
 

 

Province of Alberta 

The 30th Legislature 
Second Session 

Alberta Hansard 

Thursday morning, May 7, 2020 

Day 19 

The Honourable Nathan M. Cooper, Speaker 



 

Legislative Assembly of Alberta 
The 30th Legislature 

Second Session 
Cooper, Hon. Nathan M., Olds-Didsbury-Three Hills (UCP), Speaker 

Pitt, Angela D., Airdrie-East (UCP), Deputy Speaker and Chair of Committees 
Milliken, Nicholas, Calgary-Currie (UCP), Deputy Chair of Committees 

 

Aheer, Hon. Leela Sharon, Chestermere-Strathmore (UCP) 
Allard, Tracy L., Grande Prairie (UCP) 
Amery, Mickey K., Calgary-Cross (UCP) 
Armstrong-Homeniuk, Jackie,  

Fort Saskatchewan-Vegreville (UCP) 
Barnes, Drew, Cypress-Medicine Hat (UCP) 
Bilous, Deron, Edmonton-Beverly-Clareview (NDP), 

Official Opposition Deputy House Leader 
Carson, Jonathon, Edmonton-West Henday (NDP) 
Ceci, Joe, Calgary-Buffalo (NDP) 
Copping, Hon. Jason C., Calgary-Varsity (UCP) 
Dach, Lorne, Edmonton-McClung (NDP) 
Dang, Thomas, Edmonton-South (NDP) 
Deol, Jasvir, Edmonton-Meadows (NDP) 
Dreeshen, Hon. Devin, Innisfail-Sylvan Lake (UCP) 
Eggen, David, Edmonton-North West (NDP), 

Official Opposition Whip 
Ellis, Mike, Calgary-West (UCP), 

Government Whip 
Feehan, Richard, Edmonton-Rutherford (NDP) 
Fir, Hon. Tanya, Calgary-Peigan (UCP) 
Ganley, Kathleen T., Calgary-Mountain View (NDP) 

Official Opposition Deputy House Leader 
Getson, Shane C., Lac Ste. Anne-Parkland (UCP) 
Glasgo, Michaela L., Brooks-Medicine Hat (UCP) 
Glubish, Hon. Nate, Strathcona-Sherwood Park (UCP) 
Goehring, Nicole, Edmonton-Castle Downs (NDP) 
Goodridge, Laila, Fort McMurray-Lac La Biche (UCP) 
Gotfried, Richard, Calgary-Fish Creek (UCP) 
Gray, Christina, Edmonton-Mill Woods (NDP) 

Official Opposition Deputy House Leader 
Guthrie, Peter F., Airdrie-Cochrane (UCP) 
Hanson, David B., Bonnyville-Cold Lake-St. Paul (UCP) 
Hoffman, Sarah, Edmonton-Glenora (NDP) 
Horner, Nate S., Drumheller-Stettler (UCP) 
Hunter, Hon. Grant R., Taber-Warner (UCP) 
Irwin, Janis, Edmonton-Highlands-Norwood (NDP), 

Official Opposition Deputy Whip 
Issik, Whitney, Calgary-Glenmore (UCP) 
Jones, Matt, Calgary-South East (UCP) 
Kenney, Hon. Jason, PC, Calgary-Lougheed (UCP), 

Premier 
LaGrange, Hon. Adriana, Red Deer-North (UCP) 
Loewen, Todd, Central Peace-Notley (UCP) 
Long, Martin M., West Yellowhead (UCP) 
Lovely, Jacqueline, Camrose (UCP) 
Loyola, Rod, Edmonton-Ellerslie (NDP) 
Luan, Hon. Jason, Calgary-Foothills (UCP) 
Madu, Hon. Kaycee, Edmonton-South West (UCP) 
McIver, Hon. Ric, Calgary-Hays (UCP), 

Deputy Government House Leader 

Nally, Hon. Dale, Morinville-St. Albert (UCP) 
Neudorf, Nathan T., Lethbridge-East (UCP) 
Nicolaides, Hon. Demetrios, Calgary-Bow (UCP) 
Nielsen, Christian E., Edmonton-Decore (NDP) 
Nixon, Hon. Jason, Rimbey-Rocky Mountain House-Sundre 

(UCP), Government House Leader 
Nixon, Jeremy P., Calgary-Klein (UCP) 
Notley, Rachel, Edmonton-Strathcona (NDP), 

Leader of the Official Opposition 
Orr, Ronald, Lacombe-Ponoka (UCP) 
Pancholi, Rakhi, Edmonton-Whitemud (NDP) 
Panda, Hon. Prasad, Calgary-Edgemont (UCP) 
Phillips, Shannon, Lethbridge-West (NDP) 
Pon, Hon. Josephine, Calgary-Beddington (UCP) 
Rehn, Pat, Lesser Slave Lake (UCP) 
Reid, Roger W., Livingstone-Macleod (UCP) 
Renaud, Marie F., St. Albert (NDP) 
Rosin, Miranda D., Banff-Kananaskis (UCP) 
Rowswell, Garth, Vermilion-Lloydminster-Wainwright (UCP) 
Rutherford, Brad, Leduc-Beaumont (UCP) 
Sabir, Irfan, Calgary-McCall (NDP) 
Savage, Hon. Sonya, Calgary-North West (UCP), 

Deputy Government House Leader 
Sawhney, Hon. Rajan, Calgary-North East (UCP) 
Schmidt, Marlin, Edmonton-Gold Bar (NDP) 
Schow, Joseph R., Cardston-Siksika (UCP), 

Deputy Government Whip 
Schulz, Hon. Rebecca, Calgary-Shaw (UCP) 
Schweitzer, Hon. Doug, Calgary-Elbow (UCP), 

Deputy Government House Leader 
Shandro, Hon. Tyler, Calgary-Acadia (UCP) 
Shepherd, David, Edmonton-City Centre (NDP) 
Sigurdson, Lori, Edmonton-Riverview (NDP) 
Sigurdson, R.J., Highwood (UCP) 
Singh, Peter, Calgary-East (UCP) 
Smith, Mark W., Drayton Valley-Devon (UCP) 
Stephan, Jason, Red Deer-South (UCP) 
Sweet, Heather, Edmonton-Manning (NDP), 

Official Opposition House Leader 
Toews, Hon. Travis, Grande Prairie-Wapiti (UCP) 
Toor, Devinder, Calgary-Falconridge (UCP) 
Turton, Searle, Spruce Grove-Stony Plain (UCP) 
van Dijken, Glenn, Athabasca-Barrhead-Westlock (UCP) 
Walker, Jordan, Sherwood Park (UCP) 
Williams, Dan D.A., Peace River (UCP) 
Wilson, Hon. Rick D., Maskwacis-Wetaskiwin (UCP) 
Yao, Tany, Fort McMurray-Wood Buffalo (UCP) 
Yaseen, Muhammad, Calgary-North (UCP) 

Party standings: 
 United Conservative: 63 New Democrat: 24 

Officers and Officials of the Legislative Assembly 

Shannon Dean, QC, Clerk 
Teri Cherkewich, Law Clerk 
Stephanie LeBlanc, Clerk Assistant and 

Senior Parliamentary Counsel  
Trafton Koenig, Parliamentary Counsel  

Philip Massolin, Clerk of Committees and 
Research Services 

Nancy Robert, Research Officer 
Janet Schwegel, Director of Parliamentary 

Programs 
 

Amanda LeBlanc, Deputy Editor of Alberta 
Hansard 

Chris Caughell, Sergeant-at-Arms 
Tom Bell, Assistant Sergeant-at-Arms 
Paul Link, Assistant Sergeant-at-Arms 
 



 

Executive Council 

Jason Kenney Premier, President of Executive Council, 
Minister of Intergovernmental Relations 

Leela Aheer Minister of Culture, Multiculturalism and Status of Women 

Jason Copping Minister of Labour and Immigration 

Devin Dreeshen Minister of Agriculture and Forestry 

Tanya Fir Minister of Economic Development, Trade and Tourism 

Nate Glubish Minister of Service Alberta 

Grant Hunter Associate Minister of Red Tape Reduction 

Adriana LaGrange Minister of Education 

Jason Luan Associate Minister of Mental Health and Addictions 

Kaycee Madu Minister of Municipal Affairs 

Ric McIver Minister of Transportation 

Dale Nally Associate Minister of Natural Gas and Electricity 

Demetrios Nicolaides Minister of Advanced Education 

Jason Nixon Minister of Environment and Parks 

Prasad Panda Minister of Infrastructure 

Josephine Pon Minister of Seniors and Housing 

Sonya Savage Minister of Energy 

Rajan Sawhney Minister of Community and Social Services 

Rebecca Schulz Minister of Children’s Services 

Doug Schweitzer Minister of Justice and Solicitor General 

Tyler Shandro Minister of Health 

Travis Toews President of Treasury Board and Minister of Finance 

Rick Wilson Minister of Indigenous Relations  

Parliamentary Secretaries 

Laila Goodridge Parliamentary Secretary Responsible for Alberta’s Francophonie 

Jeremy Nixon Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Community and Social Services 

