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Prayers

The Acting Speaker: Lord, the God of righteousness and truth,
grant to our Queen and 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 ideals but,
laying aside all private interests and prejudices, keep in mind their
responsibility to seek to improve the condition of all. May Your
kingdom come and Your name be hallowed. Amen.
Hon. members, we will now be led in the singing of God Save
the Queen by Ms Brooklyn Elhard. In observation of the COVID19 public health guidelines outlined by Dr. Hinshaw, please refrain
from joining us out loud this afternoon.
Ms Elhard:

God save our gracious Queen,
Long live our noble Queen,
God save the Queen!
Send her victorious,
Happy and glorious,
Long to reign over us,
God save the Queen!

The Acting Speaker: Thank you, Brooklyn.
Please be seated.

head:

Introduction of Visitors

The Acting Speaker: Hon. members, I am very happy to welcome
back a familiar face to many in this Chamber, former Minister of
Agriculture and Forestry and Member for Whitecourt-Ste. Anne
Mr. Oneil Carlier. Welcome, and thank you very much for joining
us. Please rise and receive the warm welcome from the Assembly.

head:

Introduction of Guests

The Acting Speaker: Hon. members, joining us this afternoon are
guests of the Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar visiting from the
Athabasca area. Welcome to the Save Chain Lakes North Action
Group. Thank you very much for joining us today. Please rise and
receive the warm welcome of the Assembly.
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Members’ Statements
Job Creation

Mr. Dang: Mr. Speaker, this government is completely out of touch
when it comes to what Albertans are going through during this
pandemic and recession. Instead of a jobs plan to get Albertans back
to work, all the UCP could come up with was taking their already
failed jobs plan and speeding it up. That’s right. The UCP took their
plan, that had already caused over 50,000 job losses before the
pandemic, and hit the gas. It wasn’t working then, and it isn’t
working now. Albertans see that this government is out of ideas.
I know that many of the Albertans who have been laid off or who
are facing layoffs as a result of this UCP recession were shocked to
watch the Member for Lacombe-Ponoka lecturing Albertans about
how good the economy was doing. He said: “There’s a new day

dawning in Alberta. It’s in the headlines of 2020 in Calgary.” Mr.
Speaker, what’s actually in the headlines of Calgary is the 2,000
layoffs at Cenovus, the 2,000 layoffs at Suncor, and the list goes on
and on. Yet the member maintains: “People are getting new jobs.
There’s a new day.”
I don’t know what he’s read or what planet he’s living on, but
thousands of Albertans have lost their jobs this week alone, and the
UCP bench is celebrating. This government showed out-of-work
Albertans that they are as lacking in competence as they are in
compassion. We have a Finance minister who, rather than doing the
work to create a real jobs plan, is betting the livelihoods of millions
of Albertans on his failed $4.7 billion corporate handout.
But while the Finance minister twiddles his thumbs and hopes
that his job-killing plan will work, our caucus is working on a real
solution. We are speaking with Albertans. We are getting their ideas
and thoughts to build and plan for a future. I encourage every single
Albertan to join that conversation at albertasfuture.ca.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Acting Speaker: Thank you, hon. member.
Next, I believe I see the hon. Member for Fort SaskatchewanVegreville.
Rt. Hon. Don Mazankowski
Ms Armstrong-Homeniuk: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have a
heavy heart today, but I’m honoured to speak on the passing of
former MP and Deputy Prime Minister the Rt. Hon. Don
Mazankowski. Don Mazankowski, or Maz, was the MP for the riding
of Vegreville, where he won seven elections, starting in 1968.
Serving as House leader and minister in portfolios such as
Transport, Finance, and the minister responsible for Alberta, he was
often called the Minister of Everything, serving as Deputy Prime
Minister from 1986 to 1993 under Prime Ministers Clark and
Mulroney.
The first time I met him, I was in grade 12, and I was at my
awards night. I did not know that I was going to be receiving the
Don Mazankowski scholarship for a student with the highest mark
in trades. I was shocked and surprised when they called my name.
I walked up to the mic, and I thanked him, just like I’m doing today.
Don was more than my MP; he was a friend. When I was a salon
owner, Don and his wife were my clients. After appointments we
discussed politics of the day, and he shared stories from the Hill. I
remember watching him on TV, making sure his sideburns were
even, and trying to gauge when he would be in for his next haircut.
He was a small-business owner and taught me many valuable
lessons about business. I listened carefully since I know he spoke
from a place of experience, which I respected. He encouraged me
to get involved in politics. Looking back, he was so correct when
he said that my small-business experience would provide me with
a good understanding of politics. I hope he knew how right he was.
He was the chair of many boards. The one he is best known for
is the Mazankowski Alberta Heart Institute. He was also recognized
as an officer of the Order of Canada, Alberta Order of Excellence,
as a champion in Canada and Alberta politics, and the insignia of
the companion of the Order of Canada. He received honorary
doctorates of law and engineering.
Canada and Alberta lost a great man that was devoted to serving.
My condolences to his wife, Lorraine, and their family.
Thank you for your service, Don. May you rest in peace.
The Acting Speaker: Thank you, hon. member.
I believe I see the hon. Member for Peace River has a member’s
statement.
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NDP and the Alberta Federation of Labour

