match. These Albertansare
grappling individualy with the limited resource support of their
second mortgaged families against the debilitating effects of
gastroparesis.  While gastroparesis, a motility disorder which
prevents an individual from properly digesting their food and
therefore being constantly on the edge of vomiting, has yet to be
cured, it can be managed.

Calgary-Varsity teenage constituents Thomas and Jennifer Keith-
Ferris, aged 15 and 17 respectively, along with 23-year-old Krysta
Livingstone, aMedicine Hat resident, have had their quality of life
returned to them through the implanting of a GES device, a gastric
electrical stimulation device, which hasbeen approved federally but
not provincially. Because no medical facility exists in Alberta and
since the Alberta government does not cover the costs of either the
travel or the treatment of this disorder, many families cannot afford
the life-restoring implant costs. Once again I’ m calling upon this
government to restore and increase funding for motility research, to
stand in the corner of the thousands of Albertanswrestling unneces-
sarily with the debilitating effects of gastroparesis. Please support
the efforts of Dr. Christopher N. Andrews, a gastroneurologist
specializing in gastrointestina motility disorders, based out of the
Foothills hospital and associated with the University of Calgary.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Cagary-Fort.

Calgary M aple Sugar Festival

Mr. Cao: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. Last weekend therewasa
very sweet event in Calgary, the annual Maple Sugar Festival, le
Festival dusucred’ érable, cel ebrating theunique Canadian tradition.
Duringtheeraof theaboriginal peoplein eastern Canadathey would
make an incision in the trunk of a maple tree with atomahawk, and
a piece of wood was then inserted, serving as a spout to gather the
sweetness of nature. When the people from France learned of this
tradition, the tap holewas made with asmall axe, and awooden reed
wasinstalled, allowing maple syrup to gather in awooden container.
Around 1885 the wood reed was replaced by ameta one, and from
then on the tap hole was made with the help of a steel gauge.
Around 1890 the wooden pails suspended to the tree by anail made
their appearance to gather every drop of the sweetness. So that’ sthe
history part.

This Maple Sugar Festival is now part of Canadian culture. I'm
very pleased that the celebration of this original eastern Canadian
tradition is now in modern times in Alberta, in the far west of
Canada. Indeed, it's now from sea to sea, a mari usque ad mare.
The sweet event in Calgary was offered in an array of lively
festivities in an atmosphere of family joie de vivre.

| want to commend the event volunteers, performers, and
organizers, mainly from francophone groups.

Jaimerais remercier les volontaires, les artistes, et les organisa-
tions qui montent annuellement cet excellent Festival du sucre
d’ érable, apprécié par les gens de tout &ge.

| want to recommend that everybody should attend thisfestival in
Alberta each year. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

Continuing Care Accommodations

Dr. Pannu: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The recent controversy
surrounding the Holy Cross long-term care centre in Calgary is a
deeply troubling exampl e of the government’ slong-standing refusal
to deal with substandard care, that is too often provided to our
seniors and Albertans with disabilities in this province. Indeed, it
showsthedevastating impact of creeping privatizationin continuing
care. Albertans know that the profit motive in long-term care leads
to exactly the sameresults asit doesin any other kind of health care
service: higher costs and lower quality. Private operators have a
vested interest in keeping down the cost of labour and servicesin
order to maximize profits on their shareholders' behalf.

Perhaps the most pernicious way that the profit motive is being
implemented in seniors care is the conversion of long-term care
facilities to assisted-living centres. Thisis a growing and serious
problemfor many Albertafamilies. Not only are the expectations of
care lower in assisted-living centres, but residents can receive
essential care services only if they can pay for them out of pocket.
All too often families are forced to pay thousands of dollars per
month to maintain respect and quality of life for their aging parents
or disabled loved ones. A system-wide shortage of continuing care
spaces meansthat peoplewho should beinlong-term careareforced
to wait and pay in assisted-living facilities. Meanwhile, long-term
care facilities in Grande Prairie, Jasper, and other communities are
expected to be closed and replaced by assisted-living lodges, where
the same residents will simply have to pay more.

Theminister of health should put an immediate halt to any further
conversion of long-term carefacilitiesto private, for-profit assisted-
living centres. The NDP opposition will continue to push this
government to take real action to ensure that Albertans have access
to safe, affordable, high-quality continuing care. Guaranteed
delivery of safe and high-quality care for our seniors and othersin
need requires immediate action to improve standards, properly
monitor facilities, and end creeping long-term private care.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

head: Presenting Petitions
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Calder.

Mr. Eggen: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | would like to table a
petition, the first of many, with 88 signatures on it. This petition
urgesthe government of Albertato “ prevent the development of the
Sherritt Dodds-Roundhill coal gasification project until the ex-
pressed consent of the families.. . . in the affected and surrounding
areas is obtained” and, furthermore, urges the Alberta government
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to “develop a comprehensive energy plan that uses our abundant
energy resources to develop a green and sustainable future.”
Thank you.

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

Mr. Elsalhy: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Today again | amrising to

table a petition, signed by 80 residents in Edmonton, which reads:
We, the undersigned residents of Edmonton, hereby petition the
Legislative Assembly to urge the Government of Alberta to
complete, as soon as possible, the overpasses and interchanges at the
locations where the Anthony Henday Drive (Edmonton Ring Road)

intersects Lessard Road, Callingwood Road . . . and Cameron
Heights Drive.
Thank you.
head: Introduction of Bills

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Finance.

Bill 22
Alberta Investment M anagement Cor poration Act

Dr. Oberg: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. | request leave to
introduce Bill 22, the Alberta | nvestment M anagement Corporation
Act. This being a money bill, His Honour the Honourable the
Lieutenant Governor, having been informed of the contents of this
bill, recommends the same to the Assembly.

Mr. Speaker, this bill alows for the separation of Alberta
Investment Management from the Department of Finance into a
stand-alone provincial Crown corporation. The legislation also
balances operational independence with the highest standards of
accountability and transparency.

[Motion carried; Bill 22 read afirst time]

head: 1:30 Oral Question Period

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

Municipal Waste-water Infrastructure Assistance

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Y esterday the Premier chal-
lenged me to provide evidence that this government has committed
millions of dollars to the water transfer from the Red Deer River to
the project at Balzac, so | will. If the Premier checks page 18 of the
supplementary supply estimates from just last August, he'll find a
linethat commits$4.8 million “to support aproject in the Municipal
District of Rockyview that includes a horseracing track and an
equine centre.” This matter has been extensively debated in this
Assembly and approved by a vote of this government over the
objections of the opposition. To the Premier: will the Premier now
admit that thisgovernment hasapproved millionsin spending onthis
project?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, the hon. leader kept talking about a
secret deal. | said: present the evidence of a secret deal. The
supplementary estimates were of course debated here in the House,
and it’sno secret. It'samatter of therecord, and hefinally found it.

The Speaker: The hon. leader.

Dr. Taft: All right. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. [someapplause] Prop
him up, guys; prop him up.

To the Minister of Agriculture and Food: since this money is
under the jurisdiction of his department, how much, if any, of this
money does the department plan to spend?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Groeneveld: Well, thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Yes.
As the Premier said, I’ve been waiting for this question for quite
sometime. Hejust hasn’t quite got down to meyet. This came out
of aprogram that’s designed for municipalities, and we' ve had this
program for closeto nineyearsnow. It's designed to assist munici-
palities with costs for water and waste-water infrastructure. It’sfor
new projects that benefit our economy and grow our agriculture
processing industry. Only municipalities are eligible for this
funding.

The Speaker: The hon. |leader.

Dr. Taft: Well, thank you. So let’s focusin, then, on the specifics
of the deal concerning the Balzac water transfer. Again to the
Minister of Agriculture and Food. | will assume that there's more
than just a verbal arrangement between the government and Rocky
View on this one. Can the minister tell this Assembly and all
Albertans: what are the terms of the deal under which this money
will be spent?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Groeneveld: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. There are no
specific terms of the deal. Thisisaprogram that we've had around
for nineyears, asl’vesaid. They qualified for the program, so when
they get their proper approvals, the money will be forwarded to
them. At this particular time the money hasn’t been forwarded to
them because al the systems are not a go yet.

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

Racing Entertainment Centre Project

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. A freedom of information
request to the Department of Infrastructure and Transportation has
informed us that there are 1,800 pages of documents relating to the
Balzac water transfer in this department’ sfiles— 1,800 pagesin one
department. None of those have been made available to us at this
point, but they indicate that a lot of work has been undertaken by
thisgovernment on thiswater transfer. To the Minister of Infrastruc-
ture and Transportation: given the intense public interest in this
issue, will the minister make the 1,800 pages of the documents
public, or does he intend for them to remain secret?

Mr. Quéllette: Mr. Speaker, | don’t know anything about the 1,800
pages. | do know that there have been some applications for water
that my predecessor had actually rejected and said that they didn’t
meet the criteria

| don't know exactly why the person that runs FOIP in the
department wouldn’t — if there is some reason that we cannot give
the information out because it implicates athird party that wantsto
say, “We don't want that information out there,” that's up to
whatever therulesarein FOIP on whether or not they give out those.

The Speaker: The hon. leader.
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Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | suggest that the minister does
his homework alittle more extensively. Thank you.

A simple, straightforward question to the minister: exactly what
has been done by the Department of Infrastructure and Transporta-
tion on the water transfer to Balzac?

Mr. Ouellette: Mr. Speaker, as| stated yesterday, asfar as| know,
there have been no deals done. | know that we had an application
from the MD of Rocky View. It didn't meet the criterig, and it was
turned down. Other stuff that was done, | will tell you—1 shouldn’t
say that; | do know of another thing that happened. Ivanhoe
Cambridge has been working with our department on whether or not
they can have access into the property. Our department is doing
their due diligence and making sure that all safety is adhered to.
They're talking about interchanges and things like that, and the
experts in our department have to do their due diligence and see
whether or not it can be done.

The Speaker: The hon. leader.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. This time to the Minister of
Environment. Pleasejust answer thequestion. Giventheminister's
detailed knowledge of and support for the project at Balzac, did this
government review the memorandum of agreement between theMD
of Rocky View and the devel opers before it was signed?

Mr. Renner: Mr. Speaker, as | have indicated many times before,
theresponsibility for reviewing theinformation isborne by officials
within my department. | expect my officialsto review all relevant
information before they come up with a final recommendation,
which has not taken place at this point.

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

Environmental Policy

Dr. Swann: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It'sagreat pleasure today to
ask some questions that were inspired by the grade 5 class of
Keheewin school in Edmonton-Rutherford. They're here in the
members' gallery. In a series of letters expressing their concern
about theenvironment, theemotionsand concern and conviction that
was displayed by these letters remind us through these children of
the reason why we must work together to put the environment first.
To the Minister of Environment on behaf of Lindsay from
Keheewin school concerned about waste: when will we see a
provincial blue box program to promote recycling?

Mr. Renner: Well, Mr. Speaker, it's a good question. The issue
comesdown to therol ethat government playsin encouraging people
to takeissuesregarding recycling seriously. At thispointintimethe
government continues to support municipalities in both financial
form and from an expertise perspective in encouraging further
development of recycling programs. A province-wide program,
frankly, | think is not that practical because it needs to be co-
ordinated at the local level by municipalities.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Dr. Swann: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Emma and other students
expressed great concern about deforestation, especialy in our
northern forests, saying, | quote: without treeswe can’t breathe, and
without trees all the carbon dioxide will stay intheair; clear-cutting

causes more water pollution and higher costs for water treatment.
To the Minister of Sustainable Resource Development: can the
minister tell usif hewill stop clear-cutting practices in Alberta?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Renner: Thanks, Mr. Speaker. I'll take that question on behalf
of the Minister of Sustainable Resource Development. There are
very clear plansin place in the province of Albertawith respect to
forestry to ensure that we do not compromise in any way the
watershed system that is so dependent upon our forests. | can assure
the hon. member and the student who asked the question that issues
related to water and the watershed are paramount in decisions
regarding forest management.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Dr. Swann: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Another issue discussed by
the students today with our membersisthat we need to stop burning
so much coal and fossil fuels and encourage more solar, wind, and
other renewable energies. To the Minister of Energy: can the
minister tell uswhy we do not givethe sameincentivesto renewable
energy that we give to the fossil fuel industry?

Mr.Knight: Mr. Speaker, thefact of the matter isthat therearevery
good incentives in the province of Alberta for all energy projects,
including renewable and, we're hoping, adternate energy. We
continuetowork. Aspart of the mandatethat I’ vereceived fromthe
Premier of the province of Alberta, we will develop an integrated
energy strategy, and theintegrated energy strategy includesall of the
above. Fossil fuels are a base for Alberta. On top of that we will
have very aggressivewind power; wewill have hydropower; wewill
have green power with biomass: all forms of energy.

1:40
The Speaker: The hon. leader of the third party.

Employment of Children

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Yesterday the
Premier confirmed that the Conservative government was asleep at
thewheel with respect to major policy changesthat would have seen
12-year-oldsworkingin Alberta’ sbars. Flash back to 2005, and you
will recall that this Conservative government approved major policy
changes that alowed for children to work in restaurants without
permits, and this change was made without debate in this House and
without public consultation. My question isto the Premier. Why
did the government turn back the clock to the 19th century with
respect to child labour laws and allow children to work in restau-
rants?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, | don’t know what the hon. leader is
trying to get to, but yesterday | wasvery specific, | think, spoke very
plainly, that after the minister responsible, the Solicitor General, and
myself heard of the planned policy change, we put an end not only
to 12-, 13-, 14-year-oldsworking in bars but all minors. So for the
matter of the record, all minors: no working in bars and loungesin
the province of Alberta.

Mr. Mason: Mr. Speaker, the Premier seems to believe that any
boneheaded policy decision by thisgovernment isokay aslongashe
reverses himself once he gets caught. The members opposite ought
to put down their copies of Adam Smith and try picking up Charles
Dickens. The number of children working in restaurants in this
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province is now in the hundreds. Will the Premier now admit that
hispolicy of allowing child labour isreckless and cannot be morally
justified? Will he end child labour in this province?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, first of dl, talking about the govern-
ment decision: this was not agovernment decision. It was made by
the Alberta Gaming and Liquor Commission. There are a number
of steps that this policy would have to work through, especialy
through the Minister of Employment, Immigration and Industry. So
it's not something that would have happened overnight; there were
checks and balancesin place.

With respect to young people working in restaurants, sooner or
later inthis province, Mr. Speaker, younger people haveto learn the
value of hard work, work for their parents or maybe their relatives
in a safe environment under good supervision. There is nothing
wrong about people learning the ethics of work.

Mr. Mason: Mr. Spesker, the checks and balances in this province
are the Alberta Federation of Labour and the Alberta NDP.
[interjections] Well, how else did this get reversed but that we
caught thegovernment at it? Will the Premier admit that kids should
be working on their homework, going to school, playing hockey,
playing sports, and not working in restaurant kitchens? Will heend
child labour?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, we will do whatever we can to ensure
that that party stays as the check and balance in this province
forever. Thank you so much.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Fort, followed by the
hon. Member for Calgary-Currie.

Career Transition for Military Personnel

Mr. Cao: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. Our military services are
vital to the existence and security of our nation. We enjoy our home
life while our armed forces defend our way of life and system of
government. Some of my constituents have served in our Canadian
armed forces as tradespersons and truck drivers. They voice to me
that their qualifications in the military were not recognized and
certainly not easily transferred into the same civilian occupation.
My question today is to the hon. Minister of Advanced Education
and Technology. What policy or specific program does our
government have to help our former military personnel in their
career transition?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Horner: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. The men and women
who serve our country are strong leaders with remarkable skills.
Obviously, we want to incorporate them into the regular working
areas of our economy as quickly as we can because of those skills.
It's important for Albertans' postsecondary credentials to be
recognized globally, and it's equally important for our province to
recognize credentials that are earned outside of our postsecondary
system. | am pleased to say that Alberta is working with the
Department of National Defence, the Canadian federa National
Defence department, through the Canadian Council of Directors of
Apprenticeship to recognize military trade credentials. To date the
board has recognized the certificate of military achievement,
qualification level 5, and will continue to do so.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Cao: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. My constituents, who were
truck drivers in the military, told me that they have a hard time
getting civilian truck driver licensing, so my only supplementary
questiontoday isto thehon. Minister of Infrastructure and Transpor-
tation. Through what policies and programs does the government
help military truck driversin their transition to the civilian occupa
tion?

Mr. Ouellette: Well, Mr. Speaker, we are aware that a constituent
in my colleague's riding has raised concerns about retraining. In
response my department has committed to conduct afurther review
to determine whether Alberta should consider equivalency arrange-
ments. Alberta does operate like other provincial and territorial
jurisdictions within Canada by not accepting military driving
credentials without retesting.

The Speaker: Thehon. Member for Calgary-Currie, followed by the
hon. Member for Red Deer-North.

Holy Cross Care Centre

Mr. Taylor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Under the Canada/Alberta
affordable housing program in October 2004 and January 2005 the
ownersof Holy Cross Manor in Calgary were granted over 3million
provincial tax dollars to build a total of 230 units of affordable
housing. Enterprise Universal Incorporated hasn’t been paid out the
full amount yet, and thank goodness for that because not only have
they not produced a single unit ready for occupancy; they haven't
even made a substantial beginning on the second project. Therules
say that the deadlinefor compl eting these proj ectsis 24 monthsfrom
thetimethe money isgranted. To the Minister of Municipal Affairs
and Housing, who clearly didn’t see this mess coming: why isn’t the
minister on top of this?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Danyluk: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. | do want to say
that the ministry ison top, and we have continuing consul tation with
developers on their progress. We also have communications with
those developers to seeif there are any difficulties. At the present
time that is what’s been done.

Mr. Taylor: Mr. Speaker, theminister wasn’t minding the store, and
he wasn't staying on top of things, or else we wouldn’t have gone
two months beyond the compl etion deadline without the work even
commencing. Or could the minister prove me wrong, perhaps, by
sharing with this House, in the interests of transparency, the details
of how this tight, ongoing process of dialogue works to produce
results? | don't see any.

Mr. Danyluk: Mr. Speaker, the Grey Nuns building project: part of
it hasbeen and isbehind schedule. But | do want to say that the $3.2
million that was committed, the 1950s building project for 100
seniors' units, is near completion. The second phase, or the second
part of the application, which involves $4.5 million: there has been
no indication from the devel oper of him pulling out of the project,
but | will say that we are having continuing dialogue with that
developer.

Mr. Taylor: Mr. Spesker, Albertansdon’t need excuses. Albertans
need affordable homes. Everybody needs a home. Enterprise
Universal now saysthat it does need more time and more money, or
elseit will pull the plug on the second project, 130 units of afford-
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able housing for families and seniors, and give back the million and
change the province has already advanced it. Doesn’t the minister
think it’ s about time to take them up on their offer, or ishe planning
to shovel even more tax dollars into this money pit?

Mr. Danyluk: Mr. Speaker, the project that was applied for was a
good project. There are criteria for those projects, and the criteria
were adhered to by this developer.

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

Child Care Funding

Mrs. Jablonski: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The most important
concern for many young familiesisthe care of their children. Many
working parents depend on the provincial government to help
provide high-quality, affordable, and accessible child care. Alberta
families have been struggling to find and pay for daycare spaces and
after school care. My question is to the Minister of Children’s
Services. Y esterday thefederal government announced $250 million
for provinces to create child care spaces. Can you tell uswhat this
means to Alberta?

1:50
The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Ms Tarchuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | am realy pleased with
yesterday’ s news. We all know that we do have a shortage of child
care spaces in this province. My understanding is that the funding
will bedistributed on aper capitabasis, so presumably we' retalking
about $25 million. | can say today that | ook forward to getting
more details, both in the confirmation of the amount of money that
we're getting and also whether there are any requirements or
conditions that go along with that funding.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mrs. Jablonski: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To the same minister:
I"'m happy for the province, but what does this mean to the average
working family in Albertawho has young children?

Ms Tarchuk: | mean, ultimately, Mr. Speaker, | can say that what
this does mean is more choices for parents. It's too early to
speculate on how we're going to spend the funding, but | can tell
you that we will work with our stakeholders, and while we're
planning, we will also build on the strengths of our five-point
investment plan. Of course, any plans that we go forward with will
have to go through the appropriate government approval process.

The Speaker: The hon. member.
Mrs. Jablonski: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. That'sall.