Muhammad Yaseen Parliamentary Secretary of Immigration  

  



 

 
STANDING AND SPECIAL COMMITTEES OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ALBERTA 

 

Standing Committee on the 
Alberta Heritage Savings 
Trust Fund 
Chair: Mr. Orr 
Deputy Chair: Mr. Getson 

Allard 
Eggen 
Glasgo 
Jones 
Loyola 
Nielsen 
Singh 

 

 

Standing Committee on 
Alberta’s Economic Future 
Chair: Mr. Neudorf 
Deputy Chair: Ms Goehring 

Allard 
Armstrong-Homeniuk 
Barnes 
Bilous 
Dang 
Horner 
Irwin 
Reid 
Stephan 
Toor 
 

 

 

Standing Committee on 
Families and Communities 
Chair: Ms Goodridge 
Deputy Chair: Ms Sigurdson 

Amery 
Carson 
Ganley 
Glasgo 
Guthrie 
Neudorf 
Nixon, Jeremy 
Pancholi 
Rutherford 
Yao 

 

 

Standing Committee on 
Legislative Offices 
Chair: Mr. Schow 
Deputy Chair: Mr. Sigurdson 

Gray 
Lovely 
Nixon, Jeremy 
Rutherford 
Schmidt 
Shepherd 
Sweet 
van Dijken 
Walker 

 

 

Special Standing Committee 
on Members’ Services 
Chair: Mr. Cooper 
Deputy Chair: Mr. Ellis 

Dang 
Deol 
Ganley 
Goehring 
Goodridge 
Long 
Neudorf 
Walker 
Williams 

 

 

Standing Committee on 
Private Bills and Private 
Members’ Public Bills 
Chair: Mr. Ellis 
Deputy Chair: Mr. Schow 

Glasgo 
Horner 
Irwin 
Neudorf 
Nielsen 
Nixon, Jeremy 
Pancholi 
Sigurdson, L. 
Sigurdson, R.J. 
 

 

 

Standing Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, 
Standing Orders and 
Printing 
Chair: Mr. Smith 
Deputy Chair: Mr. Schow 

Armstrong-Homeniuk 
Carson 
Deol 
Ganley 
Issik 
Jones 
Lovely 
Loyola 
Rehn 
Reid 
Renaud 
Turton 
Yao 

 

 

Standing Committee on 
Public Accounts 
Chair: Ms Phillips 
Deputy Chair: Mr. Gotfried 

Barnes 
Dach 
Guthrie 
Hoffman 
Reid 
Renaud 
Rosin 
Rowswell 
Stephan 
Toor 
 

 

 

 

Standing Committee on 
Resource Stewardship 
Chair: Mr. Hanson 
Deputy Chair: Member Ceci 

Dach 
Feehan 
Getson 
Loewen 
Rehn 
Rosin 
Sabir 
Singh 
Smith 
Yaseen 
 

 

 

   

 
 



May 7, 2020 Alberta Hansard 703 

Legislative Assembly of Alberta 
Title: Thursday, May 7, 2020 9:00 a.m. 
9 a.m. Thursday, May 7, 2020 

[The Speaker in the chair] 

head: Prayers 

The Speaker: Lord, the God of righteousness and truth, grant to 
our Queen and to her government, to Members of the Legislative 
Assembly, and to all in positions of responsibility the guidance of 
Your spirit. May they never lead the province wrongly through love 
of power, desire to please, or unworthy ideas but, laying aside all 
private interests and prejudice, keep in mind their responsibility to 
seek to improve the condition of all. Amen. 
 Please be seated. 
 Ordres du jour. 

head: Orders of the Day 

head: Government Bills and Orders 
 Third Reading 

 Bill 3  
 Mobile Home Sites Tenancies Amendment Act, 2020 

The Speaker: The hon. the Minister of Service Alberta. 

Mr. Glubish: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I rise today to speak on and 
move third reading of Bill 3, Mobile Home Sites Tenancies 
Amendment Act, 2020. 
 Mr. Speaker, as I’ve said before and as we’ve discussed here a 
lot over the last while, this bill will broaden the dispute resolution 
options for both landlords and tenants of mobile-home sites by 
extending the residential tenancy dispute resolution service to 
address mobile-home site tenancy issues. The access to the RTDRS 
being provided by our government through this bill is in answer to 
ongoing requests from residents of mobile-home communities but 
also from their landlords. 
 Mobile-home community residents and landlords have been 
required to resolve their disputes in the courts, which is a more 
costly avenue and which takes a longer time to be heard before 
receiving a ruling. While they’ve been required to go through the 
courts, landlords and tenants of apartments, condos, and traditional 
houses have had the benefit of bringing their disputes to the RTDRS 
instead. The amendments proposed in this legislation will change 
that, Mr. Speaker, and bring all landlords and tenants in Alberta in 
line with each other by opening up the RTDRS to those in mobile-
home communities. I believe that these amendments will benefit 
Albertans by lowering the cost required to resolve some mobile-
home site disputes, enabling a less formal process which is more 
accessible and diverting cases from the courts that would be better 
heard elsewhere. 
 We’ve made it clear, Mr. Speaker, that there are still some cases 
that will need to be heard by the courts, but with the passage of Bill 
3 the rules will be the same for landlords and tenants regardless of 
which type of dwelling they live in. Whether someone lives in an 
apartment, a condo, a traditional house, or a mobile-home 
community, disputes over infrastructure in those involving complex 
legal issues as well as those where the claims are greater than 
$50,000 will still be heard by the courts. That is not changing. The 
real difference here is that landlords and tenants can bring their 
disputes around rent payments, breaches of legislation or rental 
agreement, improper evictions or unauthorized entrance of the 
premises by the landlord to the quasi-judicial RTDRS. 

 This is a big win, Mr. Speaker, and will lead, I think, to better 
landlord-tenant relationships as a whole in mobile-home 
communities. In an earlier stage of this debate I quoted a few times 
from Ms Brenda Neville, a resident from a mobile-home 
community in Parkland Village. She’s got great insight on this as 
she lives this every day. So I thought it would be fitting to quote her 
one more time as we wrap up debate on this very important bill. She 
said: “It’s very important to allow community owners like 
Parkbridge and ourselves as tenants to be able to sit down and have 
a conversation instead of getting all frustrated with each other and 
just taking it to court instead.” 
 Those words were echoed by the vice-president of Parkbridge 
Communities, one of the largest owners and operators of mobile-
home communities in Alberta. They said: “We support this move 
to enable access to dispute resolution services as a way to help all 
parties clarify and resolve issues of responsibility in manufactured 
home communities.” 
 Mr. Speaker, this seems pretty straightforward. We have tenants 
and we have landlords who are asking for this. 
 On another note, you know, Mr. Speaker, you’ve heard us talk 
about the importance of red tape reduction and the benefits of 
access to the RTDRS to make this bill a strong example of the work 
that this government is doing to reduce red tape to make life better 
for Albertans. While he didn’t use the words “red tape,” Edmonton 
city councillor Mike Nickel said that this bill “is not just about 
fairness. This is also about making the system more efficient. This 
is about reducing court costs. This is about allowing the residents a 
chance to air their grievances before they have to go through our 
costly court process. And to be quite frank, that’s just all good news 
all around.” 
 Red tape comes in many forms, and this is an example of a pretty 
common-sense piece of red tape to cut. From the outside looking 
in, maybe it seems insignificant, but believe me, Mr. Speaker, when 
I tell you that this little piece of red tape means a lot to residents of 
mobile-home communities. 
 As I mentioned earlier, I started hearing from mobile-home 
residents very early after being asked to serve as Minister of Service 
Alberta. That’s a big reason why I toured the province last summer, 
to hear from Albertans from mobile-home communities all across 
the province, and that’s why I’m acting with this bill to bring this 
forward. Residents in mobile-home communities have been waiting 
years for this access to the RTDRS, and I look forward to being able 
to tell them that their wait is finally over. 
 Thank you. 

The Speaker: Thank you to the minister for moving third reading 
of Bill 8. I also believe that the – oh, correction; Bill 13. 

Some Hon. Members: Bill 3. 

The Speaker: Bills 3, 8, 13: sometimes they’re all the same. 
 For clarity’s sake, thank you to the hon. Minister of Service 
Alberta for moving third reading of Bill 3. 
 The Deputy Government House Leader has a unanimous consent 
motion, I believe, to – it’s my first day. He’d like to ask for 
unanimous consent for something. The Minister of Justice. 