Mr. Williams: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Well, 2020 has been a
tough year for Albertans. Not only have we faced a global corona
pandemic; we also face the tremendous economic fallout of the
predatory price war between Saudi Arabia and Russia. These factors
have meant that Albertan families have faced great uncertainty, and
we don’t need any more.
Unfortunately, close NDP ally and union boss Gil McGowan and
the NDP affiliate Alberta Federation of Labour seem intent on
doing just that, creating more uncertainty and instability in the lives
of Albertans. A few weeks ago Mr. McGowan launched his campaign
to attack Alberta businesses. This was a contemptable attack on
small businesses, and it was an attack on the workers employed
there, workers that Mr. McGowan cynically claims to represent.
What was the response from Gil McGowan and his friends at the
NDP? Complete silence, Mr. Speaker, even today in this Chamber.
But silence speaks volumes, and in this case it screams that the NDP
cares more about their radical friends at the AFL than they do about
the average working Albertan. It’s sad to see that a party that once
stood for blue-collar workers now only stands for fancy union elite
bosses.
Mr. Speaker, that isn’t even the end of it. After seeing illegal
strikes earlier this week, something which Mr. McGowan and the
AFL participated in, we now see them advocating for illegal general
strikes that would hurt your family. They want widespread
disruption of Alberta’s schools, health care, and government services.
They’re calling for chaos, and it’s selfish. Again, the response from
the NDP: have they condemned it? Have they disavowed Gil and
the radical AFL? No. No condemnation, just silence and approval.
Mr. Speaker, the reality is that unions like the AFL and the NDP
are one and the same. The AFL sits on the NDP provincial council.
They even share the same treasurer. Sometimes it makes me wonder
who’s really in charge over there. Is it the Leader of the Opposition,
or is it the AFL and their agenda of chaos?
The Acting Speaker: Thank you, hon. member.
I see the hon. Member for Calgary-Mountain View has a member’s
statement.
Hydrogen Strategy
Ms Ganley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The UCP loves to talk a big
game about their business acumen, but if they do genuinely
understand business, then I can only assume that their hydrogen
strategy was always intended to fail. Deciding to think about
capitalizing on this opportunity in 20 years is no plan at all. Do they
expect the rest of the world to stand still in the meantime? Given
the minister of gas’ comments that we released a hydrogen strategy
“masquerading as economic development,” it’s clear he doesn’t
genuinely believe that there is potential there. He also said pretty
clearly that he sees no potential to develop green hydrogen at all.
1:40

The associate minister of natural gas even went so far as to mock
the suggestion that Alberta might be able to keep up with other
jurisdictions. He thinks that we are so incapable in this province
that it would be nearly impossible to come in less than a decade
behind Australia and Norway. Alberta is in a jobs crisis right now.
We have trillions of dollars in global investment looking for a
renewables home right now. The associate minister of natural gas
mocking the idea that Alberta could possibly keep up in the
renewables space is chasing away that investment, global investment
that could start creating jobs, jobs that Albertans desperately need
right now.