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

Mrs. Mather: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Y esterday’ sfederal budget
offered proof that Albertais basicaly on its own when it comes to
creating new child care spaces. The funding offered to Albertais
only afraction of what was offered in the previousfederal /provincial
child care agreement. Provincial leadership isessential to createthe
new child care spaces that many Albertansneed. To the Minister of
Children’ s Services. Many individualswho would liketo start child
care centres cannot afford the start-up costs. Doesthe minister have

aplan to address these funding shortfalls, which directly limit the
number of new spaces created?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

MsTarchuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Even before thisannounce-
ment yesterday we have committed to continuing with the five-point
plan, and that has been well received acrossthe province. Also, two
weeks ago we proceeded to enhance that five-point plan. Likel just
said, we wel come the funds from yesterday, and we will continueto
plan for additional child care spacesin this province.

Mrs. Mather: Labour shortage remains one of the biggest barriers
to the creation of new child care spaces. The shortage of child care
workers with level 3 certification, the highest level of training, is
causing many centres to cut spaces or close altogether. What isthe
minister’s plan to deal with this specific labour issue?

Ms Tarchuk: | can tell you that in our planning process we're
looking at all aspects of areasthat will help create child care spaces,
and that does include professiona development accreditation. As
you know, a couple of weeks ago we dealt with wage top-ups. So
we are taking a serious look at that issue.

Mrs. Mather: Municipalities across the province need more child
care options. From Brooks to Fort McMurray to Cochrane to
Grande Prairie the message is the same: the shortage of child care
spaces is hurting families, the community, and the local economy.
Again to the Minister of Children’s Services. Albertaused to bea
leader in provincial/municipal partnershipsin child care. How will
the minister enhance the role of municipalities hoping to get more
involved in child care provision?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Ms Tarchuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | can tell you that | have
met with several stakeholders over the last several months. We are
just finalizing an FCSS review that is going through the processin
the next couple of weeks, which will come forward with some
recommendations for the program that the hon. member mentions.
I do know that during thereview it hasbeen highlighted that funding
for out-of-school programsisanissue. Likel said last week, while
we've made some changes on the zero to 6, with the 6 to 12 we
don’t have a policy mandate now, but | have committed to taking a
leadership role in working with municipalities on some workable
solutions.

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

Regional Taxation |ssues

Mr. Lukaszuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Based on the Minister's
Council on Municipal Sustainability report it appears that
Edmontonians can look forward to some new taxeswhich likely will
not belevied in Strathcona county as this county has ample revenue
from their industrial base. My first question is to the Minister of
Municipal Affairs and Housing. Will the minister assure the
residents of the city of Edmonton that if there are any new municipal
taxes introduced, this new tax regime will be administered to the
entire capital region?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.
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Mr. Danyluk: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. The Minister's
Council on Municipal Sustainability released its report yesterday,
and | need to say that the council’ s blueprint —and that isthe council
blueprint — for sustainability for municipalitiesis that report. | also
would like to say that the government is still reviewing the recom-
mendations of that report and will report later this spring.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Lukaszuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Will taxpayers of
Edmonton hence be looking forward to a higher overall tax bill?

Mr. Danyluk: Mr. Spesker, if new taxation powers are granted to
municipalities, it will be up to the individual municipality to
determine the appropriate level of municipal taxation within their
communities, not different than the municipal tax leviesthat arein
place right now.

Mr. Lukaszuk: Fair enough. To the same minister: but if differ-
ences persist, will the provincial government force the Edmonton
area municipalities to work together?

Mr. Danyluk: Well, Mr. Speaker, we are certainly looking for
opportunities to strengthen intermunicipal co-operation not just in
Edmonton but throughout Alberta. The Premier has given me the
mandate to address regiona planning issues and intermunicipal
disputes. Asl previously mentioned, | expect to rel ease the govern-
ment’s response to the minister’s council very much in the near
future.

The Speaker: Thehon. Member for St. Albert, followed by the hon.
Member for Edmonton-Beverly-Clareview.

Education Funding

Mr. Flaherty: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. TheParkland strikeisover,
but there are fears that this strike was the first of many. Within the
past week negotiations in two other school divisions have broken
down, and over 80 per cent of school boardswill be in negotiations
this spring and summer. Without decisive action now the Parkland
strike could be a pattern we see over and over again in the coming
months. To the Minister of Education. School boards will be in
labour negotiations this summer, but the province has the final say
about thefinancial position the boardswill bein. Will the minister
commit to providing adequate funding to school boards to ensure
that they can bargain effectively this summer?

Mr. Liepert: Well, clearly, Mr. Speaker, that is a budgetary
question, and | would encourage the hon. member to ask that
question about the 20th of April. But let me just say this. I'man
optimist when it comesto negotiations going forward. | tend tolook
at things from a positive viewpoint rather than a negative one.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Flaherty: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | think it’s preventive that
we should be talking about.

The deferred maintenance problem in Alberta schoolsis bad and
getting worse, Mr. Minister. The Calgary board of education alone
has a deferred maintenance backlog of $426 million. Will the
Minister of Education commit to addressing the deferred mainte-
nance backlog in this province' s schools so that school boards can
put money into programming and instruction rather than paying off
past government neglect?

Mr. Liepert: Well, Mr. Speaker, again that's a question where |
would encourage the hon. member to wait for the budget. But what
the province did last year was put in place a policy whereby we did
put money into maintenance and modernization. | can only be
optimistic that there'll be as much or more money to spend in
Education in this budget than there was in the last one.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Flaherty: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. A lot of parentsarewaiting
for that, hoping it’s going to get better.

Let'stry thisone. The $6.4 billion unfunded teachers' pension
liability continues to be a huge problem for teachers across the
province, and thisgovernment hasbeen dragging itsfeet on theissue
for years. Numerous leadership candidates, including the Premier,
promised to take action to address this issue. Will the minister
commit to finally —finally — eliminating the unfunded liability in the
teachers' pension plan? Will you do something about it, Mr.
Minister?

Mr. Liepert: As the hon. member is aware, that is one of the
objectives that the Premier has mandated me to work on. | will be
doing that, and | would ask the hon. member to stay tuned.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Beverly-Clareview,
followed by the hon. Member for Rocky Mountain House.

2:00 Affordable Housing Task Force Report

Mr. Martin: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | have in front of me a
release out of the municipal affairs department about the Affordable
Housing Task Force, that | was amember of. If it's correct, it says
that the 15-member panel spent 45 days gathering input, compiling
thereport, visiting nine communities with more than 800 presenters
and another 600 written reports. | go down alittlefurther, and to my
dismay | see that the government will review the report and not
respond till May. There'sacrisisout there. We heard this. Rents
arerising. There are more homeless out there, condo conversions,
and we're not even going to allow the public to see this report till
May. It'sirresponsible. My question to the minister issimply this:
why are we waiting for May to see what should be a public report
released very quickly?

Mr. Danyluk: Mr. Speaker, first of al, | want to concur that | did
receive the report from the chair of the committee yesterday, and |
do want to compliment thework that was done by the committee, the
thorough work and the dedication. | also want to comment that |
believe the news release commented that there will be a response
from the government to the recommendations by May, not necessar-
ily arelease of the recommendations but a response to the recom-
mendations.

Mr. Martin: Mr. Speaker, in the same release it says, “ The task
force’ sreport and the government responsewill berel eased publicly
at thesametime.” That'swhat it saysin your own release here, Mr.
Minister. My question again is simply this; why is it that all the
people that took the time to present to this task force, alot of hard
work, cannot see the results of this? The government can do their
analysis after, but this should be made public immediately. Why
not?

Mr. Danyluk: Mr. Speaker, as| said before, | did receive the report
yesterday. | am going to take the proper procedures to bring the
report to government, and at that time we will release the report.
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Mr. Martin: Well, Mr. Speaker, we're not asking the government
to respond immediately. What we're asking for is the task force
report to be made public so Albertans can see what'sinit. Thenthe
government can respond. That's what we want.

Mr. Danyluk: Mr. Speaker, I’'m not sure how to better answer the
question except to say to the hon. member that | have received the
report. | am going to take it through the proper channels of this
government and will release the recommendations, will release the
response to the recommendations as quickly as possible because |
very much believe that that report is very thorough and very
important to Alberta.

Electricity Line between Edmonton and Calgary

Mr. Lund: Mr. Speaker, about two years ago the Alberta electric
systemsoperator, the Department of Energy, and others met with the
EUB in Calgary, and out of that meeting was a determination that
there was a necessity for a 500-kV line from Wabamun to Calgary.
Now, the other thing that flowed out of that meeting was that there
were about 13 proposed locationsfor thislineto be built. AltaLink
was charged with coming up with which would be the best location.
It quickly was reduced to two, without the input of the landowners
along thelines. It then wasreduced . . .

The Speaker: Sorry. Forty-five seconds has gone.
The hon. minister.

Mr. Knight: Thank you, Mr. Spesker. I'll proceed on the basisthat
I would understand that the hon. member is speaking about a
particular 500-kV line that runs between Edmonton and Calgary.
It scurrently being reviewed by the EUB. Thehearingswith respect
to theissue are set off until the middle of April pending the result of
alegal question around the hearings.

Mr. Lund: Well, Mr. Speaker, the landowners are feeling that
they’ ve been dealt with in contempt, and they want the hearing to
now be postponed till the 1st of June. Soto the Minister of Energy:
will you ask the EUB to hold off till the 1st of June, and if not, why
not?

Mr. Knight: Mr. Speaker, as| had mentioned previously, yesterday
and again moments ago, thisissueisin front of the EUB. They are
not part of this government. They operate separately from the
government. They are charged with the responsibility to assessthis
application along with many others, and they will continue this
processin due course. It's been set off now till the middle of April.
| have no indication whether or not the delays would go beyond that
point in time.

Mr. Lund: Mr. Speaker, the EUB has a policy that they will not
determine before the hearing whether in fact the consultant and/or
lawyer would be paid for. This puts the landowners in a very
difficult position. Not only that but they will only pay up to $250,
and today you cannot get alawyer or consultant for $250 an hour.
They charge around $300 an hour. Will the minister look into that
Situation?

Mr.Knight: Mr. Speaker, again, theEUB hasfairly strict guidelines
around the issue of paying for people that intervene with respect to
these hearings. Most certainly | will take the comment of the
member under advisement with respect to moving from a $250 an
hour legal fee amount to a $300 amount. If there's something that

the EUB is missing there with respect to the price of lawyers,
certainly wecould ask the EUB if they wouldn’t mind reviewing that
particular issue.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Ellerslie, followed
by the hon. Member for Red Deer-South.

Provincial Parksand Protected Areas

Mr. Agnihotri: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Just 4 per cent of Alberta
is designated as protected areas and provincia parkland.
Unsurprisingly, over 10 per cent of Alberta swildlifeisendangered
and threatened. To the Minister of Tourism, Parks, Recreation and
Culture: will the government commit to expanding the parkland in
this province so that we at least give these creatures a chance to
avoid being wiped out?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Goudreau: Well, thank you very, very much, Mr. Speaker.
The Member for Edmonton-Ellerslieis certainly right in asking that
particular question. Our policiesinthe province of Albertaare such
that we do want to protect a number of species, including wildlife
and including wildflowers and various live materials that are out
there. So, certainly, we are doing some of that in the province of
Alberta, and we'll look at other endangered species as we move
along.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Agnihotri: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Last week the minister
talked about the need to honour existing commitmentsto oil and gas
companiesoperatingin protected parkland. Will theminister honour
his commitment to Albertans and ensure that in the future “pro-
tected” actually means “ protected” ?

Mr. Goudreau: Mr. Speaker, | think | also indicated last week that
we had various categories of protection, and | may want to repeat
those. One of them is the wilderness areas. Others are the ecologi-
cal reservesthat we have. We' ve got also Willmorewilderness. We
aso have wildland parks, provincia parks, heritage rangelands,
natura areas, and recreationa areas. In each one of those we have
different rules and regulations that we adhere to. In some of them
we allow absolutely no activity aside from on-foot travel and
participation, yet in others we provide a broad range of activity that
can happen in those areas.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Agnihotri: Thank you again. Giventhat the minister’ smandate
to defend protected areas conflicts with his commitments to oil and
gas projectsin protected parks, can the minister tell usif he’ staking
his marching orders from Premier or the Minister of Energy?

2:10

Mr.Goudreau: Mr. Speaker, | think it' sneither of those. Certainly,
we are working with all the stakeholders. We are working with the
energy industry. We are working with Sustainable Resources. We
are working with Agriculture in establishing what can happenin al
of our areas. Wetry, as| indicated before in this House, to achieve
abalance. In some areas, again, we are protecting them wholly. In
otherswe are saying that certain activitieswill beallowed to happen.



March 20, 2007

Alberta Hansard 229

Capital Cost Allowance Program

Mr. Doerksen: Mr. Speaker, in yesterday's federal budget the
government of Canada announced that it would phase out the
accelerated capital cost allowance program for oil sands develop-
ment. There have aready been anumber of concerns voiced by the
industry about the potential impact that this change will have on the
future of the energy industry. My first question isto the Minister of
Energy. Becausethisprogram isbeing phased out over anumber of
years, is there a possibility that this could lead to the unintended
consequence of even more rapid development, putting additional
strain on our labour market and on our infrastructure?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Knight: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. Most certainly, initially
| have to express my concern and disappointment with the federal
government’s budget statement indicating that the accelerated
capital cost alowance would in fact be removed. More to the
question, | would suggest that there is an economic climate in the
province of Alberta, including now the situation around accel erated
capital cost allowance, our review of royalties, arather inflated cost
of doing businessin the province of Alberta: | think that thesethings
added together will very likely temper applications.

Mr. Doerksen: Mr. Speaker, at the sametime that the phase-out of
the capital cost allowance was announced, new capital cost allow-
ance provisions were announced for manufacturers. Given the
minister's mandate from the Premier to increase the amount of
value-added in the province, what isthe potential impact on projects
such as the announced or proposed upgrader projects that are
happening in the industria heartland?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Knight: Yes, Mr. Speaker, thank you. Most certainly, the
province of Alberta is going to continue to move ahead. We are
very, very positive with respect to the resource base that we havein
the province of Alberta. We will continue to move ahead. With
respect to upgrading, | believethat thereisan opportunity for ushere
on the manufacturing side. The feds have left a bit of room there
with respect to that issue and accelerated capital costs. We will be
pursuing that.

Mr. Doerksen: My next question is to the Minister of Finance.
Given concerns raised by the industry that they are facing uncer-
tainty due to this announcement and its impact on capital and
investment, can he advise members of this Assembly whether this
changewill be taken into account during thereview of theroyalties?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Dr. Oberg: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. That's an abso-
lutely excellent question. The last thing that we want to have
happen to our oil industry is a one-two-three punch, with number
onebeing theincometrust, number two being the accel erated capital
cost allowance, number three being potential climate changeissues.
Soinour Royalty Review Panel | have asked the panel to take alook
at theaccelerated capital cost allowance, seewhat that hasto dowith
the royalties, and see exactly the position that the oil sands compa-
nies are going to be in with respect to that. | think it's a very
important question, and it’ s something that we certainly haveto take
a look at and take into consideration when we take a look at
royalties.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford,
followed by the hon. Member for Little Bow.

Openness and Transparency in Government

Mr.R. Miller: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Every secretive
government’s dream, contrary to international standards on public
openness, a huge step backward in the fight for more open and
transparent government, unacceptable, noxious: these are the words
that were used by expertsin informational laws, political scientists,
and the Canadian Taxpayers Federation to describe Bill 20, which
was forced through by this government in 2006. The blanket
exemptions in Bill 20 serve one purpose, and that isto protect this
government fromany form of public accountability. TothePremier:
given that Bill 20 prevents the citizens of this province from
accessing internal government audit documents for 15 years — 15
years—isit the Premier’ s position that such an exemption supports
an open and transparent government?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, thisgovernment hasmoved quickly on
openness and transparency. It started, first of all, with a posting on
the web of all of the manifests of government aircraft. We also are
going to be making public al ministerial expenses, EA expenseson
the web starting in April. We're moving today, of course, second
reading of the Lobbyists Act. We're moving with the Conflicts of
Interest Amendment Act, 2007. We have done more in the last 90
days than any government before.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. R. Miller: Thank you, Mr. Spesker. Again to the Premier:
given that Bill 20 prevents the citizens of this province from
accessing ministerial briefing notesfor fiveyears, isit the Premier's
position that such an exemption supports an open and transparent
government?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, the bill was debated and passed in the
House, and it's up me to uphold the law. That law is Bill 20, that
was passed. If the opposition has other ideas that they want to bring
forward to the House, so beiit.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. R. Miller: Well thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. The
Premier made the following statement regarding Bill 20 in May of
last year, and | quote: if it doesrestrict openness and transparency in
some way, then so beit, and I’ m sure that no matter who is elected
as leader, that person will find the need to change the legidation.
End quote. To the Premier: given the scathing reviews from
information law experts and academics regarding Bill 20, does the
Premier now support the statements that he made during the
leadership campaign, and will he enact changes to the legislation?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, I'll stand on my record in terms of the
movement we made over the last 90 daysto openness and transpar-
ency in this government, but there is more to come. In fact, we're
opening up this Legislature to all-party committees, and we'll see
soon where they stand on that.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Little Bow, followed by the
hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.
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Highway M aintenance

Mr. McFarland: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. During the course of
thiswinter travelling back and forth, many of us seethe deterioration
on our highway network, especialy when it comes to cracks and
potholes and lane identification. My question today is to the
Minister of Infrastructureand Transportation. I’d liketo know if the
maintenance of these potholes and improvements to the lane
identification are part and parcel of the contracts we have with our
contractors that maintain the provincial highways, Minister.

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Ouellette: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | thank the hon. member
for that very important question. The hon. member is correct in that
thiswinter has been very hard on pavement and pavement markings.
Our maintenance contractors are responsible for filling the cracks
and painting lines on our highways. The contractors have to work
to the standards set out in their contracts, and government inspectors
ensure that the work is done properly and in atimely

manner.

Mr. McFarland: Second question. If that’s the case, is there any
way that the department and the contractors could facilitate some
accel erated maintenance, especially whenit comestolaneidentifica
tion?

Mr.Ouellette: Mr. Speaker, our highway maintenance contractsare
performance based and encourage the contractorsto be out thereand
doing whatever work is necessary. Our contractorsare paid only for
thework they do actually perform, soit’sin their best intereststo be
busy. If they don’t do the work, then they don’t get paid. There's
no incentive for them to be sitting around the shop when there's
work to be done outside. Of course, it’sin the travelling public's
interest for the contractors to be out there aswell. | can assure the
hon. member that our contractors are doing whatever the weather
permits them to do.

Mr. McFarland: Given that traffic volumes and the weather
conditions have, in fact — and I’'m back on the lane visibility —
deteriorated substantially, and | know that it's impossible for this
stuff to be done during the winter, is there any way to get a more
durable or amore timely application of some of these lane identifi-
ers?

Mr. Ouellette: As| mentioned in my first answer, the amount of
snow clearing and sanding this year has taken an unusua toll on
pavement markings. My department is always experimenting with
paints that are more durable and reflective, Mr. Speaker. We need
totest the productsfirst beforewe put them on the approved material
list for our contractorsto use. We also are trying more permanent
inlaid plastic markings on some of our higher volume roads, and
these markings are considerably more expensive than traditional
paint but do last longer. They have been used successfully in
warmer climates such asCalifornia, and we' rehoping they will work
in the Alberta climate. Should they prove cost-effective and work
well, we will consider, then, putting them on the roads for . . .

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

2:20 Electrical Power System

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Business
owners, farmers, tenants, and homeowners struggle to pay their
monthly power bills. We know why. Last fal | asked the now
Premier how hisgovernment planned to unplug electricity deregula-
tion. To date, unfortunately, | have not received an answer.
Hopefully, thisafternoon | will. My first questionisto the Premier.
Given that in six years deregul ation has added $13.8 billion extrato
the cost of generating electricity in this province —and this does not
include transmission, distribution, and billing costs—when will this
government do the right thing and unplug el ectricity deregulation?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, this province has gone along way in
adding additional generation in this province. Infact, even with all
of the cogen that’ s happening in the province, we still require more
generation. The other is that through deregulation in terms of
generation we have also looked at new generation for wind and solar
and, very close to my constituency, even cogenerating electricity
from manure.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Again to the hon.
Premier: if thisgeneration has added so much capacity to the system,
why are prices continuing to skyrocket for homeowners, for
commercial users, for farmers, and for businesses in this province?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, the cost of electricity — moving
electricity to homes, the cost of infrastructure, the overall cost to
each and every Albertan — has risen in some cases because of the
fact that we haven't kept up with maintaining our transmission lines
and our distribution lines over the last number of years. Then, of
course, with respect to generation natural gaspricesareup. Wewill
soon have, depending on what happensfromthefederal government,
perhaps even more in terms of electrogeneration from coal, given
new rules possibly coming from Ottawa. So there’ salot to comein
the area of electrogeneration, | can assure you of that.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Again to the hon.
Premier. Because there was no long-term planning done with
electricity deregulation, we now see first-hand the mess with our
distribution and transmi ssion system, which addsmany dollarsto the
bill but specifically to the cost of electricity. Why is the cost of
electricity going so high?