Mr. Schweitzer: Mr. Speaker, I would request unanimous consent 
of the Assembly that members be able to sit, speak, and vote from 
any chair within the Assembly for today’s sitting. 

[Unanimous consent granted] 

The Speaker: Is there anyone else wishing to speak to third 
reading? The hon. the Member for Edmonton-North West. 
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Mr. Eggen: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. Certainly, I can 
empathize with perhaps getting a slow start to one’s full cognitive 
functions. It’s kind of like starting a chainsaw, right? You’ve got to 
give it a couple of pulls, and then away you go. 
 I appreciate the minister’s comments in regard to Bill 3, Mobile 
Home Sites Tenancies Amendment Act, 2020, here in third reading. 
Certainly, our side here in the New Democrat Official Opposition 
was that we had been advocating and canvassing for this very thing 
for quite some time, so it’s good to see this in a position where we 
can move forward potentially on this bill. 
 The first thing I just want to talk about, though, I guess, you 
know, by way of introduction – again, I want to, on behalf of the 
Official Opposition and on behalf of this Chamber and all 
Albertans, express our condolences to the families and to the loved 
ones and friends of the now 112 Albertans that have lost their lives 
due to the COVID-19 pandemic. Certainly, it is a very disturbing 
time for all of us, but for those who have lost loved ones, I can only 
begin to imagine the pain and suffering that you have been 
enduring. On behalf of all of us here in the Official Opposition I 
just wanted to offer our condolences to the family members and 
friends of the 112 Albertans that have been lost to the pandemic 
thus far. 
 I would also like to express our appreciation for essential service 
workers, who have been quite frankly putting in heroic efforts in 
regard to ensuring that we continue with essential services in health 
care, food services, police protection, and a whole range of things 
to just not only keep the lights on here in Alberta but help us to 
remain safe and secure as much as we can be during this very 
difficult time. 
 I guess in regard to the mobile-home sites service issue, you 
know, by empowering the RTDRS to hear cases in a wider context, 
I think that it’s important to make sure that we do so in a timely 
manner. That’s my first comment around this. 
9:10 
 We did put forward an amendment to ensure that this comes into 
effect as soon as possible. Now, that amendment was defeated, but 
I would suggest that the government would consider that by 
proclaiming and enacting this bill once it does pass here as soon as 
possible, then we can begin to actually see the positive benefits of 
Bill 3 for people living on mobile-home sites, communities and the 
landlords that are working with those same communities. I think 
that the intention originally for bringing this bill back was because 
we considered it to be something that needed to be done as soon as 
possible, so we did make an amendment to that effect. I think it’s 
incumbent upon the government to ensure that this does come into 
effect as soon as possible. 
 We know that even during the pandemic we have, you know, 
capacity for this RTDRS to have hearings remotely, right? They can 
still use technology. I believe that one of my colleagues said that 
they, in fact, are doing so, having remote capacity. Time is of the 
essence. The mechanism by which this group can start to have 
hearings is there, and it’s functioning. We can empower them more 
fully by the swift implementation of this bill as soon as possible, so 
I’m just asking, quite emphatically but politely, that we do do that. 
I believe that that would send a good message in terms of intention 
and practice to all parties affected. 
 We know that making sure that we have a fair application of the 
law to all different forms of housing here in the province of Alberta 
is absolutely essential. People need to know that they would be 
protected by law and protected by due process regardless of whether 
they’re living in condos or in rental apartments and mobile-home 
communities or whatever circumstance people happen to be living 
in. To ensure that there is due process and a sense of justice and fair 

play, I think that this bill will help to achieve that. In the spirit of 
this bill as well, I hope that we do employ those same principles to 
all forms of rental accommodation, of lease agreements and 
condominium arrangements as well and just look to make sure that 
people have access to due process regardless of where they’re 
living, regardless of their ability to pay and that it is done in a timely 
– timely – manner. 
 We know that the lessons that we’ve learned thus far from the 
COVID-19 pandemic are that if people are compromised in the 
place where they live, then all other forms of our ability to provide 
service, to provide medical service, to provide other forms of social 
assistance, are compromised, too. So when we make laws and rules 
around evictions, say, for example, we need to make sure, again, 
that we are extending support to people past the original amnesty 
on eviction notices that, I think, came due here at the beginning of 
the month. I think it’s very important, regardless of if someone is 
living in a mobile-home community or if they’re living in a rental 
apartment, for example, that we keep people in place and keep them 
safe with a roof over their heads and triage the other issues that they 
might be facing based on that foundational principle, that someone 
can be in their home, they can be in a place where they live, and 
they can feel secure around that thing. 
 Now, this bill can help people in a mobile-home community site 
potentially by having a dispute resolution mechanism, but let’s take 
the best practices and the principles that are embedded in Bill 3 and 
make application to that to people in all forms of accommodation 
that they might be living in here in the province of Alberta. Now is 
not the time to build divisions or to have any differentiation of the 
application of justice to Albertans. Now is the time for us to take a 
long, hard look at all of our rules and regulations around 
accommodation and around rental properties and mobile-home 
communities and whatever, however people might be living, and to 
make sure that people are treated fairly and in a just manner 
regardless of their circumstance. 
 We know that sometimes difficult circumstances test all of us, 
but I think that difficult circumstances can bring out the very best 
in who we are as human beings, as community members, and as 
Albertans. I believe that this is a small opportunity for us to reflect 
on that by building, you know, progressive legislation that does 
provide protection and provides due process for people in mobile-
home communities. It’s an example of a way by which I believe we 
can cast a wider analysis of laws that keep people safe, that keep 
people with a right to a place to live, an affordable place to live, and 
a right to access due process regardless of their ability to pay. 
 Certainly, we did bring forward some amendments in the last few 
days that perhaps could have made things stronger. As I would 
suggest, you know, good ideas are not exclusive to just amendments 
or the process that takes place here in this Legislature. If it’s a good 
idea, like making sure that this gets proclaimed straight away and 
that it’s put into law straight away, then certainly that can happen 
outside of the amendment process with the judicious and 
expeditious application of that by this government once this bill 
gets passed. 
 That’s pretty much it. I think I’ve canvassed this bill fairly well, 
and I certainly appreciate the opportunity to have a few final 
comments before, hopefully, each member does find it acceptable 
to vote in favour of Bill 3 here this morning. 
 Thank you very much. 

The Speaker: Hon. members, is there anyone else wishing to speak 
to third reading of Bill 3? The hon. Member for St. Albert has risen. 

Ms Renaud: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s my pleasure to rise and 
speak to Bill 3, Mobile Home Sites Tenancies Amendment Act, 
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2020. Very much like my colleague, I of course support this 
legislation. I think that any sort of protection is important. But I did 
want to talk a little bit about the amendments that have been 
proposed during the time that we’ve been debating this bill, because 
I think it’s really important to summarize some of the things, some 
of the holes or things that we thought could be better, and to talk 
about: why? What is the hesitation to make things better? You 
know, it’s interesting that government members repeatedly will say: 
“We want to do the best for Albertans. We want to protect.” We’re 
continuously suggesting ways to make it better. Just like 
government members, we speak to our constituents. We have 
spoken to our constituents for years. We have heard about this issue 
for a very long time and have some suggestions for them. 
 The one that I want to focus on first is the change to the coming-
into-force date. It’s my understanding that the government plans to 
do that in the fall of 2020. Well, Mr. Speaker, with the fact that we 
are assembled here in this place during a global pandemic and that 
we’re doing our best to meet public health orders to be able to do 
our jobs, which is great, I would suggest that if it is so pressing that 
we all assemble here this morning to discuss this important piece of 
legislation to protect Albertans, we would want to do everything in 
our power to ensure that it comes into force as soon as possible to 
provide that protection for people as soon as possible. 
 It stands to reason that this amendment makes sense. Why not do 
everything that we can right now to provide as much protection as 
possible? The only stats that I’ve seen for the number of people that 
potentially would be impacted by this legislation was available in 
2016, and it noted that there are about 48,000 people in Alberta that 
live in mobile homes. So although it’s not a massive number when 
you compare it to the overall population of the province, I think it’s 
significant, and I think it, again, stands to reason why we’re here. 
We know it’s urgent. We want to protect every single person 
possible. Like my colleague said, preventing eviction or stress 
about housing is always important, and it’s vitally important now. 
So I would really question it. I hope that there is a member that will 
stand up and explain to us, Mr. Speaker, why it is that this should 
wait. If it’s so urgent, why should this wait? 
9:20 