Well, Mr. Speaker, my colleagues and I believe it is possible. We
believe that Alberta can continue to be an energy leader, even in an
environment where financial institutions are considering environmental impact when investing. If you believe that, too, I invite you
to read our proposal and add your comments at albertasfuture.ca.
Alberta can compete and be a global energy leader well into the
future.
The Acting Speaker: Thank you, hon. member.
I see the hon. Member for Calgary-Peigan has a member’s
statement.
Child Care
Ms Fir: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I want to take this opportunity to
thank our early childhood educators for the great work they do in
supporting the development and early learning of children and
allowing parents to get back to work. They truly deserve to be
commended for their efforts and contributions. After all, they work to
shape the minds and futures of our youngest citizens every single day.
Mr. Speaker, last week the Member for Edmonton-Whitemud
rose in support of Early Child Care Worker and Early Childhood
Educator Appreciation Day. However, the member opposite rose to
celebrate this day on October 22, which would be fine if we were
in Ontario, but we’re in Alberta, and in Alberta this day is actually
celebrated in May. The Member for Edmonton-Whitemud stood in
support of an appreciation day sponsored by Ontario’s labour
movement, proving once again that she doesn’t support Albertan
workers or their best interests. I would say that this mix-up is a bit
unnerving, but I also can’t say that I’m entirely surprised because
this same member also missed an opportunity to submit a written
submission during the child care consultation. Actually, it wasn’t
missed; it just wasn’t taken.
But that’s fine because this government ensured that amendments
were informed through feedback from parents and caregivers,
educators, operators, and licensing staff. For the first time in over a
decade anyone with an interest in child care in Alberta was invited
to the table to consult. In this legislation you will see informed and
modernized changes that will improve the safety and quality of
child care while reducing red tape on operators, educators, and
parents. Although the Member for Edmonton-Whitemud continues
to put her personal agenda over listening to the voices of Albertans,
this government does not.
Thank you.
The Acting Speaker: Thank you.
Alberta Separatism
Member Loyola: Albertans know that on this side of the House we
believe that Alberta is better off as part of Canada. While there is
work to be done with the federal government so Albertans get a
better deal, we know that flirting with separation is not an option.
I’m happy to see that the Premier seems to agree with us. He
continuously states that he is a federalist and just recently spoke
about the economic problems if Canada breaks up. He has also said
that he does not want to go down the political rabbit hole that will
result if we pursue separatism.
But not all UCP members agree with the Premier’s belief. There
are members in the government caucus that are determined to bring
Alberta separatism to the forefront. The Member for CypressMedicine Hat continuously looks for every opportunity to voice his
opinion in opposition to the federation. The Member for CypressMedicine Hat recently claimed that Alberta will be better as a
landlocked nation instead of remaining as part of Canada. This goes
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against every credible opinion on the matter. He goes on to claim
that an independent Alberta will be able to turn B.C. “into a
proverbial East Prussia.” This is absolutely delusional.
I am not sure why this member and others are playing up the
separatist ideology. Maybe because they read Donald Trump’s The
Art of the Deal one too many times or they idealize his divisive
politics. But the Premier needs to clarify to all Albertans where his
party truly stands. He will be able to set the record straight next
week with the motion I’m bringing forward. He’ll be able to show
everyone whether he stands up for what he knows is best and stop
pandering to Alberta separatists, or he will let the most radical part
of his caucus dictate his party.
The Acting Speaker: Thank you, hon. member.
Next, I believe I see the hon. Member for Fort McMurray-Lac La
Biche.
French Policy Action Plan
Ms Goodridge: Merci, M. le Président. Comme secrétaire
parlementaire à la francophonie albertaine je peux attester de
première main le dévouement des Franco-Albertains envers nos
communautés et notre province. Les francophones ont un rôle clé à
jouer dans la relance économique albertaine parce que le
bilinguisme commence à être un avantage économique.
Supporting a workforce that is vibrant and multilingual will help
Alberta diversify trade, boost exports and imports, and create jobs
and growth.
C’est pourquoi, par l’entremise de sa politique en matière de
francophonie, le gouvernement de l’Alberta a pris des mesures
concrètes pour mieux répondre aux besoins de cette population
importante et croissante. La population albertaine francophone peut
maintenant avoir accès à plus de services et de mesures de soutien
en français qu’elle ne le pouvait pas il y a des années seulement.
Un nombre croissant de ressources numériques du gouvernement
de l’Alberta est maintenant offert en ligne en Alberta. De plus, nous
mettons davantage l’accent sur la mise en valeur et la promotion du
patrimoine de la francophonie albertaine.
As important as these changes are, there is still more work to do.
Today, Mr. Speaker, we will unveil the French policy action plan
for the period 2020-2023.
Ce plan d’action actualisé dresse une liste d’une centaine
d’initiatives nouvelles et en cours mises de l’avant par toutes les
ministères de notre gouvernement. L’élaboration de nouveaux
services et de mesures de soutien en français et l’amélioration de
l’accès à ces services sont le fruit d’une véritable collaboration entre
le gouvernement de l’Alberta et le vaste réseau d’organismes de la
francophonie dans toute la province.
Je suis extrêmement fière de tout ce que nous et la francophonie
avons pu réaliser ensemble, et je me réjouis à l’idée de réaliser de
grandes choses à l’avenir.
Merci, M. le Président.
The Acting Speaker: Merci beaucoup pour cela.
For the benefit of all members in the Chamber today, there is also
an English version of that member’s statement at the side tables
should you choose to look for it there.
Next, I believe I see that the hon. Member for West Yellowhead
has a member’s statement.
Alberta Newsprint Company
Mr. Long: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Today I’d like to stand and
acknowledge the Alberta Newsprint Company, or ANC, as it is