Mr. Stelmach: Mr. Speaker, | think what he’ strying to imply isthat
through a regulated system, then, these changes would have been
made alot faster. Actualy, it'sthereverse, and history has proven
that.

The other is, Mr. Speaker, that in spite of al these issues that the
hon. member may beraising, there are still over 500,000 peopl e that
move to this province, and more people insist on moving to the
province of Alberta because, quite frankly, it is the only — only —
jurisdiction in Canada that has any economic growth.

The Speaker: Hon. members, we deat with 98 questions and
answers today.

We'll now revert to where we were in the Routine, and I’ m going
to cal on the hon. Member for Leduc-Beaumont-Devon for an
introduction of abill.
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head: Introduction of Bills

(reversion)

Bill 24
Real Estate Amendment Act, 2007

Mr. Rogers: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | request leave to introduce
Bill 24, the Real Estate Amendment Act, 2007.

[Moation carried; Bill 24 read afirst time]
The Speaker: The hon. Deputy Government House Leader.

Mr. Renner: Mr. Speaker, | move that Bill 24 be moved to the
Order Paper under Government Bills and Orders.

[Motion carried]
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Peace River.

Bill 204
Emblems of Alberta (Franco-Albertan
Recognition) Amendment Act, 2007/
L oi modificative de 2007 sur les emblémes
del’ Alberta (reconnaissance
du fait franco-albertain)

Mr. Oberle: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. |I'm pleased to rise today to
reguest leave to introduce a bill, being the Emblems of Alberta
(Franco-Albertan Recognition) Amendment Act, 2007/ Loi
modificative de 2007 sur lesemblemes del’ Alberta (reconnai ssance
du fait franco-albertain).

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

[Motion carried; Bill 204 read afirst time]

head: Tabling Returns and Reports
The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre.

Ms Blakeman: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 1I'm very
pleased to be ableto table acopy of aletter that aconstituent, Bonita
Davidson, has sent to me. She's a persond care attendant, and for
some time she's been working as a live-in caregiver in the self-
managed care program. | referred to her in my response to the
throne speech. She's particularly raising issues about the need for
respite care for caregivers and al so the fact that many caregivers are
not covered by WCB, and if they become injured, there's no
assistance for them. So I'd like to table the appropriate number of
copies of that letter today.

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

Mr. Flaherty: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I'd liketo tablefive copies

of a press release issued by the Ed Stelmach leadership campaign,

including apledgethat theteachers' pension fund unfunded liability

would be addressed through afinal and fair and lasting resolution.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. | have two
tablingstoday. Thefirst oneisaletter that | wrote yesterday to the
hon. Minister of Agriculture and Food, and it is, again, suggesting
that the Minister of Agriculture and Food post an apology on the
website in regard to question period yesterday.

The second tabling | have is a press release and supporting

research documents indicating that electricity costs have increased
by 38 per cent since 2000 in Alberta for farmers whenever you
compare them to the other western Canadian provinces, which have
seen single-digit increases in their electricity costs.

Thank you.

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

Mr. Backs: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | havetwo groups of tablings
heretoday. Oneisfromthe Unity Centrein my constituency, which
isatremendous resource centre for the less advantaged in northeast
Edmonton. It speaks to homelessness and the need for more
affordable housing.

The second group is calling on the Assembly to support that the
accused killer of JoshuaJohn Hunt be sentenced and tried asan adult
due to the nature of his crime, his past criminal history, and that he
iscloseto the age of 18 years.

Thank you.

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

Mr. Chase: Thank you very much, Mr. Spesaker. | am tabling the
prerequisite number of copies of an article talking about the Keith-
Ferris family and their struggle with gastroparesis. The article is
entitted Life-changing Device Helps Local Kids Stay Active:
Provincial Funding Needed for Gastroparesis Patients.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

Mr. Agnihotri: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | have atabling from my
congtituent Linda Smith. She is concerned about crime. She's
urging this government to punish young offenders who commit
crimes and not give them second, third, or 10th chances to keep
committing crimes. Five copies, please.

Thank you.

head: Tablingsto the Clerk

TheClerk: | wishto advise the House that the following documents
were deposited with the office of the Clerk. On behalf of the hon.
Mr. Horner, Minister of Advanced Education and Technology,
pursuant to the Alberta Heritage Foundation for Medical Research
Act the Alberta Heritage Foundation for Medical Research 2005-
2006 programs and financial highlights; pursuant to the Alberta
Heritage Foundation for Science and Engineering Research Act the
Alberta ingenuity fund 2005-2006 annual report; pursuant to the
Apprenticeship and Industry Training Act the Alberta Apprentice-
ship and Industry Training Board 2005-2006 annua report; the
Alberta Prion Research Institute 2005-2006 annual report.

On behalf of the hon. Dr. Oberg, Minister of Finance, a report
dated January 2006 entitled Organization and Governance Review
of Albertal nvestment Management, prepared for AlbertaFinanceby
Capelle Associates Inc. on behalf of Capelle Associates Inc. and
KPA Advisory Services Ltd.

head: 2:30 Ordersof the Day
head: Government Billsand Orders
Second Reading
Bill 1

L obbyists Act
The Speaker: I’'mgoingto call on the hon. Premier. I'd just advise
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al hon. members that under our Standing Order 29(1)(a)(i) the
Premier islimited to 90 minutes' speaking time.
The hon. the Premier.

Mr. Stelmach: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker, for that extratime.

Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure, of course, to rise today and move
second reading of Bill 1, the Lobbyists Act.

I’d like to really begin, Mr. Speaker, by touching briefly on the
history of this legidlation, of this bill. Last spring an al-party
Conflicts of Interest Act Review Committee reported back to
government, and one of its key recommendations was the creation
of alobbyistsregistry. Inaddition, thisbill was one of the commit-
mentswhich | campaigned on last fall. 1 committed to taking it one
step further.

This bill will accomplish three goals. First, it will require
lobbyists to register; secondly, it will prohibit lobbyists from
simultaneously lobbying and providing paid advice to government
on the same issue; and, third, it contains provisions to have the
listing of entities who receive payment from the government posted
online. Thisisadramatic step, afirstin Canada, and one which will
allow all Albertansto see and compare for themselves who is being
paid to lobby government and also who is being paid by govern-
ment.

Mr. Speaker, lobbying is a legitimate activity. It can be very
valuable to government during the very important decision-making
process. Albertans have the right to communicate with decision-
makers, provide information, and, of course, their views on issues
that are important to them. Asthe preambleto Bill 1 clearly states,
“freeand open accessto government isan important matter of public
interest.” At thesametime, it isimportant that both members of the
public and public office holders know who is being paid for trying
to influence government decisions. A lobbyist registry will provide
for greater transparency while maintaining open access to govern-
ment.

Mr. Speaker, | would like to briefly define the role of alobbyist.
A lobbyistisan individual who is paid to communicate with public
office holders in an attempt to influence government decisions.
Lobbyists may be retained for a fee or may be employees or paid
officers or directors. They may work for nonprofit or for-profit
based organizations. Lobbyistsincludesoleproprietorsand partners
in partnerships who |obby on behalf of their business.

However, not all communi cationswith government areconsidered
to be lobbying. For example, a person making a submission to a
committee of the Legidative Assembly or in the course of proceed-
ings before aboard or tribunal is not lobbying. A constituent does
not need to register. Of course, those that come, you know, on a
weekly basisto our offices do not need to register before communi-
cating with their MLA unless they are communicating with their
MLA about a private bill for their own special benefit. Thereisno
registration required if aperson is asked for his or her opinion by a
public office holder, nor must alobbyist register when they want to
influence a public office holder about the interpretation or applica
tion of legidation, regulations, or agovernment policy asit applies
to the lobbyist’s client.

However, alobbyist must register if he or she wishesto influence
government decisionsin certain areas. Theseareasincludeinfluenc-
ing the content of legislation, regulations, or government policy. A
lobbyist must also register if he or she wants to influence the
awarding of agovernment grant or financial benefit or adecision to
privatize agovernment service. The definition of “lobbyist” and the
types of communications which require registration are carefully
designed to ensure that registration is required in appropriate cases
but without impeding access to government.

The registry will be freely accessible to members of the publicin
a searchable format through the Internet. Information contained in
the registry will include the name of the lobbyist, the issues on
which heor shewill belobbying, and the communi cation techniques
to be used, including identifying whether they will be communicat-
ing with ministers, MLAS, or public servants.

The registry will be overseen by the Ethics Commissioner, who
will havethereal authority to appoint aregistrar. The registrar will
have the authority to issue advisory opinions and interpretation
bulletins to assist |obbyists and all Albertans in understanding the
registration requirements.

A second key feature of the bill isthat it prohibits both lobbying
and providing paid adviceto the government on the sameissueat the
same time. This prohibition addresses an issue of concern to
Albertans and works to ensure that government receives objective
advice. Aspart of their registration lobbyists will haveto providea
declaration that they are not in violation of this prohibition. The
registrar will have the authority to investigate breaches of the
legidlation and, when in his or her opinion it's been breached, can
impose administrative penalties of up to $25,000. Breaches of the
legislation could also be prosecuted through the court system. This
bill providesfor fines of up to $50,000 for afirst offenceand ashigh
as$200,000 on asecond or subsequent offence. These, Mr. Speaker,
arethe highest fines of any provincein Canada. Additionally, when
aperson is convicted of breaching the legidation, the registrar can
prohibit that person from lobbying for up to two years.

Mr. Spesker, thethird element of thisbill isthat it providesfor the
publication of anindex of government accountspaid. Theindex will
be fully accessible and searchable on the Internet. The index will
includeindividual sand corporationswho are paid under government
contracts. Thisinformation will be readily available to the public.
It isinformation aready collected. There will be no extra steps to
take for Albertans doing business with government. Theindex will
provide openness and transparency in that regard.

Mr. Speaker, Bill 1will allow Albertansto seefor themselvesthat
lobbying activities are being done openly. This is leading-edge
legislation. It demonstrates my government’s commitment to
governing with openness and transparency. Thisbill will go along
way to restoring public confidence and respect for this democratic
ingtitution. | encourage all members of the Legislature to support
Bill 1, the Lobbyists Act.

| would now move that we adjourn debate on Bill 1 and return to
it at alater date.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

[Motion to adjourn debate carried]

Bill 20
Appropriation (Supplementary Supply) Act, 2007

The Speaker: The hon. President of the Treasury Board.

Mr. Snelgrove: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | rise today to move
second reading of Bill 20, the Appropriation (Supplementary
Supply) Act, 2007.

The supplementary supply estimates provide additional spending
authority to five government departments. All of the spending has
been reported in the third-quarter fiscal updates. The estimates
includecapital for postsecondary institutions, agricultural assistance
programs, housing initiatives and programs for the homeless, and
funds for physician services.

Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford.
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Mr. R. Miller: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It's my
pleasure to rise this afternoon in second reading of Bill 20, the
supplementary supply No. 2 act, which means, of course, that thisis
the second time this year that this House has considered a supple-
mentary supply. [interjection] The second time.

Now, Mr. Speaker, the new Premier and his new cabinet have
talked an awful lot about the fact that this sort of spending is not to
be seen as often, asregularly, or asmuch inthefuture. | cantell you
one thing for sure: this shadow minister is going to hold them to
their word. | will dog them every day to make sure that they’retrue
to that. You will know, Mr. Speaker, that it has been a bone of
contention ever since | was elected to this Chamber, that we saw
quarterly updates to the budget, and in most cases we saw as much
money being announced in spending at those quarterly updates as
there was extraiin the surplus. Thisisno way to run agovernment.
It'snoway to run abusiness. It'snoway to run ahousehold. So, as
| say, | certainly intend to hold them to their word on that. I've
noticed in some of the comments from the President of the Treasury
Board more recently a bit of a softening on that stance, so I'm
serving fair warning today that | will be watching very carefully.
2:40

You know, redlly, if the purpose of supplementary supply is to
deal with emergent and emergency situations— and we' ve discussed
before whether it should be forest fires or flooding or even, |
suppose, you know, adownturn in the value of the Canadian dollar
which causesthe price of new government airplanesto rise dramati-
caly. | supposeyou could arguethat that’ s an emergent situation as
well. But when | look through Bill 20 and some of the areas where
we're providing supplementary funding, bearing in mind that this
bill is coming forward after the new government was sworn in and
the new ministers were sworn in, yet there are a number of itemsin
this particular bill that cause me to question whether or not they are
in fact emergent or emergency.

I'm just looking, for an example, Mr. Speaker, at Advanced
Education and Technology, $34.5 million for a grant to match
private donations to the University of Albertaand the University of
Calgary. | think my colleague from Edmonton-Meadowlark was
referring to this yesterday. We know that some of that money isto
match the Mactaggarts wonderfully generous donation to the
University of Alberta. The government has known about this for a
couple of years now, Mr. Speaker. | remember the day that we had
the Mactaggarts in your gallery and the announcement was made.
So here we are now quite some time later and finally providing the
matching grants, and it’sagood thing. 1t’s something that we were
al in favour of. My question is simply this: why does this have to
have been donein supplementary spending? Why could it not have
been in either last spring’s budget or in this spring’ s budget, which
isreally the proper place for that spending to be?

One point five million dollars for enhancing science literary
awareness programs at the Science Alberta Foundation: awonderful
initiative. 1'm sure nobody on this side of the House is going to
argue against the merits of spending the money in that particular
program. The question is redly: isit emergent? Was it an emer-
gency? Was there some compelling reason why it had to be donein
asecond supplementary supply hill, or could it not either have been
donein last spring’ s budget or have waited another month and been
in the 2007-2008 budget?

Five hundred thousand dollarsfor enhancing awards and promot-
ing the annual gala event at the ASTech foundation. Same argu-
ment, Mr. Speaker, so I’m not going to belabour the point.

We look at the Department of Agriculture and Food asking for
$50 million to supplement the CAlSprogram. Again, I'msurethere

are some very valid arguments for that being an emergency. That
money is most likely very desperately needed by the folks in our
agricultural community. Perhaps ajustifiable expense and one that
I wouldn’t necessarily have a problem with.

We look, however, at the Department of Finance, and there's
$7.07 million to reimburse public sector pension plans, research
endowment funds, the scholarship fund, and other minor funds for
investment losses. Now, Mr. Speaker, I’ ve reviewed the Hansard
from last week when we were in committee debating this, and |
didn’'t see any response from either the Finance minister or the
President of the Treasury Board or the Premier indicating what
happened with those particular funds and why they lost $7.07
million in an economic environment when virtually every fund I'm
aware of mademoney last year. Certainly, | watch the stock markets
as closely as most members in this Assembly do, I'm sure, and |
watch with particul ar interest the heritage savings trust fund, which
generated a healthy return last year. I’ m quite curious, and | think
that before | could lend my support to this bill, I'd want to know
what happened with those funds that we lost a total of over $7
million in them. Were any actions taken against the managers of
those funds or some hard questions asked asto investment decisions
they were making? In this economy it's hard to imagine that funds
would be losing money.

Another one that jumps out at myself — and | know that the
Member for St. Albert asked a question in question period this
afternoon about the unfunded teachers' pension liability, Mr.
Speaker. Here we have in one lump-sum payment $40 million that
the government is putting into their share of the management
employees pension plan unfunded pension liability. Again, |
reviewed Hansard; | didn’t seeany referenceto thisin the Hansard.
Perhaps| missed it. But $40 million, asnear as| can tell, coversthe
lion’ sshare of the government’ sshare of that unfunded liability, and
it's made in one fell swoop in the middle of a budget year, without
any explanation for why it would be an emergency.

At the same time we have nearly $7 billion in an unfunded
liability to the teachers’ pension plan, which we press this govern-
ment constantly on. We are continually told time and again that it's
going to be addressed, that there will be movement madeoniit. In
the meantime, we carry on with the difficulty in attracting teachers.
We carry on in a situation where taxpayers are funding this to the
tune of some $45 billion over the lifetime of the project as opposed
todealing withthe $7 billion liability today. So clearly for taxpayers
it would be a good deal to look after some or al of that unfunded
liability today.

I’m hoping that therewill be some addressing of that in the budget
that we see next month. Again the question is: why was this $40
million needed in the middle of abudget year? If there’ s$40 million
for that particular unfunded liability, what about al of the other
unfunded liabilities that the government has, certainly the largest of
which isthe teachers ?

I look at the Health and Wellness department getting $147 million
for higher than budgeted costs of physician services. Again, given
the state of health care in this province and the urgent need for that,
I’m not going to pick abone with that in particular. | think there's
probably good justification for that, so perhapsthat isagood use of
supplementary supply.

Likewise, Mr. Speaker, Municipal Affairsand Housing: atotal of
$42.846 millionisbeing requested. 1t lookslikethe mgjority of that
is going to rent supplement programs: $15.173 million for an
affordable housing program, $16.142 million for the off-reserve
aboriginal housing program, and afurther $9.531 million to address
“homel essor near-homel ess peopl ethrough outreach teamsadminis-
tered by seven magjor community-based organizations.” Well, |
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don't have to tell you or any member of this Assembly how
important the issue of housing affordability has become.

When | give my response to the throne speech either later today
or sometime in the near future, | will definitely be addressing that
particular issue as it relates to the constituency of Edmonton-
Rutherford and how it has over the last year and a half become the
number oneissuein my constituency office. I’'m going to guessthat
that’ s not dissimilar to other experiencesthat members of the House
are having.

So atotal of $42.846 million going to various issues surrounding
housing affordability. Again, thisis an emergent issue, and thisis
the sort of thing that | can certainly livewith in terms of supplemen-
tary spending.

| guess, to sum up, as | said, the two for Finance, both the $7
million to address | osses from variousinvestment funds and the $40
million in one fell swoop being dumped into the management
employees pension plan: | really have questions as to what the
emergency is there, and, Mr. Speaker, as | outlined, the three
different ones from Advanced Education and Technology: 34 and a
half million dollars to match the donations, $1.5 million for science
literary awareness programs, and $500,000 for the awards and
promoting the gala event at the ASTech Foundation. | suppose a
question that might berelevant aswell, sincewe' rediscussing it, is:
just exactly how much of that $500,000 went for enhancing the
awards and how much of the $500,000 went for promoting the
annual galaevent? I’d be curiousto know that. If there’' ssomebody
on the government side that might be able to answer that question
prior to the vote being taken later this afternoon, that would be
helpful information as well.

2:50

With those comments | will close for now. As| said, | would
hope that this document is going to become a dinosaur, that we will
not be seeing great big supplementary supply estimates anymore, or
at least if we do see them, they will be restricted to true emergency
situations like affordable housing crises, like forest fires and flood
relief, and such instances that all members of this House would
recognizeasbeing truly important in terms of addressing midstream,
mid budget and that honestly cannot wait until the budget process
would take its due course.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

Mr. Backs: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 1I’'m very pleased to rise and
speak to this supplementary supply. There are a number of very
important issues, | think, that are covered in this supply, and these
are the earlier mentioned homeless and near-homel ess funding, the
affordable housing programs. These are things that should be
funded.

I’'m surprised that the Member for Edmonton-Rutherford would
mention that the China Institute should be delayed in itsfunding. |
was just there last week and they were very, very concerned that
their funding would be coming forward. That it isin fact coming
forward | think is crucia to them, and it’s crucid that this will get
going, provide the matching funding that the Mactaggarts so
generoudly gave, and look to push forward the economic develop-
ment that the China Institute will give.

Another area that I've heard about often is the area of pub-
lic/private partnerships, which seem to come up in sup supply quite
abit. The nature of public/private partnerships is that sometimes
they look like rent-to-own, and we' ve got to look very carefully at
these P3s, as they are often called. There are many types of

contracting with government and contracting actually in the private
sector that are used in order to try to get ajob done. Often the cost-
plus way, which uses contractors, is not really the best way to go in
that it just provides almost a guaranteed profit. The public/private
partnerships usualy use contractors. | think that to use a cost-plus
mode would not be a good way to go in that type of situation.