 I was curious to see what was going on with the residential 
tenancy dispute resolution service given that we are all dealing with 
some quite challenging public health orders because of a global 
pandemic, and the update that was available on their website sort of 
led me to believe that they had the capacity to do this. Now, I could 
be incorrect – I would be happy to hear from any government 
members that have information otherwise – but posted on their site 
was an update, and they said that they are conducting all hearings 
by phone during this pandemic. The RTDRS, which is a mouthful, 
continues to accept applications through online e-filing services. 
Again, they have created a platform for people to be able to 
continue on that process, which is great. Also, during this period, 
when we’re all, well, struggling in trying to meet these public health 
orders, they’re giving priority in the hearing schedule to 
applications for possession or termination of tenancy agreements. 
Makes sense. There’s also been a very significant change in 
document service. Again, they have been quite proactive to create 
a platform so that they can support all Albertans during this stressful 
time. Good for them. 
 We know that using this particular service is an alternative to the 
courts in resolving landlord-tenant disputes, which is great. I’m sure 
we can speak for hours about some of the things we could do to 
improve that process when people do have to go to court in terms 
of cost and access and timing and all of those things. This is a good 
move. This is a good move that has the potential to stop problems 

from getting worse, and that is always a good thing. Prevention is 
always a good thing. I think that if we didn’t understand that before, 
we certainly understand it now. We are all doing everything 
possible to prevent ourselves from making other people sick, if 
indeed we have an infection, or from getting it ourselves. I think 
that we understand the value of prevention in terms of further stress 
and additional problems that we can’t even anticipate. 
 Again, I would put to the government members that if indeed this 
is urgent – we’re here during a really challenging time, where we 
are dealing with some really important public health orders. We are 
doing our best to meet those orders. To be here to debate important 
legislation: great. But then I would ask: why is it that we’re delaying 
implementation of this if it’s that urgent? I’m hoping that a 
government member will shed some light on that particular issue. 
That would be great. 
 The other amendments that I thought – well, they were all 
actually quite good: the removing of the $50,000 cap for cases to 
be heard in the dispute resolution service; obviously, the change to 
the coming-into-force date; the waiving of fees. I think we’ve talked 
at length about that, and there are a number of other ones. 
 I just wanted to backtrack a little bit. You know, I was talking 
about preventing future problems in terms of possible eviction or 
even stress. I mean, moving a mobile home, I imagine, is an 
undertaking that is quite expensive and stressful, particularly if the 
home is older. I don’t know how a home like that would manage 
being moved after years and years of being on the same place. I’m 
sure it’s possible. I’m sure it’s costly. I know that in one of my 
previous jobs we actually had someone donate a house to us, and 
then we purchased a piece of land and moved this older home. Not 
only was it incredibly expensive, but it was also expensive to build 
a foundation to move the house onto. I imagine there’s a lot of cost. 
So anything that we can do to prevent stress, to prevent eviction, 
and to save Albertans time and effort right now would be important. 
 I would like to touch a little bit on – you know, according to stats 
in 2016, although there are only, like, 48,000 Albertans that 
potentially live in mobile homes, they’re still vitally important. I 
think that if you look at the continuum of housing, it’s actually an 
important piece for home ownership. Now, I’m not talking about 
homeless supports or homelessness and affordable housing, 
accessible housing that is perhaps supported by government or 
other programs. I’m talking about home ownership. Home 
ownership is, I think, a goal for many Albertans. For most of us, it 
is likely something that we’re comfortable with, that we’ve had 
access to, or we own our own homes, but a lot of Albertans do not. 
One of the big life goals is home ownership. Owning a home like a 
mobile home, which includes some rent payments about lots, is an 
important step for people. 
 I know a number of people – I always go back to this – with 
disabilities, not necessarily a physical disability, and accessibility 
of a mobile home, if it’s older, is quite a bit more challenging. But 
owning a mobile home is a reality for some people with disabilities 
that have saved and worked hard and perhaps, you know, bought it 
with somebody that they live with. Some individuals with 
disabilities have families that are able to support them to buy a 
home. That is not the case for everybody. As you know, people with 
disabilities are unemployed far more frequently than nondisabled 
peers and tend to earn not very much money. So home ownership 
is important, and owning a mobile home or a manufactured home 
is a way to make that happen. 
 I think it is important that we recognize that home ownership is 
important, and this particular legislation is obviously important so 
that we provide people a mechanism to resolve disputes, very 
serious disputes, sometimes very expensive disputes, in a way that 
is affordable and accessible. It sounds to me that even during this 
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very difficult time the RTDRS, the residential tenancy dispute 
resolution service, is open and able to deal with issues as they arise. 
Again to the government: it would be very nice to hear a little bit 
more about that. 
 Again, one of the things that I did want to reference quickly is 
that earlier – actually, I believe it was last month; I’m just checking 
the date here; I believe it was April 6 – a letter was sent from our 
caucus for the opposition critic that was tasked with this particular 
piece of legislation. I really appreciated that the letter talked about 
the support for this piece of legislation but then talked about why 
these amendments were so important and then gave some 
information as to how to achieve that or how it would positively 
impact Albertans. I would just like to say that some of us have been 
in this place for several years and some of us on the other side, and 
we were able to hear arguments from the opposition for many, many 
hours for years. One of the things that I did hear repeatedly and that 
did stick with me was that the job of the opposition is to look at 
legislation, not just to oppose but to do what we can to make things 
better. 
 I have found a pattern that I think we should be changing or 
looking at changing. It is that no matter what we propose in terms 
of amendment, we hear the same thing: “Well, no, that’s not true. 
No, that’s not necessary. No, we don’t need to do that.” I would 
submit that you don’t have all the answers, so sometimes it is 
important to listen to other folks with other perspectives to get 
things right. It doesn’t always feel great to admit that perhaps you 
made a mistake or that maybe you overlooked something or didn’t 
go far enough or that maybe you didn’t think about that. But you 
know what? A little humility and a little openness to change things 
to make it better go a long way. 
 I would submit that these propositions or proposals for 
amendments really do make it better. The one that I have been 
focusing on, obviously, is the dates. If we have the capacity to make 
the changes sooner, why not? Even if you prevent one person from 
being evicted or going through the stress of potentially having to go 
through a process that is not the one proposed in the legislation, I 
personally would think that’s a win. 
 With that being said, Mr. Speaker, I go back to that I am happy 
to support Bill 3, this piece of legislation. I think anything that we 
can do to make the process more accessible and affordable and 
speedy is a good thing. Any time we can protect homeowners, 
Albertans: that’s a good thing, too. Again, for probably the fourth 
time, I look forward to hearing from the government as to why, 
precisely, these amendments were rejected when indeed they’re 
actually pretty good ideas. They make sense. They would make this 
piece of legislation better. 
 Thanks, Mr. Speaker. With that, I will take my seat. 
9:30 

The Speaker: Hon. members, Standing Order 29(2)(a) is available 
if anyone has a brief question or comment for the Member for St. 
Albert. 
 Seeing none, is there anyone else wishing to speak on the third 
reading of Bill 3? I see the hon. Member for Calgary-East has risen. 

Mr. Singh: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for giving me this opportunity 
to provide my support for Bill 3, Mobile Home Sites Tenancies 
Amendment Act, 2020. This is as well a great chance for me to 
bring into this Chamber the concerns of my constituents in Calgary-
East. Before going into that, I would like to express my sincerest 
appreciation to the Minister of Service Alberta for introducing this 
amendment to the Mobile Home Sites Tenancies Act, or MHSTA. 
It is needed legislation in this time as we’re facing a huge economic 
impact brought by the COVID-19 pandemic. Both the landowners 