commonly called. ANC is Alberta’s only pulp and paper mill and
is located in West Yellowhead on the outskirts of Whitecourt.
Alberta Newsprint celebrated their 30th anniversary this year, an
important milestone for such a dedicated company. A forestry
company being around for 30 years speaks volumes on the ability
to adapt to changing conditions as well as to the resiliency displayed
by the owners, leaders, and employees.
In 30 years ANC has contributed immensely to the sustainability
of the local communities and has provided hundreds of thousands
of dollars to local nonprofits. Alberta Newsprint directly employs
over 200 people in my riding and supports 1,000 jobs indirectly.
ANC has consistently been a top-five performer in safety metrics in
the pulp and paper industry across the country. ANC’s environmental stewardship sets them apart from most companies. This was
confirmed in 1998, when ANC became the first forest products
company in the province to win the prestigious Emerald environmental award. They are a true leader in responsible and sustainable
forest practices. In fact, over their 30 years of operation Alberta
Newsprint has planted over 82 million trees.
While they continue to be a successful newsprint company, even
in challenging markets, they are aware of the need to diversify in
order to continue to have success for years to come. With that in
mind, they have started numerous other ventures in recent years,
including ANC Power, ANC Transloading, and ANC Timber. They
will continue to push forward with other ways to diversify and
ensure a bright future for the employees, families, and communities
that rely on ANC’s success.
ANC should be looked upon as a guide for up-and-coming forestry
companies due to their professional business practices, their stellar
safety record, environmental stewardship, and vision for the future.
I am proud to stand here today to congratulate Alberta Newsprint
on 30 years of outstanding achievements and wish them many more
years of success moving forward. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Acting Speaker: Thank you, hon. member.
I see that the hon. Member for Red Deer-South has a member’s
statement.
Self-reliance and Preparedness
Mr. Stephan: Thank you. I stand not in anger but to raise a voice
of warning. The tragic and ironic truth is that the actions of our
federal government are a threat to the freedom and prosperity of
Alberta families and businesses. Canada is spending itself into
oblivion, adopting socialist policies of economic self-destruction,
attacking the capacity of its rainmaker partner, Alberta businesses
and families, to provide for themselves and others. Socialism is an
enemy of self-reliance. The public interest imperative compels
Alberta to act and not to be acted upon, to seek freedom from a
socialist government bankrupt of a principled vision of hope.
1:50

When the world is in commotion, there is safety in true principles
to carry us through to better days, allowing us to act and not be acted
upon. One such virtue is the virtue of preparation. Personal
storehouses of physical preparedness increase self-reliance. Personal
storehouses of spiritual preparation, available to all, increase
resilience. Prudent preparation is an antidote to fear. We need not
be discouraged if we are not perfectly prepared; none of us are.
Because none of us are perfect, success is found in intentional
effort. As we seek opportunities to improve our individual and
family preparedness, we will be blessed with a peace of conscience
and a capacity to encourage and serve those around us in love.
Thank you.
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Oral Question Period