We have had many types of P3s over the years. | mean, in my
constituency, for example, the Northgate Lions seniors’ centreis a
good example, using the Lions Club as one of the contracting
agencies, asoneof thegroupsinapublic/private partnership in order
to bring about a facility that was very, very successful in coming
forward over the decades and over a number of expansions in
providing atremendous service to seniors in my constituency.

The Auditor General has said that the government would be
remissif it did not look at whether it utilized public/private partner-
shipsin its endeavours. One of the main things | think, though, in
thistime of expensiverising costsisto get projectsdonequickly. In
my constituency | don’t think the Anthony Henday will be able to
get going unless we use P3 financing for that purpose. | think that
isthe best modeto do so for that, and | support that. It isimportant
to look at that and to move forward on these projects because if we
don’t moveforward quickly, therewill be much more cost over time.

That'sall | haveto say on sup supply. Thank you, Mr. Spesker.

The Speaker: Hon. members, as the hon. Member for Edmonton-
Manning is the third speaker, we now have this opportunity under
Standing Order 29(2)(a) to have a five-minute question-and-
comment period.

Beforewe get to that, might | draw to the attention of all members
in the Assembly the presence in the Spesaker’s gallery of a former
Member of the Legislative Assembly of Alberta and a former
minister of the Crown, now Mrs. Shirley Cripps, formerly the hon.
Shirley Cripps.

The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar on the question-and-
comment period.

Mr. MacDonald: Yes, thank you, Mr. Speaker. | have a question
for the hon. Member for Edmonton-Manning. Inlight of hisremarks
regarding P3s, doesthe hon. member have any concern over the fact
that there was a significant cost overrun at the Anthony Henday
Drive ring road project? The last annual report from Infrastructure
and Transportation revealed that in a$108 million budget, | believe
it was, therewas a$36 million cost overrun. Doesthe hon. member
still have that much confidence in P3s after that cost overrun?
Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr.Backs: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | appreciatethe questionfrom
the Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar. The nature of the P3s that
we' re seeing and what we' ve seen in Anthony Henday and how we
want to seeit go forward, especialy, | think, in thebridgeonthe east
portion of Anthony Henday, isto seethat we will ensure through the
cost — and to be truthful, | wonder if the cost overruns would not
have been more in the long term on the other portions with the
increasesin coststhat we' ve seenin construction, which hasactually
percentagewise often risen far more than that in other areas.

If we're to move quickly in order to have our infrastructure in
place for the bridge across the North Saskatchewan on the east leg,
we haveto get that going quickly. Therewill be much greater costs
to our city, to the northeast, to the movement of goods and services,
to so many things if we do not move quickly, and | think that’s the
only way that we can actualy finance that at thistime.
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The Speaker: Thehon. Member for St. Albert on the question-and-
comment period.

Mr. Flaherty: Yes, Mr. Speaker. | would be very interested in
hearing thegood MLA for Edmonton-Manning talk about thewhole
question that he's raised about P3s regarding schools. One of the
biggest problems that we're having in this province is that the
neighbourhood school and the community school concept is
disappearing, and people are feeling that they're being left out.
What we' re leading to isthe deterioration of the community and the
well-being of peoplein the community in terms of the school being
anintegral part of that particular community. | get really concerned
when | hear the good MLA for Edmonton-Manning suggest that this
is an answer to the construction of schools as well, | imagine you
imply. 1'd be very interested in hearing your comments on that. |
hope that you’ ve done research on it because I’ d be very interested
in hearing it.

TheSpeaker: Thehon. Member for Edmonton-Manningto respond.

Mr. Backs: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Some years ago | spent five
months plus, | think it was, working on areport on procurement and
travelling across this country, more in the small business area but
looking at larger areas like defence, education in the federal sector,
many, many areas. Wereported directly to cabinet in that particular
function. We were full-time. We looked at al of the functions of
contracting, and | chaired thesmall business hearingsacross Canada.

The function of contracting is not always so simple as that it
should all be done by public servantsand all therest of it. Thefact
of the matter is that when you build a schoal, it's almost aways
done by a contractor in any case. It's how you put it together, how
you get it going, and how you ensure that it is built in a timely
fashion and in aquality fashion that counts. That’s what we' ve got
to belooking at.

| know that in many aress of the north end and where I'm at we
need schools. We need them built quickly, and we've got to do it
somehow. The nature of public financing sometimes calls for
different and imaginative ways of doing things. | think that we've
got to be looking clearly at different and imaginative ways of doing
things, and sometimes, not always, P3 may be the way to go.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford on the
Q and C section.

Mr. R. Miller: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It's sounding
an awful lot like ajob application, | think.

Mr. Speaker, when | purchased my house, | signed a 25-year
mortgage. | paid paymentson it for 25 years, and then | owned the
house. Isit not true, to the hon. Member for Edmonton-Manning,
that thisisjust another form of debt financing?

3:00
The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Backs: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | seemto be apopular source
that needs to be questioned today, and one should not be. . .

The Speaker: | must sorely regret and intervene now. Thetimehas
now escaped us.
Hon. Member for Edmonton-Ellerslie, | believe you caught my

eve.

Mr. Agnihotri: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’'m pleased to rise and

speak to Bill 20, which is No. 2. In this bill the government is
asking for an additional amount of money from the last budget. |
think the total money the government is asking for is $393,516,000.
Y ou know, this is the second time since I’ ve been elected where |
saw that during the budget time they don’t calculate properly, and
after the budget they ask for an additional amount. This is the
second timeagain. So | should say that thisgovernment again failed
to stay within their limit, within their means.

But Albertans are looking. They are expecting from us that we
should live within our means. When the government, you know,
introduces the budget and makes sure that they include everything,
they should anticipate what's going on in the coming time, but |
think that once again they failed. They keep on spending more and
more money.

Theproblemisthat they are spending money unwisely. That’sthe
main concern of lots of people | talk to, and they are mad about it.
They said: you know, this government spent 93 per cent of energy
revenuein thelast 25 years. Thisisthe Tory government’s record.
At one time they used to blame some other parties. That includes
Alberta Liberals. “Fire the Liberals. They are spenders.” But |
think this Tory government isthe big spender. | think they broke all
the records so far.

Now, once again they are asking us to sign a blank cheque, a
blank chegue for $393,516,000, and thisisthe second time after the
budget. Thisistotally out of control, and we don’t have the proper
details. | know they are spending on specific ministries, but there’s
no breakdown of how much goeswhere, no full details about where
they are going to spend money or whether they already have spent
money on any particular ministry.

Thisis not acceptable to most of the Albertans, and they have to
change this bad habit. | don’t know why, after repeating the same
things again and again, this government doesn't listen. | think it's
their duty to listen and to do something good for the people who
elected them. But they are not listening, and | still wonder because
suppose they don’t spend money wisely or prudently?

Priority-wisethe Premier hasthemandate on certain things. Some
other priorities were not even included in the throne speech. My
constituents are concerned. The main concern in my constituency
is hospitals: still nine and a half hours' waiting time. | don’t think
that they are seriously addressing that issue because this problemis
still there for along, long time. We still have shortages of doctors
inour area. It's not only in Edmonton-Ellerslie, but it's al over
Alberta, wherever | go. Even some members sitting in this House
have mentioned it a few times, and they understand that it's a big
problem &l over Alberta. If it's a huge problem, why don’t they
takeit seriously and at least guarantee Albertans that they will look
after their best interests in the hospitals?

Education is another priority in my constituency, Mr. Spesker.
My constituency is growing so fast. Next door to my riding is
Edmonton-Whitemud and Edmonton-Mill Woods. Those three
ridings are growing so fast. You know, they need schools. They
need recreational centres. They need libraries. | wish those
prioritieswould beincluded and that this government spend money,
particularly in building new schoolsin Edmonton. | saw in a paper
just a couple of weeks ago that this government is building eight
new schoolsin Calgary and nonein Edmonton. Wearegrowing like
Calgary, and | wish that this government would concentrate on the
growing areaall over Alberta. 1I’m not saying that they should spend
money only in Edmonton but al over Alberta. Education isstill the
top priority, and they should takeit very seriously.

Wherever you go, whether you go to Calgary, you go to Grande
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Prairie or Medicine Hat, road conditions are terrible. It'sterrible.
Mr. MacDonald: Well, the Messier Trail.

Mr. Agnihotri: Yeah. | mean, ask anybody. Urban or rura area
roads are terrible, and | wish they would spend some amount of
money in this area as well.

Another seriousthing which | think we should address hereisthe
low-income people. The socia deficit, Mr. Speaker, is increasing.
We should at least think about those people who are earning less
than $20,000. Still there are people who are earning $20,000
annually, and their rent is going higher every year. Some people, |
mean, are hand to mouth. They can’t even, you know, afford at |east
a reasonable amount of money for their groceries. So with those
unfortunate people we should consider them very seriously, and we
should addresstheir concerns as soon as possible beforeit’ stoo late.

I remember that we increased the AISH payment after so many
years, and after that there was no review. Those people — | mean,
everything, all the prices have gone up. How are they going to
survive? If wedon't take seriously those people who don’t earn too
much money, that problem becomes socially very serious, and those
peoplewill go on the street and will try to earn easy money in away
that society doesn’t expect. So before we are too late, we should
seriously consider and addressthisissue.

3:10

The last time | questioned the Solicitor General and Minister of
Public Security, he said that the crimerate in Albertaisreducing. |
don’t believe that. 1'm sure there are lots of other people sitting in
thisHouse. . .

Some Hon. Members: | don't believeit.

Mr. Agnihotri: You don’t believe it. You see, Mr. Spesker, this
issue speaksfor itself. 1t'sabig, big problemin Alberta. Not only
in Edmonton, not only in Calgary, not only in Grande Prairie but all
over. It's even growing in rura areas. So we need some more
police officers and staff to make sure that our children, our parents,
especidly seniors, walk freely during the nighttime. | tell you
personally that it’s very dangerous to even walk on the streets after
9 o'clock in some areas, and it’s getting worse. So before it’s too
late, | think we should give this sector alittle bit more priority.

Environment is a big issue. Yes, I'm glad that government has
started taking an interest in environmental issues. But let’s see,
anyway. | don’t want to discuss thisissue right now because we are
dealing with another bill. | will address that issue when we deal
with that.

The problem, Mr. Speaker, is that this government is throwing
money at the problems. They keep on throwing money at the
problems. Still they don’t have long-term, sustainable policies.
They started forming some committees. Maybe they want some
input from opposition parties, which is agood thing because we are
all elected to servethe best interests of Albertans, right? But | don’t
know why they didn’t have those plans for along, long time. We
alwaysget thelip service. If they had proper sustainable policies 25
years ago — for example, I’m sure with the money that this govern-
ment received from the nonrenewabl e resources, we could have so
much, a huge amount of money.

At least, if you see the Alberta Liberas' plan, even the 15-year
plan, if we had that plan, we could have savings of about $120
billion —$120 billion—in our heritage fund. That meansthat out of
$120 hillion if we calculate at today’s rate of interest, $7 billion
interest would have come out of that money. We could have used

that money in the general revenue. We could havethe best universi-
tiesin the world. We could have the best hospitals. We wouldn’t
have along waiting time in the hospitals or have to sit two hours,
three hoursin the surgery. Whenever | go and see my doctor, | have
to wait there for two, three hours, and the doctor always says: “ Just
tell me oneproblem. If you want to talk about the second one, come
next time.” [interjections] This is true. Maybe you get preference
that we don’t.

One time, Mr. Speaker, one of my good friends, a doctor, said,
“You know, | can look after this.” | said: “Doctor, | respect that. |
don't want preference, okay?’ Everybody should be equal. Yes.
It'strue.

The Speaker: Unfortunately, hon. member, | regret to inform you
that the time for this segment has now expired.

We do have five minutes, though, for questions and comments if
an hon. member would like to participate under the standing order.
Thehon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford on thisQ and C section.

Mr.R. Miller: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | would just liketo ask the
hon. member if he might be able to share with us alittle more about
his comments regarding his visit to a doctor and having to book a
second appointment if he has a second issue he wishes to discuss.
Thisis a very serious issue. | heard members on the other side
indicating that he should just get another doctor. Well, I've had
constituents come.. . .

The Speaker: Please, hon. member. No. | accept that it may be a
serious thing, but right now we're debating second reading of a
supplementary supply bill. What this has to do with service by
individual doctors is beyond my comprehension. There has to be
some degree of relevancy with respect to it.

Perhaps, hon. Member for Edmonton-Beverly-Clareview, you
wanted to participate in the Q and C section?

Mr. Martin: No.

The Speaker: Okay.
The hon. Member for Calgary-Bow on the Q and C section.

MsDelL ong: Yes. Thank you. | waslistening to my hon. colleague,
and there were some interesting things that you did say during the
beginning of your speech which | think are valid questions — okay?
— but | would suggest that you should also be providing valid
answers. What you were questioning was the amount of money that
we were spending and that we were asking for more money for
particular, specific items. Now, which of those particular, specific
items do you think we should not be spending money on? Y ou aso
made reference to us generally spending more money, so could you
please specify what things you would like to cut, where we should
be spending |ess money?

The Speaker: Hon. member, if you wish, proceed.

Mr. Agnihotri: Thank you very much. | appreciate your question.
You know, | don't mind spending. | aready said that spending
money on the programs is not a bad idea. | was talking about the
priorities. In my constituency we have different priorities, and |
want to make sure that | raise my voice for the people who elected
me.

Inthishill you' re asking for $393,516,000, the total amount, and
on health care $147 million. | want to make sure that if we are
sanctioning $147 million on health care —it's a huge amount — that
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at least we will be able to, you know, reduce the waiting time,
increase the number of doctors, staff, beds. That's what | mean.
Yes, | was talking about, you know, going out of the way because
every time the government introduces the budget — make sure they
calculate everything. Not second time, third time, fourthtime. They
keep on repeating the same things again and again, again and again.
That's abig problem for me, and thisis not acceptableto me. This
is not acceptable to all Albertans who are listening here today.
Thank you.

The Speaker: Additiona members to participate in the Q and C
section?

Then that being the case, we'll now call on the hon. Member for
Edmonton-Beverly-Clareview, then followed by the hon. Member
for Calgary-Mountain View, thehon. Member for St. Albert, and the
hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar. But if there are additional
members of another side that want to participate, we'll insert them
in.

Right now the hon. Member for Edmonton-Beverly-Clareview.
3:20

Mr. Martin: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. | do want to make a
few brief comments about the supplementary estimates. It's more
to do with the process, but there are a couple of things | do want to
go over.

[Mr. Shariff in the chair]

We've had this debate in the Legidature, and | hope that this
particular debate will be fast coming to an end. |In the past we've
dealt with budgetsin March that really didn’t mean anything. We'd
pass the budget, and then in June we' d have more money, and inthe
summer we'd have more money, so nobody took the particular
budget very serioudly. | doubt that the cabinet ministersdid because
they could come back and say: well, | need more money.

Now, supplementary estimates were never meant to be part of the
ongoing budgeting of the government, Mr. Speaker. I’vementioned
this before. When | was first in this Legidature, they were set for
what we'd call genuine emergencies; you know, forest fires or, |
supposg, if there’ s a pandemic or something like this. Nobody can
predict that, so that’s why you need supplementary estimates. But
under the previous regime, if | could put it that way, they became
just part of the ongoing way we did business: bring a budget in in
March, passit in June, and then immediately it would be outdated
because we' d have to have more spending.

Now, | think — I hope that I’ m correct in this— that as we change
and go to fixed election dates, my understanding isthat we would be
dealing with the budget a week or two after the Speech from the
Throne, which is basically the way it used to be. If that’s the case,
Mr. Speaker, we really should not have abig need in the future for
huge amounts of supplementary spending. | hope that’sthe case. |
think that puts onus on the government, then, to berealisticin terms
of the budget, to put some work into it because they shouldn’t be
coming back asking for millions of dollars— hundreds of millions of
dollars in the past — for extra spending. They have to be more
realistic iswhat I’ m saying.

Mr. Speaker, it just goes to show with the supplementary esti-
mates. Health and Wellness: | know wherethat is. Probably it was
needed because we're in a crisis situation, as we are in so many
other areas, for the doctors' settlement just recently. But surely we
could have projected that we would need something like this way
back when.

Municipal AffarsandHousing. Well, | cantell you, Mr. Speaker,

having listened to Albertans, that thisis also another crisis, and this
amount of money here is not realy going to solve the problem.
Now, we'll obviously have to wait until we see what the budget
brings forward. We'll be watching it very closely.

But | guess| say to the President of the Treasury Board and the
Treasurer that | hope that we've come to an end of thisideathat a
budget that’s passed in June is outdated. That's an unacceptable
way to run the peopl€’ sbusiness. There' sabsolutely no doubt about
that. | understand that for this particular time we do need supple-
mentary estimates, and there might be times down the way where
emergencies come up that we may need it. But hopefully the
budgeting process changes to the point that people are redlistic,
knowing that they can’t just come back. | think that’sthejob of the
two honourabl e gentlemen acrossthere, to make sure that budgeting
isredlistic in the future and we're not passing, as| say, hundreds of
millions of dollars after the budget is passed. That’s unacceptable.
It's not transparent. It's not open. It's inefficient, and it wastes
money, Mr. Speaker.

So we will look forward in the future to this next budget. We'll
certainly look forward to the next two budgets to see how this
process works.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

TheActing Speaker: Under Standing Order 29(2)(a), any questions
or comments?
The hon. Minister of Environment.

Mr. Renner: Mr. Speaker, I'd liketo moveto adjourn debate on this
bill at thistime.

[Motion to adjourn debate carried]

Bill 25
Appropriation (Interim Supply) Act, 2007

The Acting Speaker: The hon. President of the Treasury Board.

Mr. Snelgrove: Thank you, again, Mr. Speaker. | now riseto move
second reading of Bill 25, the Appropriation (Interim Supply) Act,
2007.

Interim supply estimates provide funding authorization until the
new budget is approved. These interim supply estimates will
provide the spending authority to government from April 1 to July
1, 2007. Approva of the interim supply estimates pending the
approval of budget is not unusua for government. It is required
whenever spending authority is required to bridge the gap between
the last fiscal year and passage of a new budget. Interim supply
estimates are higher this year than previously because the new
budget is being introduced and debated later than usual.

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

Mr. R. Miller: Thank you very much, Mr. Spesker. It's my
pleasuretorisethisafternoon and speak in second reading to Bill 25,
the Appropriation (Interim Supply) Act, 2007. Let mejust start off
by saying that | hopethat thisisthe last timel will ever havetorise
and speak to an interim supply act.

Asmost members of thisHouse know, Mr. Speaker, therearenew
rules contained in the House leaders’ agreement, which, hopefully,
will be coming to this Assembly for its approval sometime in the
near future, which would establish a set sitting date, every year in
February for this Assembly to meet, and a set date by which the
budget would have to be brought down. My understanding and
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sincere hopeisthat thisHouse will adopt thoserules. If, in fact, we
do, in al likelihood the budget would always be passed in advance
of the end of the fiscal year; therefore, we would never again find
ourselves in a situation where we' re being asked to approve nearly
$10 billion without any real solid explanation as to where or how
that money isgoing to be expended other than to say that it’' sneeded
for the operation of the government until the budget is passed.

| expressed last week when we discussed this interim supply in
committee that thisis, perhaps, the most frustrating exercise for an
opposition MLA. | think, probably, there are several government
MLAs who feel the same way, that it's aimost like writing a blank
cheque. | used the analogy of your teenager coming and asking for
an advance on their allowance and not wanting to tell you what
they'regoing to useit for. | don’t think that thisisreally that much
different.

So, as | say, my hope s, certainly, that the House will adopt the
House leaders’ agreement, that we will find ourselvesin asituation
where henceforth we will always know when the budget will be
introduced, and it will always be passed in advance of afisca year
end, and we won’'t have to have interim supply bills in front of us
anymore.

I would like to expand on those comments just a little bit by
saying that the President of the Treasury Board indicated that it is
not uncommon for governmentsto do this. | think what he meant to
say wasthat it is not uncommon for this government to do this. I've
done some research, and there are many examples of governments
that do not routinely use interim supply or other terminology that
would be similar. So, yes, indeed, it happens with regularity in
Alberta. It doesn’t have to happen.

Let’sjust be mindful of the fact, Mr. Speaker, that the members
opposite and their political party are in complete control of the
agenda. They're in complete control. They're at hobody’s mercy
when it comes to when thisHouse sits. They had completejurisdic-
tion over when their leadership race would take place, they had
complete jurisdiction over when a new Premier and a new cabinet
would be named, they had absolutely complete jurisdiction over
when thisHousewould be call ed back to sit, and they have complete
jurisdiction over when abudget will beintroduced. So the fact that
we' re not seeing abudget introduced until 19 days after afiscal year
ends and that that budget may not be passed until well into the
month of May or perhaps even June, thisisnobody’s fault but their
own. Thisisentirely foreseeable. Thiswas entirely avoidable.