and the mobile-home site tenants will benefit from this amendment 
to the MHSTA. It will not only benefit the mobile-home site 
residents in my riding but, as well, all other mobile-home site 
residents in Alberta. This is a great help to them in addition to the 
amendments that were introduced by Bill 11, Tenancies Statutes 
(Emergency Provisions) Amendment Act, 2020, prohibiting rent 
increases and late fees or penalties in this public health emergency. 
 Mr. Speaker, it was not quite so long ago – that is, summer last 
year – when the minister had reached out to my constituency and 
sat on a round-table discussion with mobile-home residents of 
Calgary-East. Calgary-East is the home of four mobile-home sites: 
the Calgary Village, Mountview, Chateau Estates, and Oasis mobile 
homes. Each has their own distinct managing organization, and two 
are located beside each other while the other two are almost from 
end to end of the constituency. As we all know, mobile-home 
ownership is a great option for affordable housing. 
 Before I was elected into public service, I got a chance to talk and 
interact with residents of mobile homes in Calgary-East. I was able 
to hear their concerns in the community and in their dealings with 
their everyday life living in mobile homes. The common concerns 
raised were the sharp climb of rental fees, poor maintenance 
services coupled with the unbearable state of park roads and 
difficulty selling their homes. The only option available is to settle 
disputes in the courts. We shared the same ideas on how to deal 
with their struggles, but with these just being ideas, Mr. Speaker, 
nothing will change their situation. Nobody will see the true light 
apart from the fast resolution of this disagreement. I was told that 
they had made efforts to have their concerns heard by the authorities 
but to no avail. 
 This common scenario in mobile homes in Alberta has led the 
Alberta Urban Municipalities Association to support the motion 
from the town of Okotoks in recommending to the provincial 
government, in 2016, to allow mobile-home owners to access the 
residential tenancy dispute resolution service. In late 2018 the 
previous Member for Calgary-East had raised the concerns and the 
issue to amend the MHSTA, but it appeared that the then Minister 
of Service Alberta was not satisfied with the information or wanted 
to be released from the obligations, suggesting that mobile-home 
owners reach out to his office or their local municipality. 
 In a separate instance during question period on November 26, 
2018, the then Member for Highwood had raised a similar 
apprehension but had particularly brought out the response from the 
Service Alberta minister to the letter sent from the town of Okotoks, 
stating, “I’ll table it later [and] he has no additional information for 
them.” In the response to both instances, Mr. Speaker, the then 
minister expressed with similar actuations, stating, “In cases where 
the provincial government under the current Mobile Home Sites 
Tenancies Act, or MHSTA, is unable to intervene, these matters can 
be pursued through the courts or . . . local municipalities.” 
 This clearly shows the intention of the previous government to 
ignore legitimate issues and not to make changes or introduce 
amendments despite the overwhelming problems the mobile-home 
owners are confronting with great struggle, not to mention the 
economic hardships of the policies implemented by the previous 
provincial government and the current federal government, which 
have brought devastation to mobile-home owners. It seemed that 
they were left to suffer and had to endure the unpleasant situation 
in a place where they expected to live a prosperous life and could 
build their family healthier and happy. 
 Accordingly, the situation was one of the factors that made me 
decide to run for office. During my door-knocking, Mr. Speaker, a 
lot of mobile-home owners had continued to express their 
disappointment with the then sitting provincial government, which 
gave the impression that residents of mobile homes are not given 
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significant attention despite numerous attempts to have their 
concerns acted upon. This sentiment did not run away but instead 
stayed in my mind and in my heart. I told them that this will be 
surely acted upon and that I will be fighting for it and that I will 
have their voices heard. I was confident that the UCP will definitely 
address their concerns, which have been continuously ignored by 
the NDP. That is why, as everybody can see, Albertans did strongly 
vote for their rejection to serve last April. 
 Several months after being elected to office, I was so happy and 
delighted that the Minister of Service Alberta informed me that he 
was interested in having a round-table conversation with my 
mobile-home constituents. The minister has taken a great step in 
looking at the issues and has wanted to get it directly, in person, 
from the very ones that were experiencing it and for which he – the 
previous government did not act upon it except for a promise to 
table it later. 
 It is kind of strange as well, Mr. Speaker, that during the First 
Session of the 30th Legislature the Member for Edmonton-West 
Henday stood up in this Chamber and expressed lamentation about 
the similar state of his constituents but failed to realize that during 
their term in the government they had disregarded the very same 
action that he had voiced out for the UCP government to act. This 
is just so sad to hear, that the hon. member now is asking for the 
UCP government to act immediately on it but has forgotten that an 
identical sentiment previously raised before their government was 
just kept on the shelves. 
 Going back to the round-table discussion with the minister, my 
constituents were pleased to hear that they will be able to have an 
avenue to voice out their struggles which they did not have for a 
long period of time. I have reached out to the site owners and 
managing firm of the mobile-home owners to have them get 
apprised of the issue and to have the opportunity as well to act on 
any issues that will be easily resolved by them without resorting to 
the courts. 
 During the round-table meeting, Mr. Speaker, an overwhelming 
attendance from Calgary’s mobile-home constituents was present, 
new residents and old residents alike. Again they expressed 
gladness to have the special opportunity to personally speak with 
the minister about their difficulties. They expect to have an end 
result that is beneficial to both residents and site or lot owners. As 
I had previously mentioned, they also relayed to the minister that 
whatever they have been facing was brought out to the previous 
government but that they had not heard anything from them. Of 
course, the mobile-home residents understood that this work cannot 
be done overnight. Nevertheless, they have manifested their joy in 
looking forward to a better tomorrow. This could not stop the 
expression of happiness in their hearts in knowing that from then 
on the government is making steps and introducing changes that 
they will have been waiting for a long time. 
9:40 

 It did not end there, Mr. Speaker. Since mobile-home sites can be 
seen throughout the province, the minister had conducted and 
organized similar discussion with mobile-home residents across 
Alberta for him to be able to take into consideration every issue that 
they may have, and I know the minister was well placed to hear 
them all. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, Bill 3 seeks to include mobile-home disputes 
to be heard and resolved by the residential tenancy dispute 
resolution service, or the RTDRS. Access to the RTDRS creates 
much-needed relief for all mobile-home residents. It provides a 
more affordable and alternative avenue for the resolution of issues 
between the site owner and the mobile-home owner. It will also 
unclog our courts from hearing these disputes in the first instance. 

With the RTDRS access, effective, faster resolutions of 
disagreements can be experienced by mobile-home residents and 
site owners, which have currently been enjoyed by tenants of 
apartments and their landlords. 
 It is not a new practice here in Canada, Mr. Speaker. All other 
provinces have been practising the inclusion of mobile-home sites 
within their respective tenancy dispute tribunals. I am very amazed 
with the immediate response of the minister to the needs of all 
mobile-home residents in Alberta. It may not be able to address all 
the issues that have been brought forward to him by mobile-home 
site residents in Alberta but is a big help that will be extended to 
them, which had been rejected by the previous government. To state 
that they could access the courts or local municipalities is very 
unsatisfying, and it is as if you are admitting your unwillingness to 
provide assistance to them when they need it most. The RTDRS 
will enable their dispute to be resolved in a timely manner, therefore 
limiting cases of eviction of the mobile-home residents or loss of 
profit to the site owners. 
 Like I said in the beginning, mobile homes are a great selection 
for affordable housing, and it is a much-needed option for Albertans 
who are affected by the ongoing economic instability. Having said 
that, most people who are living in mobile homes are the ones that 
are defenceless when it comes to unexpected changes or hikes in 
their site rent. Moreover, issues like poor park or road conditions 
and the like may be easily set into an understanding between the 
parties with the guidance of the RTDRS. Either the landlord or the 
tenant can file applications regarding disputes involving an amount 
of up to $50,000 to the RTDRS. This is in consonance with the 
current jurisdiction amount that can be applied to the RTDRS. 
 If we compare to the courts, the maximum amount that can be 
recoverable in Alberta Provincial Court is $50,000 while a claim 
involving an amount of $50,000 is heard in the Court of Queen’s 
Bench. This amendment seeks to provide a less formal and less 
expensive way to settle mobile-home site disputes. At the same 
time, it respects the exclusive authority of the Court of Queen’s 
Bench to receive applications as laid out in the MHSTA, 
particularly section 59.3 of the proposed amendments, the right to 
apply to the dispute resolution service. If we were to make the 
jurisdictional amount for a mobile-home site dispute that can be 
applied to the RTDRS more than $50,000, then we are vesting the 
same jurisdictional amount that the Court of Queen’s Bench has 
original jurisdiction over. It could make it more cumbersome for 
the applicants to file it first to the RTDRS and later on, if not 
satisfied, appeal it to the Court of Queen’s Bench rather than file it 
directly to the court. By this, the applicant would have spent more 
and have waited longer. 
 We have to take note as well that the disputes that we seek to 
provide to the RTDRS are completely being applied or to be heard 
by the Provincial Court, civil, often called the people’s court or the 
small claims court. Claims involving a large amount of money 
could be better resolved in the Court of Queen’s Bench as any party 
can only be represented by a lawyer in the Court of Queen’s Bench 
while the tenant or landlord can be represented by a nonlawyer in 
the RTDRS. 
 Appeals from the RTDRS orders can be filed at the Court of 
Queen’s Bench, and the same procedure is observed if the dispute 
has been originally applied to the Provincial Court. Hence, it is 
more prudent to respect the jurisdiction amount of claims that have 
been heard by the courts rather than providing RTDRS a concurrent 
jurisdiction with the Court of Queen’s Bench. Also, the RTDRS 
application fee is less expensive – it is at $75 – compared to court 
fees, which range from $100 to $200. Without this affordable and 
effective avenue to resolve their grievances, mobile-home residents 
could be left in a situation that is confined with uncertainty. This 
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new development will also make the courts concentrate on 
resolving complicated matters, which, as we know, is a much more 
formal process. There is a possibility that the set application fee can 
be waived if the applicant is in financial hardship, like the situation 
that many of my constituents are in. They have expressed that they 
are on a break even from month to month and sometimes in a 
deficit. That is why they cannot afford to pay any rental rate 
increases that have been imposed drastically by the landowners. 
 In a 2018-2019 report from Service Alberta, Mr. Speaker, 
RTDRS received 10,754 applications. 

The Speaker: Standing Order 29(2)(a) is available if anyone has a 
brief question or comment for the hon. member. 
 Seeing none, thank you for your comments. 
 The hon. Member for Edmonton-Decore on third reading of Bill 
3. 

Mr. Nielsen: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. I appreciate the 
opportunity to add some final thoughts and comment on Bill 3, the 
Mobile Home Sites Tenancies Amendment Act, 2020. I’ll start, of 
course, by thanking the minister for opening up third reading and 
providing some final thoughts on this. My hope is that the minister 
will take some of my comments in a positive manner so that as we 
move forward with this legislation, we provide the best possible 
outcomes for Albertans, especially for owners of mobile-home 
sites. 
 You know, as I’ve said time and time again, I’m always the one 
that gets hung up on the language, what’s in there, what’s also 
potentially lacking. So while I do feel that Bill 3 is a good piece of 
legislation – there’s some really good, solid language contained 
within that – I do feel a little bit like the small character out of Oliver 
Twist saying, “Please, sir, may I have some more?” because it is 
good, and I think we have the ability to add a few more helpings to 
be able to make it that much better. 
 I know that the Official Opposition, Mr. Speaker, brought in 
several amendments that we thought could take this legislation up 
to the next level, providing the best outcomes for those owners. One 
of the comments that I did notice that the minister made in opening 
up third reading here was around red tape reduction. Of course, I do 
get the opportunity as the critic for red tape reduction to look at 
these things, and as I’ve seen some of our amendments come 
forward, by moving from the court system to the disputes 
resolution, we’re absolutely reducing red tape. We’re taking up less 
court time. We’re taking up fewer court resources that can then be 
dedicated to more important issues within that system. I think that 
when the amendment was rejected, though, we missed out on an 
opportunity to be as effective as we possibly can. Certainly, I’ve 
seen over the course of the past year, you know, a mandate to reduce 
red tape by this government. I have seen a lot of it being created out 
of that, so I think that this could have been an opportunity to reduce 
even more the red tape that exists here. Hopefully, we haven’t 
missed out on an opportunity to be able to make that as efficient as 
possible. 
 As we know, mobile homes are sometimes the only ability for 
people to gain ownership of their home. It tends to be something 
that seniors find as a financially viable opportunity rather than 
getting into a condo system or even just a smaller house. You know, 
as they say, there’s always one out there that, unfortunately, will 
spoil it for the rest. Where we could have potentially kept something 
out of the court system, the landowner will simply try to outfinance 
the mobile-home owner. That’s just one example of, you know, 
maybe some red tape that we could have kept out of the court 
system and kept within the disputes resolution process. 

9:50 

 I know the minister stated earlier in debate that resources 
definitely will be dedicated to this. I know that as we start to get 
through this pandemic, as we start to get through this economic 
downturn and, rightly so – you know, this was expressed by the 
government – look at expenses, I can’t help but wonder if that 
could, unfortunately, maybe find itself as one of the things that 
could end up on the chopping block. I know there was a 
commitment from the minister to make sure that the resources are 
there, both in funding and in personnel, to make sure that the dispute 
resolution process can handle the new caseloads. I’m hoping that 
there will be diligent advocacy on the part of the minister to make 
sure that that’s not an area that could be potentially cut back, again, 
as we come through on the other side of these very difficult times 
that Alberta and Albertans find themselves in. 
 The other thing that I would hope I can convince the minister of 
would be around the coming into force of this legislation. You 
know, as we’ve seen throughout this pandemic and the steps that 
Alberta has had to take to keep Albertans safe, our court system is 
one that has found itself in a diminished capacity. As we come out 
on the other side of this and we start to try to catch up on that 
caseload that was not able to be heard during this time, again, with 
the resources being in place, coming into force sooner rather than 
potentially later will provide mobile-home owners access to dispute 
resolution. My hope is that the minister will advocate very 
aggressively to get that moved into force so that those owners have 
the ability to access that system as soon as possible. 
 Like I said, I’m a little, I guess, disappointed that the amendments 
weren’t considered for this, things like removing the $50,000 cap. 
It’s just the reality of the economy that we’re in. It’s possible for 
that $50,000 cap to be reached very, very quickly depending on the 
circumstances. Again, thinking back to the red tape, we could have 
had an opportunity to reduce some of the red tape that could be 
created. Once we reach that cap, you know, we’ll be saying: oh, 
well, sorry; that exceeds the mandate here, so now we have to move 
it there. Again, as the critic for red tape reduction I think this 
would’ve been an opportunity for the government to reduce a piece 
of red tape that we feel exists within the legislation. That could have 
made it a little bit more efficient. Hopefully, as we move forward 
and we see how the system works, maybe there will be an 
opportunity to revisit that in the future. 
 I’m also concerned about fees. Generally speaking, when we 
have owners of mobile homes, they just simply don’t have the 
finances available to them should it actually have to enter the court 
system. Again, this could have been a little bit of an opportunity to 
reduce some red tape that would prevent mobile-home owners from 
being able to access that. Hopefully, you know, these comments are 
being taken in the spirit that they are intended. It is an opportunity 
to reduce more red tape than what you’ve already potentially done 
here. 
 With that, I think that my other colleagues have said very 
eloquently the other things that exist within the legislation. I am 
happy to support this. Again, my hope is that mobile-home owners 
will be able to access it right away rather than waiting later on. 
Unfortunately, I have seen some instances where the government 
seems to, I don’t know, be waiting on something to happen, 
somebody else to do something, but here is an opportunity to move 
right ahead on this and give Alberta mobile-home owners timely 
access to a system that I think will make their lives better and allow 
fairness to proceed for these owners. Hopefully, we will see this get 
passed, and owners will get access to it right away. 
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The Speaker: Hon. members, Standing Order 29(2)(a) is available 
if anyone has a brief question or comment for the hon. gentleman. 
 Seeing none, we are on Bill 3, third reading. Would anyone else 
like to add to the debate this morning? 
 Seeing none, I’m prepared to ask the Minister of Service Alberta 
to close debate. 

Mr. Glubish: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would like to start 
by thanking everyone on both sides of the House for participating 
in debate on this bill. It sounds as though we’re moving towards 
unanimous support for this bill. I’m hoping that’s where we land, 
and if so, I just want to thank everyone for their support for this bill. 
This is a very important step forward to improve life for Albertans 
who live in mobile-home communities. 
 I want to also just thank especially my colleagues the Member 
for Lethbridge-East, the Member for West Yellowhead, the 
Member for Calgary-East, and the Member for Lac Ste. Anne-
Parkland, each of whom really went above and beyond to organize 
meetings for me with their constituents from mobile-home 
communities in their community and in their ridings. Those 
meetings were very helpful to me to inform the work that went into 
this bill, and I just wanted to recognize them for their contributions 
to this important piece of legislation. 
 You know, Mr. Speaker, we’ve talked about this a lot, but at the 
end of the day this is a bill that will open up the residential tenancy 
dispute resolution service, or the RTDRS, to residents and landlords 
of mobile-home communities. In its simplest form that’s what this 
bill will do, and it’s very important. It’s something that we’ve heard 
ever since I became an MLA and especially since I became the 
Minister of Service of Alberta. This is something that residents and 
landlords of mobile-home communities have been asking for for a 
very long time, so I’m very pleased to be in the final stages of debate 
on this bill and looking forward to making this a reality and making 
life better for these Albertans. 
 You know, before I wrap up, I thought it would just be important 
to maybe circle back to some of the comments from the members 
opposite. I respect that they are trying to make this better. I know 
there was some reference made to the letter from the opposition critic 
on my file, the Member for Edmonton-West Henday, back on April 
6 that outlined a number of proposed amendments. I want to assure 
all the members opposite that I did receive and read that letter. I 
carefully considered that letter. As the opposition have said many 
times, the proposed amendments, in their view, were reasonable and 
practical. Certainly, I would agree that they were well-intentioned. 
But as they well know, I spent a significant amount of time in this 
Chamber during Committee of the Whole as we continued to debate 
those amendments to outline the reasons why we couldn’t and 
wouldn’t support those amendments. At the end of the day, the reality 
was that in practice many of those amendments were impractical, and 
I’ll just speak to one of them as we wrap up here. 
 You know, in terms of the $50,000 cap on matters that can be 
decided by the RTDRS, I mean, this is important. I know the 
opposition has spoken about this a lot, saying: well, we could have 
just made this better; we could have just increased the cap. Well, 
here are the facts. The division of powers between the Provincial 
Court and the Court of Queen’s Bench is based on the Constitution 
Act and based on the types of decisions being made by each court. 
The Provincial Court limit is set at $50,000, which is well above the 
$5,000 constitutional limit, but we had set that in Alberta in order 
to reduce the caseload in the superior courts. The fact is that 
increasing the threshold of the RTDRS beyond that of the 
Provincial Court would likely result in a constitutional challenge 
that such authority would interfere with the jurisdiction of the Court 

of Queen’s Bench. This is the reason why I did not support that 
amendment, because it doesn’t make sense. 
10:00 