The fact that we're here today voting on $10 hillion in interim
supply without really knowing what we' re granting that money for
could have been avoided. It does not have to have been the case
whatsoever. The members opposite and their leadership and their
political party, that wing of them, haveto take full responsibility for
the fact that we' re even here debating this today.

With those comments, Mr. Speaker, 1" d be happy to cede thefloor
to other colleagues who may wish to comment aswell. Thank you.

3:30

The Acting Speaker: Any others? The hon. Member for
Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. You'll have
to forgive me, but | must seek direction. We are still on Bill 20?

The Acting Speaker: We are dealing with Bill 25, Appropriation
(Interim Supply) Act, 2007. The other one was adjourned.

Mr. MacDonald: The other one was adjourned.

The Acting Speaker: We'll get back toit.

Mr. MacDonald: Okay.

Mr. Speaker, it'sapleasure to get an opportunity to speak on Bill
25. | was certainly anxious to speak on Bill 20. | have some
concerns in regard to Bill 20 and, of course, the Auditor General’s
report on, being specific, how the CAIS program is currently
administered and managed and how the Auditor General would like
to see improvements made on that. Hopefully, I'll get an opportu-
nity to discuss that with Bill 20.

Certainly, concerning Bill 25, interim supply, we seealong list of
allotments to various departments. At this time my first question
would be in regard to the office of the Chief Electoral Officer and
the $2.1 million that we' re all ocating here to be spent between now
and July. | would liketo ask: exactly how much money in total will
we be spending in that department this year? |s this money being
used to prepare for an early snap election after the April 19 budget?
Now, the hon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford was talking about
the budget in April, but is that part of the plan of this government?

An Hon. Member: Absolutely.

Mr.MacDonald: Absolutely. Well, I'm glad to seethat they’ vegot
a plan of something, Mr. Speaker. It's evident that they have an
absence of plans with other directives.

An Hon. Member: Order your signs.

Mr. MacDonald: Order my signs? I’ve got them stored out in the
country, and they're ready to go.

The Acting Speaker: Hon. members, the Member for Edmonton-
Gold Bar hasthefloor. The chair will be happy to recognize anyone
who wishes to participate in the debate, but currently the Member
for Edmonton-Gold Bar has the floor. Y ou may proceed.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | look forward with
interest to a response from the hon. members across the way in
regard to the budget on April 19 and the fact that they seem to be
generously funding between now and July the office of the Chief
Electoral Officer. WE'll just see what happens here.

Now, certainly, we look through thisand thelong list of expendi-
tures between now and July, and it’ sasignificant amount of money.
We almost seem to be cavalier, we almost seem to be casua about
spending money in this Legidative Assembly, and it concerns me.
There seems to be an unlimited supply of money. Thisisagovern-
ment, I’ m sorry, that treats the Treasury like a credit card without a
limit, and we have to be very, very careful.

| know that the hon. President of the Treasury Board is fiscally
responsible. | know that. He has proven that to me in the past. |
think it would beinteresting, Mr. Speaker, to be at a Treasury Board
meeting to see how al this plays out. I'm sure there are many
members who want to see this budget increase significantly, and
there are those that want somefiscal restraint. | think that in light of
the fact that we' ve been operating without a plan for so long and
we' ve seen the budget increase so dramatically, caution needs to be
exercised. | redize there are all these spending requirements.
Certainly, we have the money to deal with them.

There are the little things that concern me with this government.
For instance, I'm looking at the government’s executive fleet
operations, and this was a document that was tabled as Sessional
Paper 525/2006. We don't seem to mind spending money on
ourselves, and this is a reflection and a comment on this current
government. Y ou look at thelong list of individualswho enjoy acar
from the executive fleet. They'redl listed here alphabeticaly.
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Mr. Flaherty: How many are out there?

Mr. MacDonald: | don’t know, hon. member, how many there are.
| know there' sadeal signed with aleasing company that still doesn’t
make economic senseto me.

I look at this, and | see Murray Smith, Alberta srepresentativein
Washington, DC. The unit description is a 2006 Subaru Tribeca.
Now, I’ve never heard of this model.

Mr. Flaherty: Very expensive.

Mr. MacDonald: Very expensive? It's$42,000 to the government,
and it’s gtill worth 40 grand. Now, why do we need to supply this
individual with acar at taxpayers expense in Washington? | know
there's a handsome salary involved with that job. | know there are
expenses. Last year at this time | asked in debate: does this
individual havean digibility for agovernment pension? | wasnever
given a direct answer about that. This former member of the
Assembly seems to be doing very well. Oddly enough, heis, like
the current Premier, a former member of the Deep Six, who were
very concerned at onetime about excessive government expenditure
and wasted money.

At the same time that members of this side of the Assembly are
asking for increasesin support paymentsfor clientsof AISH, clients
of social services, anincreasein the Albertaseniors' benefits, these
increases don’'t seem to happen. [interjection] Now, the hon.
Minister of Energy says that that’s good, | think, but | would have
to disagree with him because as the cost of living increases, those
individualsthat | spoke about arereceiving less and | ess because of,
unfortunately, inflation eroding away their disposable income.

Inflation certainly has increased, hon. member, and one of the
reasons why inflation hasincreased and these people have so much
less money is because of the high cost of electricity. Electricity
costs have reduced their disposable income because many of those
individuals pay apower bill. | know that may be adifficult concept
for the hon. minister to grasp, but some people have difficulty at the
end of the month paying their power bill because of electricity
deregulation. They get nervouswhenever they open the bill because
it'sabig bill. Thisgovernment made a big promise, that deregula-
tion would reduce the cost of eectricity, but unfortunately that
hasn’t happened.

There are groups, there are individuals who certainly need this
government to be kind, to be generous because they themselves
cannot for one reason or another look after themselves, but | think
Murray Smith is quite capable of looking after himself and his own
financial interests. It just amazes me that we are so generous with
party insiders, former members of this Assembly, yet with other
people we're not so generous. In fact, we' re mean. Whether this
government is going to change or not, | don’t know, but I'm
disappointed in this government. | think you can do better, and |
think we can spend our money more wisely.

Whenever welook at Bill 25 and we see the amount that’ s going
into the Hedth and Wellness budget, we see Infrastructure and
Transportation, we see Finance, we see Energy, and we see Educa-
tion, certainly these are al important and very vital portfolios, and
they need to be funded. They need to be funded so that the manag-
ers of those departments can budget. We need to ensure that the
civil servants are paid. We need to ensure that we can attract more
civil servants because certainly as the civil service gets up therein
years, we need to attract younger people into the civil service.

3:40
Now, with that, Mr. Speaker, | think | will conclude my remarks

on Bill 25. Again, | would urge all hon. members of this Assembly
to exercise caution. Let's be careful, let’s spend the money where
itisneeded, and let’sjust look at some of the excesses. | consider
our political appointee in Washington, the fact that we are looking
after hiswhedls, to bean excess. It' sexcessive, it’ sunfortunate, and
it's unacceptable.

Thank you.

TheActing Speaker: Under Standing Order 29(2)(a) any comments
or questions?

Any other speakers?

The hon. President of the Treasury Board to close debate?

Hon. Members. Question.
[Motion carried; Bill 25 read a second time]

Bill 20
Appropriation (Supplementary Supply) Act, 2007
(continued)

[Adjourned debate March 20: Mr. Renner]
The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. | appreciate
thisopportunity to speak on Bill 20, the Appropriation (Supplemen-
tary Supply) Act, 2007. | will be very direct in my remarks.

| would like to discuss the $50 million alotment to the CAIS
program. Certainly, in my travelslast fall | heard the CAIS program
referred to, and this was in southern Alberta, south of where the
current Minister of Agriculture and Food operates his farm. South
of there the farmers | talked to sort of fondly referred to CAIS as
chartered accountants' incomesupport. After | read thearticleinthe
Edmonton Sun the other day regarding the amount that had been
collected by the hon. minister of municipal affairs in CAIS pay-
ments, he and his family certainly have a very able accountant.
Now, | had thought at one time that the minister would share his
detailed knowledge of the CAIS application form with all farmers
across the province, but it turns out that the farmers have to contact
the hon. minister’ s accountant.

Now, the CAIS program is certainly going to change. This
government’ s federal cousins seem to be determined to eliminateit.
| was quite surprised to be watching CPAC last fall whenever the
Canadian Wheat Board debate was on, and during question period
the federal minister of agriculture stated that there would be
fundamental changes, that the CAIS program was not working asit
had been designed, | believe.

Now, we find here a $50 million expenditure for the CAIS
program. There have been, certainly, issueswith the CAIS program
in the past. This government was very anxious to get support
paymentsout in 2004. Inthat year, of course, we had the significant
overpayments, which put many farmersin a great deal of financial
difficulty, and they are being gradually returned. There were some
changes made last year to the CAIS program to make those returns
easier.

When we consider this $50 million amount, we should also look
again at the annual report of the Auditor General of Alberta. Thisis
volume 2. The Auditor Genera and his staff have been very busy in
the last year. | don’t know if this is a reflection on the lack of
planning by this government, but there has been, of course, his
annual report, which came out last November, | believe. We dso
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have the supplementary reports on AADAC, aboriginal affairs,
Infrastructure and Transportation, Lakeland College's contracting
practices, postsecondary institutionslike Grant MacEwan and others
with computer control problems and contracting practices, and the
agriculture, food, and rural devel opment expense accounts and what
should go on there.

Specificaly, the Auditor General and his staff also spent some
time on the CAIS program, and thisis not the first timethat this has
happened, Mr. Speaker. Inthe 2004-05 annual report, page 120, the
Auditor General recommended that

the Agriculture Financial Services Corporation improve controls

over the administration of the Canadian Agricultural Income

Stabilization program by:
documenting its policies and procedures,
strengthening its claim verification procedures,

« maintaining sufficient documentation on file,

« developing criteriafor waiving the application of the structural
change,
developing criteria to identify high-risk participants —

| guessthat wouldn’t include the hon. minister of municipal affairs
—and

« testing spreadsheets before implementing them.

Now, that was two years ago, hon. members, and as far as the
Auditor General is concerned, this government is making, as we
debate this $50 million expenditure, satisfactory progress.

The current audit findingsindicate that there should be“improve-
ment in CAIS interna controls.” Now, the corporation, as |
understand it, made a number of internal control improvements to
the administration of CAIS, including

« documenting and implementing CAIS policies and
procedures . . .
creating a Program Cross Compliance and Investigations unit to
establish criteriato identify high-risk participants,

« working with the Department to access complete BSE informa-
tion,

among others. This has been done. CAIS controls have improved,
and I’'m pleased to note that, but “some deficiencies continue to
exist.”

The Auditor General’s staff found that

program documentation and data entry improved; however, the

following control deficiencies persist:

+ reasonability tests — in 6 of the 40 claims [that the Auditor
General’s staff] examined, the Corporation did not explain
variances from the reasonability tests that exceeded thresholds
or the reasonability test was not completed at all;
documentation trails — for 2 of the 40 claims, we were unable to
assess how the Corporation determined certain amounts used in
the calculation;

« use of spreadsheets — the Corporation has not defined the
spreadsheets that must be tested — before use.

Yet as we sit quietly in here this afternoon contemplating an
additional $50 million to this program, | think we should heed the
deficiencies that have been outlined here by the Auditor General.

3:50

Now, the Auditor Genera’s report aso indicates. “Control
wesknesses to be improved in new CAIS computer application.”
There are a lot of problems, | understand, in the Department of
Agriculture and Food with computers and access to computers and
whatnot, and that is reflected in other parts of this report. But this
iswhat the Auditor General had to say.

The Corporation will rectify two control weaknesses by implement-
ing the new CAIS computer application system, which will be used
to process claims from 2005 and later. System controls to be
implemented and improved include:
reasonability test reporting on claim verification results,
sharing common information between the CAIS, insurance and

lending computer application systems to assist with claim
verification.

Now what remains. The Auditor General indicates that

to finish implementing this recommendeation, the Corporation needs

to:

« implement and comply with the policies and procedures,
including improving the documentation of reasonability test
variances and calculation amounts,

« implement the new CAIS computer application system,

« develop criteria for identifying high-risk CAIS participants,
[and]
test spreadsheets used to caculate payments — before using
them.

If these spreadsheets had been tested in the past, maybe farmers
wouldn’t be stung with this $80 million overpayment that they have
to wrestle with in their annual budgets.

That iswhat the Auditor Genera has brought up, and | would be
interested to hear from the Minister of Agriculture and Food. Mr.
Speaker, | can’'t help but want to say “and rural development” as
well. It amazes me that this government would remove rural
development from the ag portfolio. I'm not satisfied with that. |
know that there was a lot of confusion in December when the
government was reorganized, but to find thisover in Ell, | just don’t
understand it. The hon. minister made referenceto thisthismorning
when he spoke at the AAMD and C, but | wasn't satisfied with his
response. The $100 million rural development fund — | think
devel opment belongsin thedepartment, not over in Ell. There sstill
confusion over how al that worked. Some staff were put over in Ell
and then moved back. Others didn’t know which way they should
go.

Mr. Speaker, | think that before we go any further with this $50
million request, we should hear from the minister, and he should
explain what is being done to ensure that the Auditor General’s
recommendationsand concernsare being dealt with beforeany more
money from the CAIS program goes through the system and is
alocated to farmers. Hopefully, the farmers will not be asked by
this government for that money back because of an error in calculat-
ing the payment.

Thank you.

The Acting Speaker: Standing Order 29(2)(a). Any comments or
questions? Hon. minister of agriculture, do you have a question, or
were you wanting to speak?

Mr. Groeneveld: | want to make a comment which is probably
going to hopefully answer some of the hon. member’s questions.
However, I've got to scat out of here in a few minutes to take a
phone call from the federal minister of agriculture. Maybe he'sgot
adirect pipelinethrough thisinefficient computer systemand knows
exactly your questions and he' s going to answer them that quickly.
I’'m not sure. At any rate, | don't think 1’m probably going to get
through this before you want to cut me off.

Some Hon. Members: Try. Try.

Mr. Groeneveld: Okay. Just a couple comments, and | will give
you somewritten answersif | haveto leaveand | can’t get thisdone.

I’'m really quite upset with your opening statements implicating
theminister of municipal affairsand this CAIS program. | think that
was totally inappropriate, and as you'd like to say to me, | think
probably you owe the man an apology. | think you were implying
that he made some false claims. I’m not sure, but | don’t think . . .

Mr. MacDonald: No. Point of order.
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The Acting Speaker: Hon. members, this is comments and
questions. Thisisabrief five minutes back and forth.

Mr. MacDonald: A point of order.

TheActing Speaker: A point of order on comments and questions?
Okay. Go ahead.

Point of Order
Allegations against a M ember

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To the hon. minister of
agriculture: 1 did not say anything like that, and | would ask him to
withdraw that. | just pointed out the facts, and the facts are in the
report of selected paymentsto Membersand former Members of the
Legidative Assembly and personsdirectly associated with Members
of the Legislative Assembly, and thisisfor theyear ended March 31,
2006. | would now ask him to withdraw that allegation.
Thank you.

The Acting Speaker: Hon. members, people have been around in
this Assembly for avery, very long time. When you rise on a point
of order, the chair reguires a citation. There was no citation, so |
hope that what the Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar has done is
clarify his statements.

Hon. Minister of Agriculture and Food, if you would like to
continue your comments, you may proceed now.

Debate Continued

Mr. Groeneveld: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Just to touch on afew
quickly. About the $50,000. . .

Mr. MacDonald: Fifty million dollars.

Mr. Groeneveld: I'm sorry. Fifty million dollars. Point of order,
yeah. Okay. Let'sgetit straight.

Mr. MacDonald: It'salot of money.

Mr.Groeneveld: Yes,itisalot of money. However, probably what
the hon. member doesn't realize is that the ag department — and
basically thisall comesback from CAIS becausethe programwasn’t
used — lapsed just about $290 million in the third quarter this year.

An Hon. M ember: How much?

Mr. Groeneveld: It was$290 million, give or take afew dollarsand
cents.

The Acting Speaker: Hon. minister, this is supposed to be brief
comments and questions. I'll ask the Member for Edmonton-Gold
Bar if he wants to respond.

Mr. MacDonald: Just briefly, and | appreciate that, Mr. Spesker.
This gets back to my opening remarks in regard to the cavalier
attitude that this government has. There'sabig difference between
$50,000 and $50 million, and we' ve always got to be mindful of that
in this House.

Thank you.

The Acting Speaker: Any other comments or questions? The
Minister for Agriculture and Food.

Mr. Groeneveld: | will withdraw the $50,000 — I'm sorry; it was
adlip of the tongue —if that will satisfy the member.

An Hon. Member: A typo.

Mr. Groeneveld: A typo. Right.

So the nature of the beast is how we work. The $50 million sits
in here, and as | think the hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar, |
believe, mentioned, it isin what we call adisaster fund areato keep
the reference margin pilot project aive for the farmers. So what it
doesis keep their premiums down. It will make them more eligible
to collect out of the CAIS program.

The computers: I'll quickly touch on that. That has absolutely
nothing to do in this world with CAIS overpayments. That was
estimatesto get themoney out quickly. That wasthrough thefedera
system. When the people applied, they were warned that this could
happen, and when they received the money, they were also warned
that this could happen.

The Acting Speaker: Hon. members, the time alocated for
questions and comments has now lapsed. Any other speakers?
The hon. president to close debate?

Mr. Snelgrove: Question.
[Motion carried; Bill 20 read a second time]

4:00 Bill 3
Climate Change and Emissions M anagement
Amendment Act, 2007

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Minister of Environment.

Mr. Renner: Thank you, Mr. Spesker. It's my pleasure to rise
today to move second reading of Bill 3, Climate Change and
Emissions Management Amendment Act, 2007.

Mr. Speaker, there are a number of points that I'd like to make
respecting this bill, not the least of which is the pride with which |
come forward introducing the first bill of its kind in Canada that
establishes legidated greenhouse gas emission reductions targets.
| want to at the outset talk just alittle bit about this whole issue of
intensity versus hard caps because | think that there's been much
discussion in the public about how intensity will or will not lead to
real reductions. | think that there are some who, maybe, don't
understand how the intensity targets are reflective of the whole
picture as opposed to the individual facilitiesthat are covered under
this act.

On a number of occasions I’ ve indicated that there are approxi-
mately 100 facilities— actually there are about 104 or something like
that — that are affected directly by this act. Mr. Speaker, what's
important to note is that each of those 100 facilities will be affected
by this requirement in avery significant way. They will be required
toreducetheir emissionshby 12 per cent, and someonewill say: well,
aha, seeit’sintensity; it's not emissions.

Thething that we have to keep in mind when we' re talking about
one individual plant is that we've aready established what their
targets are. We already know what their emissions are through the
mandatory recording. We know what their production has been over
that same period of time. So we have an enumerator, we have a
denominator, and we know what their intensity has been over that
period of time. They arerequired to reduce that intensity, so simply
reducing, turning down the production, won't do it because,
presumably, if the technology hasn't changed, the same degree of
CO, emissions will still come into play.
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What intensity means is that from a global perspective we're not
going to restrict them from expanding their facility, nor arewe going
to restrict someone else from opening a new facility. In fact, many
of these facilities are under construction as we speak. What we are
going to do is make it abundantly clear to industry that this govern-
ment is taking climate change very seriously and that we expect
them to begin the implementation of the necessary technology so
that they can reduce their emissions by 12 per cent.

That’ s the essence of what this bill isall about. The 12 per cent,
by the way, Mr. Speaker, is actualy in the regulations that | tabled
in conjunction with the bill. The bill itself puts the framework in
placefor regulationsto set that target. So, asaresult, astechnology
advances and as the implementation of that technology advances, it
allowsus someflexibility to changethetargetsto amore appropriate
level over a period of time as it becomes clear that there may be
opportunities for further reductions.

The other important thing to note is that the bill comesinto force
onJuly 1. Clearly, thereislittlelikelihood that all of the industrial
emitters will be able to change their production and install the
necessary equipment or even find the necessary equipment so that
they can meet thetarget by July 1. The government knows full well
that in the vast majority of cases the options available to these
industrial emitters will be severely limited, and most will be
contributing to the technology fund that’s provided for in the
legislation.