 This is not a case of the government just saying, “We know 
better,” or “We don’t like your amendments,” or “We don’t like 
them just because they came from the opposition.” This is a case of 
where the amendment didn’t make sense based on the facts. You 
know, I agree that this Chamber is an important place for us to 
debate with one another and to consider feedback from all sides of 
the House. I did consider the feedback provided by the other side of 
the House, and I just wanted to make it clear that I was not just 
outright rejecting amendments simply because they came from the 
other side. I hope the members from the other side, even if they 
don’t like where we landed on this related to their amendments, felt 
like I dedicated a significant amount of time to listen to them during 
Committee of the Whole and to address our response to that in the 
spirit of debate. 
 You know, one of the final things I will just say is that I know 
there’s been a lot of talk from the members opposite about how 
they’ve been advocating for this and working on this for a very long 
time. Certainly, they’ve been working on this this year since I 
brought this forward, and I want to thank them for the work they’ve 
done this year to add to the debate. But I think it’s important that 
we not rewrite history. Let us remember that they were in 
government for four years. They had an opportunity to do this a 
long time ago, and they didn’t. I don’t know why. 
 It’s also important to remember that they had a private member 
who wrote a letter to the National Post on November 6, 2018, after 
having become an independent MLA, having had to leave the 
government caucus at that time over this issue of mobile homes. I’ll 
just quote what this former member said. She said: 

There are issues that are important to folks in my riding that I 
have been advocating for, that I have been told are not priorities 
at this time. But that I have also not been allowed to speak about 
publicly. One of these things is a critical review of the Mobile 
Home Sites Tenancies Act. 

She went on to say: 
Every time I bring it up I am told it’s not on the to do list and that 
I can’t ask questions about it in QP. 

Which we all know is question period. She closed by saying: 
This is a tragedy of epic proportions. 

That was former member Robyn Luff. 
 You know, I’m grateful for the support of the members opposite 
on this bill. It is an important bill, and I’m grateful for the attention 
they’ve put on this to try and help contribute to the debate, but it is 
important that we recognize that they had four years to focus on this 
if it really was such a priority. They didn’t. But the past is the past. 
Here we are now, today. We’re all working together to get this 
done, and I’m very proud to be a part of the government caucus that 
is leading the way to bring this bill forward, to make it a reality for 
Albertans who live in mobile-home communities to give them 
access to the RTDRS. This will make their lives better. It’s a great 
step in the right direction. 
 With that, Mr. Speaker, I am very pleased to move to close 
debate. Thank you very much. 

[Motion carried; Bill 3 read a third time] 

 Bill 8  
 Protecting Survivors of Human Trafficking Act 

The Speaker: The Minister of Justice and the Solicitor General. 
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Mr. Schweitzer: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I am pleased to move 
third reading of Bill 8, the Protecting Survivors of Human 
Trafficking Act. 
 Human trafficking is a dehumanizing and predatory crime that 
violates a person’s basic human rights and dignity. Traffickers prey 
upon people of all ages, ethnicities, and genders. They coerce their 
victims into providing labour or sexual services against their will. 
Traffickers often use threats and violence against the survivor and 
their loved ones that trap them in a cycle of exploitation. This crime 
is also often unconsciously ignored by the general public. Albertans 
think that human trafficking is something that happens somewhere 
else, but it happens right here in our home. The truth is that it 
happens in our communities, and sometimes it’s happening at the 
business or house next door. Reported incidents of this horrible 
crime have skyrocketed in recent years, and it’s time for Alberta to 
take real action to fight it. 
 I’m proud to stand with a government that refuses to sit idly by 
and allow this abuse to go unchecked in Alberta. This legislation 
will strengthen a survivor’s ability to get away from this abuse 
physically, emotionally, and financially. By passing this legislation, 
it would allow us to create an annual day of awareness for human 
trafficking, a standard definition of human trafficking, a standard 
definition of sexual exploitation, a statutory tort allowing survivors 
of trafficking to sue their traffickers, a statutory remedy allowing 
survivors to secure a protection order from their traffickers, and a 
warrant permitting a police officer entry. 
 This made-in-Alberta legislation will strengthen a survivor’s 
ability to get away from this physical, emotional, and financially 
damaging abuse and will empower them to hold those who prey 
upon them accountable. This legislation will also allow us to deliver 
an important platform commitment. It will make us a leader in 
Canada’s approach to protecting and empowering survivors. 
 I expect members on both sides of this House to support this 
legislation, and I’ve been thankful for the debate so far. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The Speaker: Hon. members, the Minister of Justice and Solicitor 
General has moved third reading of Bill 8. Is there anyone else that 
would like to join in the debate this morning? The hon. Member for 
Calgary-Mountain View. 

Ms Ganley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I think I’ve certainly spoken 
to this bill a lot, so I’ll keep my comments relatively brief, I think, 
at this time. We absolutely support this bill. We’ve had the 
opportunity now to speak to a number of different stakeholder 
groups that work in this area, and they have generally expressed 
support for this bill, so I think that that is a really good reason to be 
in favour of it. 
 Again, as I’ve said before, I think it’s worth noting that this is a 
horrendous crime. It is one which is occurring right now all around 
us in this province. Many people don’t see it or don’t hear about it 
or don’t experience it, but like many things that are going on in our 
society, not everyone is necessarily aware of the crimes that go on 
around us. So despite the fact that we may not have seen it or 
interacted with it, it is happening right here and now in Alberta. 
 I think it’s worth discussing a little bit. In Alberta in terms of 
trafficking, a little bit over half is usually related in some way to 
sex trafficking, and then almost half, so not quite half, is related to 
labour trafficking. That makes it a complex area because the labour 
trafficking almost always, not always but frequently involves 
individuals who are in the country who are not citizens. That makes 
it a really complicated area of law because, you know, the person 
who is doing the trafficking may remove their passport, therefore 
removing their ability to return to their home country. 

 They may be here on a temporary work permit, and the problem 
is that that renders them vulnerable in certain ways because that 
work permit often only applies to a specific employer. Sometimes 
it can apply to sort of a class of employers, but often it applies only 
to a specific employer, so that means that once the person has 
arrived here, they’re often in a position where the employer decides 
to make them work very long hours, work in poor conditions, 
doesn’t pay them what they ought to have been paid or at all, makes 
them live in terrible conditions. Many of those things are very 
difficult to remedy because they know that they have hanging over 
their head that ability of the employer to essentially terminate their 
employment, and that means that either they’re stuck in Canada 
with no way to support themselves or they have to go back to the 
country they came from, and often these individuals are here trying 
to work to make money to support their families because there’s no 
work available to them where they came from. 
 Now, I’m not saying that those types of work permits are never useful 
because sometimes, especially with respect to sort of skilled trades – 
we have a shortage of those individuals in this country – they certainly 
make sense. But I think sort of my view has always been that 
historically – and this is certainly how my family came here – the sort 
of deal has been that you kind of come here and you work very hard 
and you bring your family, and that’s how it goes. My grandfather 
came here, lived at the YMCA, worked a job while building a house 
to bring his family over, and I think that’s a pretty common story. 
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 Returning to the subject matter, I think, at hand, this is a crime 
that’s going on around us, and that is the reason why it’s important 
to move this legislation forward. I was incredibly pleased to see, 
though somewhat surprised, that the government actually accepted 
an amendment from the opposition. The in-force date on these 
orders was originally set to be December 31 of this year, so about 
eight or nine months from now, and we have now moved that up so 
that it comes into force in July. That’s right away. 
 I think that that is incredibly important because this bill was 
introduced – and we heard over and over again from government 
members, some with quite a lot of anger, honestly, Mr. Speaker, 
that this needed to go through right away. I think our response to 
that was, “You know, this is a problem that’s happening right now, 
but if it’s so critical to pass a bill in under 48 hours that we can’t 
even have time to consult with stakeholders to see what their view 
on the bill is, then perhaps we ought to bring the in-force date up a 
little bit,” and the government has accepted that. So I would like to 
applaud the minister for that because we haven’t actually seen a lot 
of that in the 30th Legislature here. That is a very, very good thing. 
 That being said, this bill is important. It’s urgent. Stakeholders 
are supportive. I think that certainly our caucus is very supportive 
of this bill moving forward. 
 I did want to raise a couple of points that I got in my 
conversations with stakeholders, and those are simply that they’re 
looking for a few extra things. This bill, when it was announced, 
was coming with a committee, and that committee has various folks 
who are working in this area on it, or it’s supposed to. The 
committee itself is not referenced in the bill at all, so that was a bit 
of a source of concern because a lot of the answers to a lot of the 
outstanding questions on this issue have been: well, the committee 
will deal with that. So the fact that the committee itself is not in the 
bill – it’s not legislatively mandated – is a bit of a concern. 
 I had actually hoped to hear the minister, because we’ve asked 
this question repeatedly, respond and tell us who was going to be 
on the committee, when the committee was going to be called, when 
the committee would be expected to report back, and, you know, 
whether the recommendations of that committee would be made 



May 7, 2020 Alberta Hansard 711 

public. I do think that while this helps and while this deals very 
positively with the issue, there are a number of outstanding issues 
that need to be dealt with, so the work of that committee is going to 
be critical. This is a really, really positive and good first step, but it 
is just that, a first step. So I think we need to know that the 
recommendations of that committee will be public so that the 
government can be held accountable. 
 The other two big things had to do with funding both for support 
agencies and for legal advice. That sort of earlier digression was 
about the fact that this a legally complex area, so allowing legal 
advice is really, really important because people don’t necessarily 
know what rises to the level of human trafficking. So that’s a pretty 
important step. 
 The other thing that has been asked for by the community is a 
sort of dedicated secure shelter for individuals, particularly 
individuals who are victims of sex trafficking because they’re very, 
very traumatized, and people who are very, very traumatized 
require a lot of support. Sometimes when you’re dealing with 
trauma, the average sort of everyday things that you and I – the 
ways in which we behave and interact – respond to one another 
become challenging, so that support and that ability to have a safe 
place to go is absolutely critical. Those are the asks. 
 I hope that even though we haven’t heard directly from the 
minister on this point, those things are being considered and that 
they will come forward in the fullness of time. I certainly hope we 
see that, but I do want to reiterate that our caucus, myself and my 
colleagues, are absolutely supportive of this bill. We’re supportive 
of it moving forward. We’re very glad to see that the government 
has taken these steps, and we’re very glad to see – even the change 
in this bill between the platform and now has been significant. It’s 
clear that the government and the minister are listening to the 
stakeholders out there, which is a really, really good thing, so I 
would just like to urge all members to vote in favour of this bill. 

The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Is there anyone else wishing to speak to third reading? The hon. 
Member for Edmonton-Castle Downs has the call. 

Ms Goehring: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s a privilege to rise 
today to speak to Bill 8, Protecting Survivors of Human Trafficking 
Act. I believe that this is an essential piece of legislation, and it’s 
really nice to see that the government has accepted our amendment 
to change the date from July as opposed to December. But like my 
hon. colleague was talking about, the legislation as it is needs to go 
a little bit further. 
 I can speak to first-hand experience as a social worker working 
with many who have been sexually exploited and knowing that 
there’s a process from identifying that this individual has been 
sexually exploited to doing the legal action that needs to occur to 
the final step, perhaps, in supporting that individual, and what does 
that look like? So while it’s been identified that supports are 
necessary, I would really hope that government is looking at what 
that looks like. Through the committee that they’ve established – I 
agree with the hon. member about making that public, because 
when we’re looking at supporting individuals who have been 
sexually exploited or human trafficked, it doesn’t end at the court 
process. There’s trauma that’s occurred. There’s healing that needs 
to occur.  Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, a lot of the bad guys are 
known to the individual. This is someone that they have grown to 
trust, someone that they sometimes love, so there’s that relationship 
there through this entire process. So when we’re looking at the 
importance of healing and not being sexually exploited again, there 
need to be strong systems in place. Sometimes that’s second-stage 
housing. When we look at those who are exiting human trafficking, 

they need to have supports. I can speak to some of the youth that 
I’ve worked with over the years, and sometimes it takes a few times 
having them come into the system, working through the Protection 
of Sexually Exploited Children Act, through PSECA, and getting 
them to a place where they believe in themselves, and healing that 
trauma. It can take years of supports and ongoing assistance and 
being connected with these individuals. 
 I am one hundred per cent supportive of this piece of legislation 
and believe that it is essential and that it will save lives, but the 
trauma has occurred. If we’re at this stage in this person’s life, they 
have been exposed. It’s been confirmed. They need support, and 
they need resources, so looking at what that looks like and how we 
can best transition individuals into a healthy lifestyle and healing 
some of that trauma. 
 When I did my first piece of legislation as a private member, I 
did the Post-traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD) Awareness Day Act, 
and I know that talking to individuals who had been exploited, it’s 
likely that someone who has been human trafficked will experience 
PTSD. So acknowledging that it’s a different kind of treatment 
when we’re looking at this relationship because of the connection 
with the bad guy, it’s not as black and white sometimes as other 
forces of trauma. Other perpetrators aren’t known to the individual, 
so it takes a special type of intervention and support that’s required 
for these individuals. Just having that understanding and awareness 
that the legislation is fantastic, but there needs to be the next phase. 
How do we support people that are exiting human trafficking? 
 The other piece that I would like to briefly touch on, that I’ve 
spoken about in this House, is the PSECA legislation and how there 
are different explanations and definitions of what sexual 
exploitation is. I would hate to see that there’s a loophole, if you 
will, when we have two pieces of legislation that are in conflict with 
each other. I really hope that when government moves forward with 
this piece of legislation, they’re also looking at the PSECA 
legislation to ensure that the definitions match, so that when you’re 
working with youth, children there isn’t some sort of legal loophole 
that allows the bad guy to get away with this. We need to make sure 
that everything that we’re providing for supports and resources to 
the police, to Children’s Services, to judges when they’re making 
decisions is consistent, it makes sense, and the legislation supports 
each other. I would really hope that government looks at CYFEA, 
the Child, Youth and Family Enhancement Act, as well as PSECA 
and ensures that there’s that consistency, that similarity between the 
two pieces of legislation that are absolutely essential when we’re 
looking at protecting children from being sexually exploited. 
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 I think this is a strong message to individuals that have been 
human trafficked, to those that work tirelessly day after day to 
support and identify, whether it’s the police, whether it’s social 
workers, psychologists, psychiatrists, medical health professionals 
that perhaps come into contact with these individuals. It’s an 
incredible first step, but we’re hearing from the community, from 
stakeholders, from individuals that there’s definitely more that’s 
needed. We need to make sure that people that are being 
traumatized, being human trafficked have that transition in place, 
they have that support. So having some sort of reporting system to 
what the committee that’s being established looks at and 
recommends would be incredibly helpful. 
 I know that many members on this side of the House have a 
background in social work and have first-hand experience of 
working with individuals who have experienced this kind of 
trauma, and it would be nice to be able to see some of that and to 
be able to report to our communities and our stakeholders about 
what the process has been and where things are at and what the 
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recommendations are. I know, personally, I’m quite invested in the 
outcome of this and seeing some of the supports that are going to 
be available. I think it’s an incredible step. 
 With that, Mr. Speaker, I would like to close my comments and 
just say that I support this piece of legislation going forward. Thank 
you. 

The Speaker: Hon. members, Standing Order 29(2)(a) is available 
if anyone has a brief question or comment for the hon. member. 
 Seeing none, is there anyone else wishing to speak to third 
reading of Bill 8? 

Mr. Yao: Question. 

The Speaker: I appreciate the support from the hon. Member for 
Fort McMurray-Lac La Biche, but I think that the Speaker will 

determine when the question is going to be called – or Wood 
Buffalo. Whichever you are. 
 Is there anyone else wishing to speak other than the Member for 
Fort McMurray-Wood Buffalo? 

[Motion carried; Bill 8 read a third time] 

The Speaker: I see the hon. chief government whip has risen. 

Mr. Ellis: Well, Mr. Speaker, thank you very much. I know we’ve 
made some great progress this morning, and I’m sure we’ll make 
some great progress later on this afternoon. I’d like to rise and move 
that the Assembly adjourn until 1:30 p.m. today. 
 Thank you. 

[Motion carried; the Assembly adjourned at 10:23 a.m.]   
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