That allows us to do a couple of things though, Mr. Speaker. It
allows us to ensure that the dollars that are contributed to that
technology fund remain in Alberta, that those dollars are committed
to dealing with the necessary research, science, and technology so
that we can see the development of some extremely promising
science, that isjust realy on the cusp of reality, that will allow usin
asignificant way to manage CO, production over time. It will also
makeit clear to the public and to industry again that the government
is serious.

Let’srolethe clock ahead and consider what the ramifications are.
Wewon't have thefinal reconciliation done until sometimein early
2008, and that'Il be for a six-month period. Some have suggested
that we should have this effective January 1, 2008. Well, that being
the case, then we don't do the reconciliation and have the initial
impact until well into 2009. Frankly, Mr. Speaker, | think the public
has made it abundantly clear that they expect this government to
take action sooner than that. They expect to see the results of that
action sooner than that, and that’ sthe reason why the July 1 datewas
chosen.

The other point that | would like to make is that these 100
facilities represent about 70 per cent of the total industrial green-
house emissions in the province. While this is a relatively small
number of industrial emitters, they form avery significant portion of
the greenhouse gas emissionsin Alberta. So if we deal with thisin
ameaningful way, if we encourage the technology that needs to be
in play so that we can indeed deal with the management of CO, and
greenhouse gases, we have an opportunity to make a significant
advancement on the climate changefile.

That’s not to say that thisisthe end of the government’ s commit-
ment. As members well know, we have begun, as a matter of fact,
an extensive consultation with Albertans to discuss the future of
climate change and how we should be devel oping a climate change
policy that not only dealswith these 100 industrial emitters but also
deals on a go-forward basis with the rest of us in our places in
society that drive cars, heat our homes, drive trucks, and transport
material acrossthe province. Thereare, | think, ample opportunities
for usto engage in adiscussion with Albertans on how the govern-
ment can continue to lead the charge and ensure that we are doing

everything that we possibly can to deal with issues related to
greenhouse gas emissions.

The other point that | would like to make, Mr. Spesker, is that
much of this bill deals with the administrative authority that allows
usto havethelegislative authority and ability to actually enforcethe
standards. Rather than reinventing the wheel, the procedure that’s
used to a very, very large extent, with the exception of one or two
words here or there that are appropriately changed, mirrors the
legislative compliance mechanisms that we have in the other
legidation that is the responsibility of Alberta environmental
protection. So what we have done is create new legidation,
recognizing that we need to have the same kind of compliance
mechanisms to deal with greenhouse gases that we already havein
place to deal with both particulate emissions when it comes to air
standards and water standards and, in fact, contaminated land.

4:10

Frankly, I’'mvery excited, very proud to be standing here debating
this legislation, the first of its kind in Canada. | encourage all
members to support this legidation so we can get on with it, have
thislegidation passed and the necessary regulationsin place so that
we can meet that July 1 line in the sand that we've drawn for
ourselves.

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Mountain
View.

Dr. Swann: Well, thank you, Mr. Spesker. It's an honour to speak
to Bill 3, Climate Change and Emissions Management Amendment
Act, 2007. The minister has rightly indicated that the government
of Alberta wants to lead the charge. Unfortunately, they are way
behind the parade and appear to be scrambling to catch up to both
the science that has been there for decades calling for action and the
public who are increasingly vocal, anxious, and angry that this
government has been kowtowing to industry and other interests
ahead of the long-term future of Albertans and our ethical responsi-
bility on the planet.

A couple of comments in preamble. The timing of this is
interesting when, clearly, thisis an issue that affects all provinces
and the national government is coming forward in the next weeks
withaplan. Soit’sinteresting that this government choosesto rush
ahead of the federal government and put out something, anything it
seems, that will give the impression of action when the federal
position is the one that is going to take the lead and to which we
must align ourselves and find some common ground and work
together, not only that but, of course, the international community
which we have already made a commitment to through the Kyoto
protocol.

Other comments would have to do, | think, with just setting the
stage for where this particular policy or bill fits into the whole
picture of action on climate change. We talk about two general
areas, Mr. Speaker. One is mitigation, or reducing the emissions.
Clearly, that has to be a priority. But the second whole area of
action has to be adaptation. That would address more the issues of
how are we going to deal with drought, how are we going to deal
with extreme weather events, new emerging infectious diseases,
flooding, increased forest fires. We are paying millions of dollars
every day now as aresult of our inaction on climate changein this
province and this country and acrosstheworld. Sotoimply that we
are taking leadership is far from the truth when we as public are
paying for the results not only of these weather events that are
occurring at an increasing rate and the droughts that are increasing,
but we are also paying the health costs which industry isimposing
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ondl of usasaresult of the declinein air quality and theimpactson
human health.

The second thing, | guess, that | want to emphasizeisthat thisfits
into the context of a global commitment to ethical action and
leadership. Clearly, we need to fit in with other countries' and, in
particular, our federal government’s initiatives. The public are
looking for leadership. They have been calling for leadership over
the past decade, and what they have gotten is misinformation and
deliberate avoidance of governance, which is to do the science, to
assess the impacts, to make a cost-benefit analysis of the options,
and to look seriously at what it’ s going to take to actually do our job
as government and act in the public interest.

I’m sorry, Mr. Spesker, gross domestic product and jobs are not
the sole measure of publicinterest. Thisisacontinued problemwith
the way this government looks at and measures public interest.
We're looking at questions of sustainable survival. We'relooking
atliveslogt, livelihoodsgone, flooding, and seriousconseguenceson
the prairies of drought and food production problems.

Again, | guess that | would have to emphasize, especialy in
Alberta, the great concern that Albertans have over water and the
loss of glaciers. Clearly, rainfall and precipitation are going to
change. We're going to have flooding in some areas and drought in
others. Therewereexpressionsfromthe Athabascaregion last night
from constituents who are very worried not only about the quantity
of water that’ s being taken out of the Athabasca but the quality asa
result of our inaction on some of these issues.

Finaly, Mr. Speaker, just as preamble, the whole question of
intensity targets as opposed to absolute reductions. | would like to
make an analogy of afamily where the father drives a 10-year-old
vehicleand getsabout fiveto 10 miles per gallon, and because of his
concern about improving the environment, he buys his son a small
compact car. The compact car actually gets 20 miles per gallon, and
he thinks he’ s doing something for climate change because he has
gotten a little more efficient car for his family to add to his own
emissions.

Another analogy might be adoctor who is dealing with asmoker.
He tells the smoker that he can increase his smoking as long as he
startsjogging. That will improve hishealth, asif thereisno need to
reduce and eliminate the smoking. So both anaogies are to try to
understand what we're doing when we talk about intensity rather
than absol utereduction. We' retalking about reducing the emissions
out of thisprovince. When are we going to see some action on that?
That' s what people are asking me.

| will say that the minister hasindicated that even in July thisyear
they're going to be demanding of industry $15 a tonne from those
large final emitters that emit over a hundred thousand tonnes per
year. That's progress. | mean, | have to admit that he's taking
leadership in the sense of getting paymentsand action by July of this
year and ensuring that that’ sgoing into afund that is going to invest
in some new technology, carbon capture and storage, which should
fundamentally, as a priority, go to coal-fired plants. They're the
ones that are producing most of the emissions here. We should not
be building a new coal-fired plant in this province without the
capacity. How isit that we've now just approved a new coal-fired
plant without that capacity —it's a mystery to me — if we're serious
about climate change?

The other limited feature of this bill is that if some companies
come on stream in 2000, they could wait nine years before they
actually have to implement any emissions reductions. That hardly
seems like strong leadership.

Again, it will be incremental increases in this province. If we
adhere to the present plan, we will see a 50 per cent reduction in
intensity, which means a 70 per cent increase in absolute emissions

in this province by 2020. Thisisnot leadership. Albertansarevery
concerned about thisissue, not to mention our peoplein the north of
the country and around the world. How isit that countries like the
U.K. and many in the European Union have already achieved Kyoto
targets at 6 per cent below 1990 levels?

Mr. Bonko: Because they had leadership.

Dr. Swann: Well, that’s the question. How isit that we can’t have
leadership in the richest, most technologically progressive country
in the world? Well, again, as | mentioned in the House before,
follow the money. We are addicted to the income from these
industriesjust as much asthe publicisaddicted to fossil fuelsfor all
of our activities. We have to al be part of that solution, and
fundamentally the peopleof Albertawant to see strongleadership on
thisissue. It has exceeded health carein interest and support in this
country, and we don’t see it being reflected in Bill 3.

4:20

A 2 per cent reduction annualy in intensity for these newer
emittersis hardly going to result in real progressin thisprovince. It
actually speaks to the whole question, | guess, of whether this
government isseriousabout smart growth, about sustainablegrowth,
about putting in place measures of sustainability as opposed to
simply using the word sustainable when it’s convenient, but where
they’ re actually going to measure what sustainability meansin terms
of preserving and protecting social, environmental, and economic
values.

I’ve talked about the vital difference between emission intensity
and absolute emissions, and | think it would be nice to hear the
minister spesk to that issue. | indeed would be hopeful that the
federal minister will be addressing the question of absolute reduc-
tions because that' s clearly where we have to go, with progressive
leadership on these. We have made commitments to the people of
Alberta, to the international community to take this very seriously.

It appears from other discussions that this government in Alberta
is not prepared to go further than thisin terms of what comes out of
thefederal government. That would be profoundly disappointing to
Albertans, if we're not willing to ramp up these guidelines and be
consistent with tougher guidelines if they do appear. | sincerely
hope that they do appear from the federal government in the next
couple of weeks. In a spirit of co-operation we need to work
together to solvethis.

[The Speaker in the chair]

In summary, Mr. Speaker, some of the key questions | have and
the reasons | can’'t support this bill are that there are no clear
absolute targets and timelines. The cost per tonne of $15 isway out
of line with the rest of the world, where they’ re paying $30 to $35
per tonne and sending a clear message to industry about the
importance of making the transition to cleaner technologies, to
energy efficiency, and to investment in renewables, that could be
doing a heck of alot more than they are today in providing our
energy needs in the province.

Weaso, | think, are being restricted in this bill to carbon trading
within the province, which is a restriction that is not helpful to
industry. That's not helpful to promote the interests of the whole
country and to create a more competitive environment, which
business appreciates.

From many of theindustry peoplethat have spoken to me, there's
clearly a need for more fixed targets for them to do their business
planning and to actually make a clear commitment within their
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business planning and new devel opments, to know whereto put their
investments and where it’ s not going to be fruitful. Thereisalack
of clarity and alack of consistency, and still many businesses and
industrial developments are unsure where to go with this bill.

Clearly this bill needs to be integrated with other aspects of our
land-use planning: agriculture, forests, and in particular water use
and urban development. | hope that there will be moreto comein
relation to harmonizing those.

Mr. Speaker, I'll leaveit there. Those are the key objections that
| have and that I'm hearing from my colleagues and citizens. I'll
look forward to further debate. Thank you.

The Speaker: Thehon. Member for Edmonton-Calder, followed by
the hon. Member for Edmonton-Decore. If other members would
like to participate, alittle note would help.

Mr. Eggen: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. | rise with a great deal
of interest to make my initial comments in regard to the proposed
Bill 3. Attheoutset | do want to express my appreciation to the hon.
minister for, | guess, bringing forward thisbill. Thisisanimportant
debate that we have to have here in the province of Alberta
Certainly, I'm hoping as well that in the spirit of co-operation it
gives us an opportunity to debate this issue specifically and the
larger issue of climate change and pollution and devel opment in this
province, to seek a productive end for all members of our province.

Indeed, thisissue of climate change has cometo afocuspoint, not
just in Alberta but around the world, | think probably at the very
least because people can now start to see the effects of climate
change with their own eyes. You know, this is a very powerful
teacher, Mr. Speaker, when you can actually see things happening
around you. Certainly, it is unsettling at best and potentialy
catastrophic at worst to watch the short-term effects of climate
change and to anticipate what the long-term effects are as well.

So with this first round here, Mr. Speaker, | would just like to
outline some of the, | guess, baselineinformation that | am drawing
from so that we have a clear idea of where | will be going with this
debate and with Bill 3 specifically. Hopefully, as| say, in the spirit
of the Legislature asit is set up here, we can come to some sort of
progressive conclusion with Bill 3 that will serve the purposes and
the interests of al Albertans.

First of al, it’simportant to recognize that Canada produces 2 per
cent of global GHG emissions, carbon emissions, but with only
representation of .5 per cent of the population of the planet.
According to avery recent study Albertais producing 40 per cent of
those emissions that Canada produces. So considering our smaller
population, this gives us a very high percentage of actual carbon
production. Infact, it meansthat Alberta, representing .005 per cent
of theworld population, produces almost 1 per cent of global GHG
emissions.

Y ou know, these same GHG emissionsrose 40 per cent from 1990
to 2005, to 234 million tonnes from 168 million tonnes. At a4 per
cent growth rate, which we easily meet and probably exceed,
Alberta's total carbon dioxide emissions will rise between 66 per
cent and 83 per cent above 1990 levelseven if intensity wasreduced
asthis Bill 3 might be suggesting. So really these statistics make it
clear that we are in fact one of the great centres of carbon dioxide
production and pollution on the entire planet Earth.

Why isit important to make some changes? Of course, we know
that global warming, which | would liketo introduce and keepinthe
forefront of this debate, isin fact irrevocably changing the environ-
ment around us and of the planet as a whole: 19 of the 20 hottest
years happened from 1980 onwards; 2005 and 2006 have been some
of the hottest years in recorded history on the planet. We've

increased our contribution to this unfolding disaster by 40 per cent
since 1990, just to keep the statisticsin mind. Good environmental
stewardship, Mr. Speaker, entails thinking globally and acting
locally, and I’'m hoping that we can start to show both of these
things, which | think have been sadly lacking in the past 15 years or
S0.

What good areintensity levels, Mr. Speaker, if our total contribu-
tion to the problem actually increases? How doesthisaddressin any
real way thefirst phase of the climate change bill when, obviously,
total emissions have been instrumental in making the situation what
itis? Thus, thisissue needs to be addressed.

Allow me the indulgence of an analogy aswell. My andogy is
akin to an unhealthy person eating a hamburger. Let’s make him
“he.” He states that he will reduce the fatty portion by 50 per cent
andthen simply just tripleshisintake. The person’ sintake may have
gone down per serving, but his overall consumption actually
increases, thereby negating any of the benefits of reducing the
portion as such. [interjection] It's not abad one. 1I'm sure we'll
have more. Metaphors are something I’ m strong at, for sure.

Mr. Speaker, we oppose this bill asit stands on the grounds that
it does not address in any serious manner the issue of climate
change, nor does it bring anything meaningful overal to the
environmental agenda. Bringing in legislation that would start to
roll back our GHG output until we are 6 per cent below the 1990
level | think would be a little more redlistic. Start a long-term
budgetary commitment to develop renewable, sustainable, and
aternative energy generation and conservation technology. Three,
look at ways of successfully implementing technology best habits
and best practices, both vertically and horizontally across the
economy, to cut our fossil fuel dependency, not just herein Alberta
but in fact across the country and around the world. Even if we
ignorethelack of openness and transparency when it comesto some
things herein this province, let’slook at what we do know in terms
of climate change here in the province of Alberta. Okay?

4:30

Mr. Speaker, my main concern, then, isto put out some of these
general issues. Certainly, | have a number of amendments that |
would like to put forward in regard to Bill 3. | would just like to
reiterate as well from the comments | made at the outset: | do
commend and know that thereispotential not only fromtheMinistry
of Environment but from the opposite side to actualy make a
meaningful contribution here to climate change and to make a
positive step in terms of legidation in regard to carbon dioxide
emissions and climate change, from all sides of the House here.
We'll certainly endeavour to work with everyone to create some-
thing that in fact reducesour carbon dioxide output in absol uteterms
and not just in terms of intensity.

Thank you.

The Speaker: Hon. members, Standing Order 29(2)(a) kicksin, so
if there are questions that you would like to be directed to the hon.
Member for Edmonton-Calder, please advise.

There being none, then I'll call on the hon. Member for
Edmonton-Decore.

Mr. Bonko: Wdll, thank you, Mr. Speaker. 1I'm pleased to rise
today to discussBill 3, Climate Change and Emissions M anagement
Amendment Act, 2007. When | first heard that the government was
in fact waking up from its long slumber with regard to climate
change aswell as the environment, | was alittle excited when | did
come acrossthebill. Butthen as| read alittle bit and we were able
to get some specifics, | was disappointed because of thefact that it's
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time right now for Alberta, for Canada, indeed the entire world, for
our governments to teke a lead. We're failing here to take the
necessary steps to redlly fight climate change. We're giving lip
service again instead of real action.

There's an opportunity here for the government to talk to the
industry and to the federal government, to come up with some real
plans for real reductions in absolute emissions, what essentially
Albertans and Canadians want. What we're receiving in this hill
will do nothing to stop the greenhouse gasemissionsfromincreasing
while everyone elseis prepared to take real changes.

Real governments take and show real leadership. We're stuck
with the same old, tired government that hasn't really had a change
of position from that of 2003: a 50 per cent reduction in emissions
and intensity in 2020. The same goa was in 2003, so nothing has
changed there. They will do absolutely nothing to stop the further
effects of climate change. This government refuses to listen to
science, to the people, and even to industry, who are prepared to take
the necessary steps and changes here today for right now. They've
said that, but we're still dragging our feet.

Theindustry, asl said, isprepared to move on climate change, and
this government has stubbornly refused to deviate fromtheir stance.
Thishill represents exactly the same old Tory government, stuck in
the past and refusing to do what needs to be done, to take a bold
leadership way. Instead, they’re waiting for industry to show the
way. What the world and what Alberta needs right now is its
leadership, and it's vital, especially in Alberta. When our govern-
ment isleading with thisamount of money, we could certainly make
impactful, meaningful changes not only for today but for future
Albertans. We need |leaders, not cheerleaders.

If we go back —and | digressalittle bit. When you think about it,
alot of us have been in Albertafor along time. Go back even 20,
30 years. What were we looking at? What's changed? What's
noticeably changed? Well, our weather. If we just talk about our
weather, we no longer get the huge amounts of snow that we once
did. That'san automatic, definite change that we see. Maybeinthe
outlying areas they’ve got a little bit more. But over the past 20
years there’ s been a significant increase in the amount of changes
that have been happening. As well, the summers used to be hot.
They used to belong. They’ve been changing. Last year may bean
exception. It wasanice change, but again it’s changed over the last
20 years.

As a youngster | remember going up to the Columbia Icefields
with my grandparents and walking on those glaciers there, on the
icefields, asl’ve said. I've gone back with my kidsjust afew years
ago, and they’ ve receded awhole 200, 300 metres. That’sacouple
of blocks, if we want to just put it into context there. They're no
longer the sameicethat | stepped on asakid. It's gone back, way,
way back, and it's receded. Now, you know, kids today, what are
they going to see 20 years from now? They're going to see it
receding even further. Thisis ahuge step. Thisis avisua step.
They’ ve been marking thisdeclineof theglaciers, theseicefiel ds, for
over 100 years. They can seeit. They've measured it in sticksand
time and actual dates recorded with pictures as to what has gone.
That, in a nutshell, should be enough, especially out in the rura
areas, out in the outlying areas, that these areas are.

Maybe it doesn't matter to people like the Member for West
Yellowhead. Hisareais up towardsthat area. I’ve not heard him
say anything. He usually just claps when we talk about coal and
everything because he's so excited to have this spewing into the
atmosphere, but not about real change and rea effective change
that’sout in his area.

We'retalking about, like | said, therivers, the lakes, the streams.
These are the things that matter to the kids, the same things that |

had asayoung child, the samethingsthat | want for my children and
for my grandchildren, for al children of Alberta. Perhapsthat’snot
what the other side wants, but that’ s exactly what | want: something
that is going to be ableto last, alegacy of alifetime.

Our natural areas are something that we should be able to
embrace. It's a natural tourist draw. We get thousands upon
hundreds of thousands coming up to our mountains, to the Jasper and
Banff areas to see the scenic areas where all of our water is derived
from, which is the mountains. But that’s slowly, slowly receding
due, it’s obvious, to climate change.

So | can't support it asit isright now. | know that we are going
to be putting through some amendments. | look forward to those,
and | look forward to the debate from the other side as we try and,
again, achieve something for everybody, which is a meaningful
climate change hill.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: Hon. members, Standing Order 29(2)(a) kicksin. If
there are questions to be directed to the hon. member.

Shdl | cdl on the hon. Minister of Environment to close the
debate? | have no further speakers.

The hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona, then.

Dr. Pannu: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’ m pleased to join the debate
on Bill 3initssecond reading, the climate change act. Theissue of
climate change is an extremely important issue. It's grown in
significance over the last several years, especially since the contro-
versy over the science of climate change died down. | remember the
debate on the Kyoto treaty and the decision by the federal govern-
ment of that time to sign onto this international treaty, control of
GHGs into the atmosphere, and acceptance of the challenge set
beforethe signatory countrieswith respect to the absol utereductions
inthe GHGs, asarticulated in the Kyoto agreement. | remember that
the government of Alberta, under the leadership of Premier Klein at
thetime, wasdead set to oppose theimplementation of Kyoto targets
and promised to bringin what they call made-in-Albertapoliciesand
programs impacting climate change.

Nothing has happened since, but at least one thing that's been
settled since that time is the organized attempt on the part of those
who did not favour taking any action on the climate changeissueto
challenge fundamentally the integrity of the science of climate
change. Thankfully, that debate is now over, and there’ s absolutely
overwhelming agreement everywhere, globally, on the integrity of
the climate science and what it’ stelling usneedsto bedoneif weare
not to be facing extremely serious risks with respect to future
economic prosperity.

More than that, the negative impacts of climate change on our
quality of life, including the availability of fresh water, the future of
our lakes and rivers, and the fact of the rapid disappearance, or
recession, if you wish, of our glacier formations in the Rockies
suggest a kind of future which looks bleak unless we take deter-
mined, effective action to get a handle on the forcesthat areleading
to climate change. Human activity, particularly the pumping of
greenhouse gases into the atmosphere, is seen asthe major cause of
globa warming and climate change.

4:40

This bill, Mr. Speaker, is a belated attempt on the part of this
government to enter the scene and claim that this government is
ready to take action on climate change. To do that, the bill suggests
that this government is going to focus on controlling emission
intensity rather than absolute emissions as such. The problem with
this fancy term, emissions intensity, is that it simply focuses on
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certain reductions, a percentage reduction, 12 per cent at the
moment, in the emissions per unit of energy produced. We know
that the tar sands are a huge operation in this province, and the
millions of barrels of oil that are extracted from the tar sands
continueto grow by leapsand bounds. So thevolume of production
isgoing up exponentially, and a12 per cent reductionintheintensity
of production per unit isnot going to take us even closeto achieving
in the short to medium run any absolute reductions.

This government has not put forward a comprehensive plan of
which this particular act could be seen as a first, important, and
immediate action. It vaguely promises to bring in some other
measures later on, but we don’'t know how this particular act forms
aplan of acomprehensive strategy on the part of the government of
Alberta to move towards meeting Kyoto targets, which are very,
very modest, Mr. Spesker. |f webecomepartnersinanationa effort
and a global effort to at least achieve the minimalist GHG control
standards set forth in the Kyoto agreement, we will then be among
those who can work actively to convince many other countries,
devel oping countriessuch asChinaand India, to comeon board | ater
on, following, say, 2012 and the years immediately following that.
Unlesswe take and accept our responsibility, do our part in moving
countries and societies around the globe to move towards absolute
reductions, | think we are risking not only instability in the climate
globally, but we are risking our own prosperity, risking our own
quality of lifein the years to come.

Mr. Speaker, in a book just published by Nicholas Stern on the
economics of global warming—and | would certainly encourage my
colleaguesin the Houseto look at what thisbook hasto say. | heard
someone talk about this book a couple of weeks ago and then
requested our Legislature Library to order thisbook for our use. The
book is around now. Presently | have it. I’'m happy to return it
quickly to the Legislature so that my colleagues in the House can
look at this.

This serious work of scholarship, Mr. Speaker, is an eye-opener.
It does two things. On the one hand, it draws attention to the
massive risks that are ahead of us if we don’t do anything, if we
continueto talk in aconvoluted way about reducing greenhouse gas
emissions per unit of energy produced, the carbon-based energy
produced, and deliberately turn attention away from the need to in
fact achieve absol ute reductions between now and 2050.

If climate change continues apace in the direction in which it has
been going for the last several decades now — and particularly the
last decadeisvery, very important in setting the pattern of changein
climate—werisk putting the lives of hundreds of millions of people
at risk acrossthe globe from violent changesin weather, which lead
to flooding in some places, drought in other places, jeopardizing the
places where hundreds of millions of people now live across the
globe. They will not have that space available to them to live.
They'll be made homeless. They'll be rendered jobless and
destitute.

If we wait another 30 years, by 2080 things will get worse.
They'll begin to affect all of us, regardless of where we live on the
globe, in ways which Nicholas Stern says should be an eye-opener
for us. We should do everything that we can to stem the trends
effectively enough; that is, achieve absolute reductionsin a system-
atic way over thenext 30to 50 yearsto avoid that catastrophic future
that the science of globa warming warns us about and that is very
carefully elaborated and analyzed by Mr. Stern in that book that |
just mentioned.

So this bill before us, Mr. Speaker, Bill 3, climate change act,
does not and will not lead us in the direction of joining those
governments and those forces and those soci eties which are finding
waysand arewilling and determined to take action to move towards

absolute reduction in the greenhouse gas emissions into the atmo-
spherein atimely fashion.

We know that the European Union is moving in that direction.
They arein fact going to call on all of their members to undertake
programs and policiesthat achieve that direction. | think we, asthe
beneficiaries and as the trustees of this important resource for our
own children and their children, have also to take action. Thishill,
| think, falls short, Mr. Speaker, of moving usin that direction.

So it's a matter of concern. Albertans are watching us. They
want us to take action. They know that we have to, what's called,
bal ance economi ¢ considerationswith our concern about protecting
our environment from future harm because of climate change. But
it's the issue of balance. What is the right balance? If you read
Nicholas Stern’ s book, then you begin to look at the whole issue of
balancein avery different way.

It would be very short-sighted of usto ignore the consequences of
global warming if absolute reductions are not achieved within an
acceptabletime frame, the next 20 to 30 years. |n order to get there,
we haveto start now. If wedon't, then the economic prosperity that
is claimed to be at stake if we take serious action now on climate
change will become, | think, astory that we don’t want visited upon
uslater on. Unlesswetake seriously theissue of climate change, the
chances of risking our future are so high that we ought to look at the
question of balance between our economic future and our ability to
control climate change in a different way.

4:50

The very definition of balance must change. There are huge
benefitsto be had from devel oping alternativetechnol ogies, to begin
to develop aternative sources of energy that will be not only not
harmful to the climate and will not further accelerate the negative
changes that are taking place but, in fact, will help us both become
more prosperous and achieve reductionsin global warming that will
protect us and others around the globe equally. It's time, Mr.
Speaker, that we moved away from our attachment to this language
of reduction in intensity to making clear and unequivocal commit-
ments to absolute reductionsin the longer haul.

This is not a political issue. Thisis an issue that's global in
nature, and thisis where the loca and the global intersect and meet
in avery dramatic way. What happens elsewhere will have conse-
quences for us. Today it may be other placesthat will be negatively
affected, but 20 years from now we may be the ones who become,
infact, the victims of the change that we now are unwilling to see as
upon us and take effective action on. Effective action can be taken,
and Stern, | think, inavery detailed way tellsuswhat actionswe can
take without harming necessarily either our quality of life or our
current or future prosperity. There are huge opportunities, particu-
larly for advanced societieslike Canada, where we, | think, havethe
opportunity to act onit.

I think, Mr. Speaker, | will conclude. . .

The Speaker: I'm sorry. The time has gone.
The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. It's a
pleasure to have this opportunity to participate in the debate at
second reading this afternoon of Bill 3, the Climate Change and
Emissions Management Amendment Act, 2007. |, certainly, had a
good opportunity to look at thislegidation first hand at Government
House on March 8. | was quite surprised there to go through the
press release and then a copy of the specified gas emitters’ regula
tion. It was the first time that | had been involved in a news
conferenceon legidlation, onabill, where the printed regul ation was
thefocus. No one seemed to noticethere that we werelooking at the
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regulation and not the statuteitself. | found thisironic and interest-
ing at the same time.

Thisisthefirst carbon tax in Canada, and it’ s historic legislation.
Somewould say: well, we should call it aCO, tax. | could certainly
live with a CO, tax or a carbon tax, but it is the first attempt at a
carbon tax in this province. What we do with the money that is
raised from thistax is also an interesting discussion.

I think at first glance that when welook at making changesto CO,
emissions in this province, we have to give this bill consideration.
I don’'t know how serious consideration, but we certainly have to
give it consideration, as these changes in Bill 3 are designed to
introduceafull range of compliance optionswith an appeal s process
supported by audit and investigative powers.

Perhaps the hon. Minister of Environment can answer these
questions, or we can get answers in committee. I’'m going to start
with the regulation, not the bill, because | have some questions
before we get to committee, and hopefully the hon. minister can
provide answers. Now, when we're talking in the regulation about
industrial process emissions, weneed aclarification onthis. I’'mnot
trying to confuse anyone here, but total direct emissions minus
industrial process emissions equa actual emissions intensity, and
there' s adefinition in the regul ations on actual emissionsintensity,
but it's important that we get a handle on what is an industrial
process emission. There's a definition of this here under the letter
(n) in the definition portion of the regulation, but | think we need
this to be explained further.

Now, when we look at this, Mr. Speaker, it indicates in this
regulation that industrial process emissions means direct emissions
from an industrial process involving chemical reactions other than
combustion and where the primary purpose of theindustrial process
is not energy production. So does thisinclude cokers and reactors
in a process stream? Where do they fit into al this? Does this
exclude pulp mills, petrochemical plants, fertilizer plants, industrial
feedlots? What exactly is the meaning of this? As| understood it
at the press conference, only 70 per cent of Alberta’s industrial
emissions were represented by thislegislation. Doesthat definition
exclude the other 30 per cent? Again, what are we going to do with
the other 30 per cent of these industrial emitters?

We all know that there was a significant royalty holiday in the ail
sands projects. One of their alowed costs was equipment or capital
that was employed to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Certainly,
there has been with some projects areduction in their intensity, but
I don’t know how much money has been spent in this manner by the
oil sands project owners. | would be curious if the hon. minister
could provide an answer to that.

I’m going to have alot of questionsin committee on this because
| have been reviewing it and reviewing it with a significant amount
of interest, but with Bill 3, before we get to committee, section 8 is
being repealed, and the following is being substituted.

Agreementsre: interjurisdictional co-operation
8 The Minister may not enter into any agreement under the
Government Organization Act providing for co-operative,
complementary or compatible actions with other jurisdictions
in respect of specified gas emissions unless the agreement is
consistent with this Act and the specified gas emission target for
Alberta established by section 3(1).
Thisisinteresting. Why isit necessary?

Now, also we heard — and the press reported on this — that there
were significant penalties under section 45 of Bill 3. You know, in
the case of a corporation we're looking at a fine of not more than a
million dollars. In the case of an individual, a hundred grand or
imprisonment for two years or both afine and imprisonment. Now,
if you were guilty of an offence under section 44, there's adlso a

$50,000 fine or in the case of a corporation afine of half amillion
dollars.

5:00

So how would all those penalties work whenever we have
administrative penalties also to be used? | think that if my interpre-
tation of thisis correct, the administrative penalties are going to be
subject to the regulations, and everything seems to be subject to the
regulations. But surely there is an answer available. If the hon.
minister could provideit to the Housein the course of debate before
we get to committee, | would be very grateful.

Now, there is alot to discussin this bill, but certainly the hon.
Member for Edmonton-Riverview hasbeen consistent inbringing up
the need for CO, sequestration. The Premier, the current Premier,
on March 8 indicated at that press conference that the enhanced oil
recovery CO, sequestration pilot project that was going on down by
Joffre had increased the flow rates on the oil wells east of Joffre by
18 per cent, whichissignificant. But that’s pure CO, coming off the
industrial process stream at Joffre, and it's not the capture and
compression of a CO, gas stream from many different sources.

Now, there' stalk about the pipeline that isto be built. CERI has
already done some research on that. They've crunched some
numbers that are a little older than this legislation, two or three
years. The Canadian Energy Research Institute indicated that a 20-
inch line filled with liquid CO, at the pressure of 1,000 psi would
cost roughly about $400 million to construct from Fort McMurray
down to some of the mature oil fields surrounding the Edmonton
area. There was talk that this had skyrocketed in price to $1.4
billion. Certainly, there seemed to be excitement, and | was glad to
seethefedera government get excited about this project becausewe
on this side of the House have been following the research donein
other jurisdictions on CO, capture and storage, or sequestration, for
a number of years now. | was pleased to see that the federal
government and this government are at least looking into that.

| can understand why we need to study thisissue, but | hopewe're
not spending money on research projectsthat are ongoing and some
of which have been completed. Certainly, | think we have the same
sort of geology in the western sedimentary basin as the Williston
basin, and there in Weyburn, Saskatchewan, is the CO, monitoring
and storage project that has been going on since 1999. The Alberta
Research Council hasbeeninvolvedinthis. Saskatchewan Industry
and Resources is involved. EnCana, of course, isinvolved. The
University of Alberta, the University of Cagary, the Geological
Survey of Canada, and the Colorado School of Mines are also
involved in it. There are quite a few people. Industry is well
represented in this endeavour by EnCana, of course, by SaskPower
and Nexen, Chevron, Texaco. TransAlta Utilitiesis also involved.
Of course, the CEO, | believe, of TransAlta Utilities, Mr. Snyder, is
involved in this research project that is to go on. But the results
from this Weyburn project that are out are significant.

I would like to know why we have to proceed with the current
study when so much work, it's apparent to me, has already been
done on our behalf, and certainly with the Alberta Research Council
involved, surely thisgovernment isaware of the study and theresults
that have comeinthelast six years. It seemsto beavery, very good
ideato sequester carbon. If it’ sgood enough in Weyburn, | think we
have the same sort of geology here in Alberta

Now, I’'m not going to go through this project in a great deal of
detail, but | would urge all hon. membersto have alook at this. In
fact, Mr. Speaker, | believe I’ll table this report for the information
of all members here tomorrow. In the province of Saskatchewan,
where this project is going on, thisis quite interesting.

The Province of Saskatchewan isunusual inthat it haslong required
operatorsto provide records of operational and well histories and the
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Province has archived roughly 600 cores from thefield aswell asall
the geophysical logs and other relevant information. All this data
was made available to researchers and it provided a thorough
historical dataset in addition to the pre-injection baseline dataset.
This is to allow accurate research to be done in this Weyburn ail
field asfar as CO, injection.

The CO, enhanced ail recovery has contributed — and the hon.
Member for Edmonton-Riverview will be very interested to know
this. Since they started injecting CO, into the mature ail field in
Weyburn, they have increased production by 5,000 barrels per day.
That's asignificant increase in production, Mr. Speaker.

At thistime. ..

The Speaker: I'msorry. Your spesking timeisover, hon. member.
Now we haveto deal with the question-and-answer and comment

period. Standing Order 29(2)(a) isavailable. The hon. Member for

Edmonton-Rutherford on the question-and-answer portion?

Mr.R.Miller: Yes, Mr. Speaker. My question iswhether or not the
Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar would like to adjourn debate.

The Speaker: Well, the speaking timeelapsed. We heard the clock,
and the words were not uttered, so I'll recognize another member.
If another member wantsto participate, the other member can stand
up and adjourn the debate. Then we'll go on, and everything will
work really well.

Hon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford, would you like to
participate in the question portion or in the debate portion?

Mr. R. Miller: In the debate portion.

The Speaker: Sorry. First of all, anybody else want to question or
comment?

Then, hon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford, you’ rerecognized
to participate.

Mr. R. Miller: Mr. Speaker, | would like to move that we adjourn
debate.

[Motion to adjourn debate carried]

Bill 1
L obbyists Act
(continued)

[Adjourned debate March 20: Mr. Stelmach]

The Speaker: Thehon. Leader of the Official Opposition. Thehon.
leader will be restricted to 90 minutes.

Dr. Taft: Aw, shucks. Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. | will restrain
myself. | will restrain myself. [interjections] Oh, I'm sorry to
disappoint everybody.

It saprivilegeto rise and debate what isavery important bill, and
the government and the Premier acknowl edge theimportance of this
bill by making it Bill 1, their flagship bill. | imagine it will get
farther than the loyal opposition’s flagship bill got, Mr. Speaker,
which was voted down in second reading at the first opportunity.
However, | imaginethishill will moveforward, and that’ sfine. We
think it'sastep intheright direction. Y ou can be sure that we'll be
bringing forward a number of amendments before this debate is
over.

5:10

There's a long history to Bill 1. | think it might be worth

beginning by just making everybody aware of where the term
“lobbyist” comes from. At least my understanding isthat if you go
back through the history books and look at the operation of the
British Parliament, that fabulous building at Westminster, when
people wanted to influence government — in fact, this would even
predate the building at Westminster — they would linger about in the
lobby of the building trying to capture the Members of Parliament
at the time on their way into Parliament. They would corra them
and say: well, will you please do this or will you please do that or
channel money thisway or passthislegisiation that way? That was
anormal part of business, and because it was all done in the lobby
of the buildings, they were called |obbyists, and that’ s how we end
upwiththeterm*“lobbyist.” Soalittlebit of interesting background.

The history of this particular bill is aso pretty long athough it
doesn’t go back centuries. It goes back over adecade. | think it's
worth reviewing this legislation because | do believe that if this
legislation were brought forward 10 or 15 years ago, it would be
truly pioneering legislation, but having been brought forward now,
it'sredly, asit stands, an effort to catch up to most of therest of the
country. And catch up we should, but I'd like us to do better than
that. 1'd like, before this bill is finished in this Assembly, for
Albertato be leading the country in handling its |obbyists.

An important year in this Assembly was 1996 because of the
tabling of the so-called Tupper report, which was commissioned in
responseto aconflictsof interest scandal concerning the Multi-Corp
affair. The actual title of the report is Integrity in Government in
Alberta: Towards the Twenty First Century, Report of the Conflicts
of Interest Act Review Panel. It was chaired by Allan Tupper, a
well-known political scientist. Two other members were on it,
Patricia Newman and Francis Saville. It was submitted in January
1996, and among its key recommendations was a lobbyist registry.
That's 11 years ago now almost exactly.

That recommendation was taken very seriously by the Official
Opposition, so that very spring a member of a previous Liberal
caucus introduced the Lobbyists Registration Act, Bill 223. Of
course, it was aprivate member’ s bill, Mr. Speaker, and as happens
with so many private members' bills no matter how good they are,
it got voted down at thefirst opportunity. Interestingly, though, the
following year agovernment member introduced aprivate member’s
act aso proposing a lobbyist registry. In 1997 the Lobbyists
Registration Act was introduced as Bill 212. Sadly, it met the fate
of most private members’ bills and was voted down immediately as
well.

The years ticked by. | think there were other efforts. The
Member for Edmonton-Gold-Bar reintroduced the bill.

An Hon. Member: How come private members' bills are always
voted down?

The Speaker: The hon. leader has the floor.
Dr. Taft: Sorry. I’m getting questioned.

The Speaker: Sorry. Thereareno questions. The hon. member has
the floor. Please proceed.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

So by 2001, after | think at least one other attempt to introduce a
lobbyist registry through a private member’s act was voted down,
there was a provincia review. One thing led to the next, and
ultimately another committee was struck, chaired by the hon.
Member for Calgary-Nose Hill. | must say that all reports are that
that member did a very effective job of chairing the committee and
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leading ateam and producing a good report, so my congratul ations
to the Member for Calgary-Nose Hill and to al the other members
of that committee.

Anyway, that report was quite comprehensive, and among other
things it recommended, once again, alobbyist registry. Every time
the idea of alobbyist registry has been raised in this Assembly, up
until thisspring it’sbeen mocked. | remember the previous Premier
doing his fair share of mocking and accusing the opposition of
lobbying for alobbyist registry and thingslikethat. I’ m surethat the
Speaker remembers those kinds of debates as well. However, we
finally have abreakthrough here, and we have a proposed L obbyists
Act. Itisastepintheright direction.

I’ ve sometimes thought that we could call it the Rod Love act or
something like that because there are a number of very specific
concerns stemming from some actionsin thelast number of yearsby
certain individual s closely connected to the governing party, among
them the former Premier’s chief of staff, in fact, two chiefs of staff
of the former Premier, and their actions moving back and forth
between the Premier’ s office and the private sector in getting hired.
The case, for example, of Peter Elzinga being hired by a major oil
company to lobby on their behalf to get a change in the royalty
scheme or the case of Rod Love, for example, being hired by a
consortium to lobby on behalf of arailroad to Fort McMurray.

People quite rightly raised alot of concerns about those circum-
stances and the fact that there was no systematic way of knowing
who was being paid how much, by whom, to speak with which
cabinet minister. The public hasaright to know, Mr. Speaker. The
public has aright to understand who is |obbying which member of
government on which topic on whose behalf, and that's what a
lobbyist registry is about.

The effect of thisbill or theintent of thisbill | think, as with most
lobbyist acts, isto draw aclearer line between the publicinterest and
the private interest, and I'mall in favour of that. To the extent that
thisbill doesthat, | think it'sagood idea. Wewant to tighten it up.
But clearly there are conflicts of interest when people attempt to
influence the decisions of government in such away that may lead
totheir private enrichment or their private benefit, and that |eadsinto
amurky situation of real problems. AsMLAsadl of us need to work
hard to improve public confidence in the actions of our Assembly,
intheactionsof our office, and | think alobbyist registry will do that
sort of thing.

I myself have wondered recently about what kind of lobbying
activities are going on. | noticed, for example, a sudden surge of
interest in nuclear power in Alberta, particularly among anumber of
government members. | found myself wondering: well, who's
lobbying the government on behalf of the nuclear industry? | have
no way of finding out. With alobbyist registry | hopethat we'll find
out. Likewise with private health care: the surge of interest from
timetotimein Albertain private health care, undoubtedly fuelled by
lobbying on the part of private health industry interests. But the
public has no knowledge, no capacity, no tools to find out who's
doing the lobbying and on whose behalf. Similarly with P3s. And,
of course, the water transfer that we' ve been debating so heatedly in
this Assembly undoubtedly has lobbyists connected to it. In fact, |
know that various members of this cabinet were well briefed on the
project last summer, even earlier. Well, let’s find out who did the
briefing and what the outcome was there.

So that’ s some of the background. To the extent that the bill will
make public things that are wanted to be kept private but should not
be private, | think that’s a good idea.

5:20

Mr. Speaker, | think it's worth noting that there are aready
lobbyist registries in many jurisdictions in Canada. In fact, the

federal Lobbyists Registration Act goes back two decades. It goes
back to the 1980s, and it has been amended and tightened several
times since then. Ontario has had a lobbyist registration act since
1998, Nova Scotia and British Columbia since 2001, Quebec since
2002, and Newfoundland and Labrador since 2005. So you can see
here that despite the claims of this government that thisis somehow
the first in Canada, in fact, we are trailing behind.

Now, asto some of the specifics, Mr. Speaker, | think we might
want to moveto tighten up some of the provisionsaround definitions
of lobbyists, the nature of their activity, exactly when somebody is
considered alobbyist and when they’ re considered acontractor, and
if there’s too much room to manoeuvre around those issues. The
fact that a person might be able to switch from being a lobbyist to
being acontractor with very little effort at all and sort of get around
some of the rulesis going to be a concern for us. But, as| say, in
principle for our opposition a lobbyist registry is something that
we've long called for. We'll work with the government and look
forward to perhaps some constructive co-operation around bringing
in some amendments to this bill and look forward to strengthening
the very foundations of democracy in this province.

Withthat, Mr. Speaker, | will move adjournment on Bill 1. Thank
you.

[Motion to adjourn debate carried]
Dr. Pannu: Mr. Speaker, your guidance: are we still on Bill 1?

The Speaker: Well, hon. member, there was a motion to adjourn.
Thechair called for the vote on the motion to adjourn. Therewasa
voice call, and it sounded to the chair like the motion was carried.
So we' ve finished with this business, hon. member. Okay. Would
the members give unanimous consent for the chair to recognize the
hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona to participate in second
reading on this bill?

[Unanimous consent denied]

The Speaker: Sorry. We're back to where we were.
The next order of business.

head: Consideration of His Honour

the Lieutenant Governor’s Speech

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

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

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

[Adjourned debate March 15: Mr. Oberle]

The Speaker: Hon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford, you’ ve not
participated yet?

Mr. R. Miller: On the throne speech response, Mr. Speaker?
The Speaker: Yes.

Mr. R. Miller: No.

The Speaker: Please proceed.

Mr.R. Miller: I will. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. Itismy
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pleasure to have the opportunity to rise this afternoon and respond
to the throne speech delivered by the new Premier of Albertaon the
7th of March.

First of al, Mr. Speaker, | would like to acknowledge once again
the confidence that the residents of Edmonton-Rutherford have
placed in me astheir MLA, the continued support that they express
through my office for the work that myself and the members of the
Official Opposition are doing. | would just like to say that | am
incredibly humbled at having the opportunity to serve the nearly
35,000 residents of Edmonton-Rutherford and represent them to the
government through this Assembly.

Mr. Speaker, in listening to other members of this House give
their responses to the throne speech over the last couple of weeks,
it sbeen interesting to meonce again—and | say once again because
it seems that history does repeat itself — to listen to members of the
government when they respond to the throne speech. If you wereto
take their word, you would think that the world is al rosy and
everything is wonderful and Albertais heaven on earth. Then you
listen to members from the NDP opposition, and you would think
that the sky is falling and that Albertais just about the worst place
in the world to live and nothing is going well and everybody is
suffering.

Of course, Mr. Speaker, you will know that the Official Opposi-
tion hasaview of theworld that | think is alittle morein alignment
with reality, and that isthat Albertais definitely the best placein the
country to live. Thereisno question about that. But theredlity is
that with the boom and with all of the successes that we' re enjoying
and with all of the wealth and prosperity that is evident in this
provinceright now comesan awful lot of responsibility, an awful lot
of challenges, and an awful lot of difficulty and hardship for those
that for whatever reason don’t find themselves being brought along
with that success and prosperity.

[Mr. Shariff in the chair]

So this is a much more realistic view of the world, and | would
like to reflect some of that in my comments this afternoon. Yes,
things are booming, and, yes, there arealot of peoplethat are doing
very well, but, yes, Mr. Speaker, there are also a lot of people,
including a lot of people in Edmonton-Rutherford, that are not
enjoying al that this current economic boom can and should bring
to them.

Now, I'mgoing to just sort of flip through thefancy book. | don’t
know how much it cost to print this Speech from the Throne.

An Hon. Member: What colour isit?

Mr. R. Miller: 1 have a member asking me what colour it is.
Surprisingly, it’ sorange and blue, Mr. Speaker. | dofind that alittle
ironicfor reasonsthat I’ m not going to necessarily gointo right now.

My first comment really would be under the heading Acting on
Albertans' Priorities. The government talks about wanting to act on
Albertans' priorities, and they trot out the five platforms that we' ve
come to know so well. I'm not even going to repeat them because,
quite frankly, Mr. Speaker, I'm starting to get sick and tired of
hearing them. This is not rocket science to trot out these five
platformsthat the government trots out. | understand that they now
have banners they have put up at every press conference that talks
about thesefivethings. Well, you know what? It'smotherhood and
apple pie. Of course, wewant to improve Albertans' quality of life.
lsn’t that what we're al here for? Did we need a couple of former
newspaper columniststo dreamthisup, Mr. Speaker, that wewanted
to improve Albertans’ quality of life? Of course not. That is

absolutely what every member of this House is here for, and if it's
not, then it should be.

The next heading in the document talks about Governing with
Integrity and Transparency. | think the hon. Leader of the Official
Opposition touched on that a minute ago. Y ou know, certainly, as
he pointed out, these arel ofty goal s that the Official Opposition has
been pushing for for yearsin this province. Thisis not something
new. This is not something innovative. In fact, it's really an
example of the government finaly — finally — recognizing what
amost every other jurisdiction in North America has recognized
over the last number of years. We're slowly but surely dragging
ourselves into the 21st century.

Y ou know, there's aholein that particular Bill 1 that was being
discussed a minute ago that’s big enough that you could literaly
driveatruck throughit. That isthe section that dealswith ministers
contacting stakehol ders and then not having to register aslobbyists.
Now, Mr. Speaker, it doesn’'t take alot of brainsto figure out that if
a minister realy wants to circumvent the process and protect a
stakeholder, all he hasto doisgo through his phone book and phone
all of these various stakeholdersand tell them: | want ameeting with
you. Now suddenly they don’t have to register as lobbyists. I'll
speak more on it when | have the opportunity to speak to that hill,
but clearly there was a mgjor problem with that bill right from the
start. Herewe are, you know, in the early days of anew administra-
tionthat’ stalking about integrity and transparency, and we continue
to see examples of how that is not taking place.

5:30

Mr. Speaker, this afternoon in question period | raised questions
about Bill 20, that was passed last year in this House, which was
extremely regressive in terms of alowing openness and transpar-
ency. The Premier played dodge ball with me and wouldn’t even
answer the questionsthat wewere asking. Sowe' vegot along, long
way to go beforewe rereally, truly addressing theissues of integrity
and transparency.

Mr. Speaker, M anaging Growth Pressuresisthenext subtitle here,
and this is one that I’'m going to spend some time talking about
because it's probably the most important section in this document
that the government produced and probably the onethat I'm hearing
most about in my constituency office from the residents of
Edmonton-Rutherford. Particular inthat istheissuearound housing
affordability.

I’ve mentioned it before. | come from a background of small
business. | haveto tell you that | find it very frustrating serving in
government now, the pace at which things move even when thereis
acrisis. | haveto say, you know, that when | was first elected two
and a half years ago, we heard mostly in the constituency office
about issues of WCB claims. We heard a lot about health care,
particularly when the third-way debates were coming up — we still
do — had afair amount of correspondence over same-sex marriage,
lotsof talk about education, but, Mr. Speaker, about ayear and ahalf
ago we started getting callsinto the office about housing affordabil-
ity.

Y ou know, when | wasin business, if | had acall and it identified
a problem and then | had another call and it identified the same
problem and soon there was a pattern, Mr. Speaker, | would pick up
the phone, and I'd call the plant manager. I'd say: “There's a
problem here. We've got to fix this.” We would put all of our
resourcesinto it, and within ashort period of timeit would befixed,
but unfortunately that’s not the way things work with this govern-
ment.

A year and a half ago we started hearing about the problems
around housi ng affordability and someabsol utely horrendousstories
—and I'll touch on afew in aminute —just horrendous stories about
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real people, redl lives, and | know that thisisn't just happening in
Edmonton-Rutherford. | know that this is happening across the
province, Mr. Speaker.

So ayear and a half ago we started hearing about it, and then as
we went through the summer, the calls became more frequent, the
exampleswere much more serious, much more heart wrenching, and
quite clearly happening all over the place. Then we move into the
fall, and the Conservative Party hastheir |eadership race under way.
Suddenly they’'reall talking about it, and it’ sbecomeanissue. Then
they elected a new Premier, and he says that in 45 days he' s going
to establish this commission and that within 45 days they’re going
to report. Grest.

Now we've got the report. It'sin the minister’s hands, and he's
saying that it's going to be well into May before we see responses
fromthe government onthis. That doesn’t even mean, Mr. Spesker,
that we' ll have action. It just means that the government is going to
announce what their responses to the recommendations are.

By the time we get to some real, concrete action addressing this
very, very seriousissue, we' re probably looking at two years having
passed from the time that it first became evident in the constituency
offices that citizens of this province were having real difficulty
finding housing that was affordable to them. Two years, Mr.
Speaker. That isjust absolutely unacceptablewhen | know that day
after day every one of usis having callsinto our offices concerning
thisissue. Why it should take two yearsto get concrete action on an
issuethat isso terribly important | don’t understand, and | do find it
frustrating as somebody who comes from a business background,
where you can pick up the phone and make things happen.

| want to give a couple of examples of calls that we' ve had in our
office that deal with this. One was from a lady who's been diag-
nosed with a progressive illness, and very rapidly she’s losing her
hedlth. She had wanted to move into some sort of assisted living
that would accommodate her as her health deteriorates. Unfortu-
nately, as is the case not just across Edmonton but across the
province, there was a long waiting list to get into this particular
housing that would support her in that way. Mr. Speaker, not only
wastherealong waiting list, approximately two yearsto get her into
there, but they wouldn’t even allow her to put her name on the
waiting list at this point because her health isn’t bad enough. They
literally told her that unless she walks with a cane or isin awheel-
chair, she cannot put her name on the waiting list.

Now, she'sgot all sortsof evidence from every one of her doctors,
including evidence from her employers, just showing how rapidly
things are progressing, and she will very soon, within a matter of
months probably, bewalking either with acane or awheelchair. But
she can’'t have her name even put on that waiting list until such time
as sheis. So there’'s something wrong with a system that doesn’t
address that.

As aresult of the fact that she can’'t move into assisted housing
that will accommodate her, she’ sgoing to haveto make a move now
and then probably ayear or so down the road, as she becomes more
and more debilitated, another move. So we've got a situation of a
relatively young woman who's struggling with all of the issues that
come with facing this illness, and now she’s going to be forced to
uproot herself not just once but twice. Lord knows where she'll be
moving to.

Oneof theissuesthat wasillustrated —and I’ m surethat it’ sgoing
to affect this lady but wasillustrated by another lady that came into
the office as well — is the dramatic increases in rent, which most of
us, | think, are recognizing as rent gouging because landlordsin so
many cases are asking for anywhere from 25 to 50 per cent,
sometimes even more, in terms of increases over the period of a
year. |'vehad two instances now, thisother lady that | wasreferring

to aminute ago and now another onethat wasin the office last week,
that are being forced to move and not just forced to move into
another accommodation but, because of the dramatically increasing
rents, being forced to move into another accommodation literally
miles away from where they are now. You're doing exactly what
my colleague from Edmonton-Decore just mentioned. You're
moving them away from family and friends. They're finding that
they haveto move away fromall of the support servicesthat they’ve
built up over the years.

The second lady that I’'m referring to now is a senior. She's
divorced and has been living on her own in the same apartment
complex for over 20 years. She's now faced with the situation of
having to move away from the neighbourhood that she’'s come to
know, away from the friends that she’s developed, away from the
church that supports her, away from the social agencies that have
supported her, and, you know, that’s arecipe for disaster. Thisis
going to be abig, big problem. As| say, just two examplesin my
constituency. 1I’ve had many others, and as I’ m speaking, people
around me are saying that they’ ve had similar callsinto their offices.
So this is an issue that needs to be addressed, and it needs to be
addressed before May. It needs to be addressed before April. We
need immediate action to help these people.

Mr. Speaker, | seethat I'm fast running out of time. | do want to
touch on a couple of other things that are really important to the
residents of Edmonton-Rutherford, and they do fall under managing
growth pressures as well.

Certainly, the 23rd Avenue interchange at Calgary Trail, which |
knew in 2004 was going to end up being an election issue — | was
told that it wouldn’t be. Sure enough, it did because of the way that
the funding came down to municipalities from the government and
the fact that Edmonton received . . .

TheActing Speaker : Hon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford, were
you signalling me that you wanted to adjourn debate?

Mr. R. Miller: | was signalling you that | would like to adjourn
debate. Thank you.

[Motion to adjourn debate carried]
Government Billsand Orders
Second Reading

Bill 1
L obbyists Act
(continued)

[Adjourned debate March 20: Dr. Taft]
The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona.

head:

Dr. Pannu: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, for the opportunity
to speak on Bill 1, the government’s flagship bill, which addresses
along-standing concern among Albertans and among my constitu-
entsin Edmonton-Strathcona. Over thelast 10 yearsthat |’ ve served
inthis Assembly, thisisanissuethat hascomeand gonewithout any
action being taken. They’ve taken along timeto get here.
5:40

We have along way to go in putting in place legislation, making
changes in policy, amending existing legislation to restore the
confidence of Albertans in the integrity of the manner in which we
do our businessin thisHouse and in thisgovernment in the province
of Alberta. Thishill iscertainly onestepinthat direction. It'sastep
in the right direction, but we want to make sure, Mr. Speaker.
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Albertans expect us to make sure and my constituents would want
me to make sure that we take our time and pay attention to the
details of thisbill so that we get it right. Late but right.

Wearefollowersin thisrespect asaprovince. Other jurisdictions,
provinces, the federal government have had legidation speaking to
thisissuein placefor years. We need to learn something from asort
of comparative study of those pieces of legislation and the practices
that have arisen from that to make sure that our bill becomes, then,
stronger as aresult of the fact that we can benefit from and should
benefit from looking at this experience in other provincial jurisdic-
tionsin the country.

Mr. Speaker, I’ ve been following the activities of Public Interest
Alberta, an organization which is holding hearings around the
province on the issue of democracy in the province. It's seeking
broad-based public input into what Albertans would like to see
changeininthisprovinceto strengthen democratic decision-making,
to achieve transparency in the way decisions are made in public
forumssuch asthisone, or inthe government, and seeking participa-
tion by Albertansin sort of determining the future course of action
which all of us collectively need to take to roll back the big tide of
cynicism that has gripped Albertans over some time. This is
reflected in the declining voter participation in our provincia
electionsover thelast 15, 20 years. Weall, I'm sure, are concerned
about this continuing decline in the number of Albertans who turn
up at the polls to vote when they get a chance every three or four
years to express their verdict.

So thishill, Lobbyists Act, Bill 1, | think isabill that is attracting
lots of attention of Albertans. | was in Lethbridge the weekend
before last weekend, about 10 daysago, Mr. Speaker, at one of these
public forums held by Public Interest Alberta. Therewere about 45
people who took part in this forum. A lobbyists registry and the
prospect of a piece of legidation in this province coming into being
was greeted with high expectations and some gratification. At last
there is action on the horizon, in the process being taken by this
House to enact a law that will regulate lobbyist activities in this
province, that will make public for the first time who is alobbyigt,
whom lobbyists are lobbying and for what purpose.

The bill clearly is afirst attempt at this. So ther€’ll be changes
that we'll be seeking in the bill both in terms of definition of a
lobbyigt, the activities that are considered as lobbying activity.
WEe'll be joining the other members of the House in making
improvementsin the bill by way of amendments when we have that
opportunity, when the bill reaches the committee stage for debate.

Mr. Speaker, in addition to, of course, lobbying, people want
changesin election funding. They want somelegidlation to regulate
that. People expect there to be some legislation in place, to have a
legidlation which requiresadisclosure of contributionsto leadership
contests for political parties. So there's a long way to go before
Albertans will be satisfied that we as legidators have taken actions
on their behalf that they think will lead to restoration of their full
confidencein the way businessis done around this province by our
government, by legidators, and by other public agencies that are
responsible for serving the public interest.

| think, Mr. Speaker, it's important to remember and for me to

note that our exclusive obligation is to serve the public interest.
Public interest is best served if democratic institutions, democratic
traditions are respected, legidation isin place that requires usto act
inwayswhich putsour conduct beyond any question with respect to
integrity, openness, and our commitment to publicinterest: the core
function of the office that | hold and the office that all of us hold
who have the privilege of sitting in this House. So we are in
principle in support of the bill. We see problems with some
provisionsinit, which have been commented on by other commenta-
tors too.

| just want to draw the attention of the House to thefirst reaction
to the bill that came from the co-ordinator of Democracy Watch,
Duff Conacher. Democracy Watch isan organization with an office
in Ottawa. One of the serious weaknesses, loopholesin the bill that
he puts his finger on is the request-initiated activities of what
otherwise would be considered lobbying activities. So long as the
request is initiated by the government from the minister’s office,
from aminister to seek advice and approach a consultant, that will
not be considered as |obbying.

Mr. Speaker, | want to underlinethe fact that thisisavery serious
loophole that’s been noted. In fact, when the federal legidation,
which was more recently amended in 2005, plugged that particular
loophole, the number of lobbyists registered multiplied by eight
times. In other words, this |oophole allows a very large percentage
of people who engage in lobbying activities as defined in this act to
not have to register.

So the effectiveness of the bill very much depends on our ability
at this stage, while we're debating this bill, and particularly at the
amendment stage, whereamendments can beintroduced, to plug that
particular loophole, that request-initiated consultations or lobbying
activitiesmust be covered inthisbill. That remainsamajor concern,
certainly, of my caucus, and we will try to address this and, hope-
fully, will have the co-operation of all members of the House, make
sure that this bill becomes, in fact, leakage-proof. 1f you allow this
leakage to happen, then surely thisimportant step that’ sbeing taken
by way of this bill after waiting for years and years and years will
again proveto be ineffective.
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So we can't fail. We can’t afford to fail in making this bill as
strong, as good as we possibly can.

With that, Mr. Speaker, | will take my seat. | move to adjourn
debate.

[Motion to adjourn debate carried]
The Acting Speaker : The hon. Deputy Government House L eader.

Mr. Renner: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | move that we call it 6
o'clock and adjourn until 1 p.m. tomorrow.

[Motion carried; at 5:51 p.m. the Assembly adjourned to Wednesday
at1lpm]
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