The Acting Speaker: I see the hon. Member for Edmonton-City
Centre has risen with a question.
COVID-19 Testing
Mr. Shepherd: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. COVID cases are up, but
testing is down. On Saturday we had 576 cases on 17,106 tests. On
Tuesday we only did 9,978 tests, a decrease of more than 40 per
cent. If we adjusted yesterday’s case counts for testing levels
achieved on Saturday, we’d have 739 new cases, a huge increase.
To the Minister of Health. You promised to ramp up testing, but it’s
going in the wrong direction. What is happening, and what are you
doing to fix it?
Mr. Shandro: I disagree, Mr. Speaker. It’s going in exactly the
right direction. We’ve increased our capacity with our equipment,
with our supply, with our workforce. What’s happened is that we
have now focused on the symptomatic folks and the close contacts
as we go into the flu season, to focus on those people, as well as to
catch up on any backlog so that we’re prepared for that part of the
season, exactly what we’re going to continue to do to make sure
that Alberta continues to be a leader in testing on the continent.
Mr. Shepherd: I’m still confused, Mr. Speaker, because new cases
are nearly double the levels that we saw early in the pandemic. The
Premier’s strategy to get control of this deadly virus was to increase
testing and contact tracing, but now they’re nowhere near their
targets. He set a goal to consistently do 20,000 tests per day in midMay. It’s been five months. Yesterday we were at 50 per cent of
that target. That’s a failing grade. We can’t afford another
lockdown. Albertans want answers. Can the minister explain why
we are seeing such a dramatic decline in testing at the exact time
when we should in fact be testing more?
Mr. Shandro: Mr. Speaker, I’m happy to answer the question a
second time. It’s because right now we’re not testing asymptomatic
people. We’re focusing on the symptomatic folks as well as the
close contacts, which is the right thing to do right now, in the middle
of flu season. We’re going to continue to do that instead of focusing
on the asymptomatic folks. Yes, there is going to be a period of time
when we’re going to have a small decline in the tests that are done
in a given day so that we have the capacity, going forward through
the flu season, to make sure that Alberta continues to be a leader in
testing throughout the continent.
The Acting Speaker: Thank you.
Mr. Shepherd: What the minister is saying, Mr. Speaker, is that
they reduced access and now are testing at less than half the
capacity.
Testing, contact tracing, and personal responsibility: that was the
Premier’s strategy to get a hold on this deadly virus. Now,
Albertans are doing their part, but it seems the government is not
keeping pace. We know that the contact tracing system is
overwhelmed. Yesterday the testing system was operating at 50 per
cent of its target. How can this government expect Albertans to do
their part when it seems the UCP government is failing at theirs?
To the minister. You’re asking Albertans to show some personal
responsibility. Will you do the same and take even one small bit of
personal responsibility for being five months behind schedule on
your testing targets?
The Acting Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Shandro: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. That is completely untrue.
That is not at all what I said. We are going to continue to increase
access to testing throughout the system. We are leaders on the
continent here in Alberta in increasing our equipment capacity, our
workforce capacity, our supply capacity to make sure that we are
leaders in testing on this continent. We’re going to continue to do
that. When it comes to contact tracing, we are now at 800 contact
tracers. We’re leaders in that area as well. Prepandemic we had 50
contact tracers throughout the province. We’re going to continue to
hire more and more folks so we can continue to be leaders in that
area as well.
The Acting Speaker: Thank you.
I see the hon. Member for Edmonton-Glenora.
COVID-19 Cases in Schools
Ms Hoffman: Yesterday I told the government about 2,400
Calgary Catholic students forced to isolate. Last night they told
parents that that number is up to over 3,000 current students in
isolation due to a close school contact with COVID-19. Now
Edmonton Catholic schools reports that they also have more than
3,000 students self-isolating. I’ll ask the minister: how many
Alberta students, staff, and parents have been pushed into isolation
because you’ve failed to put in a class size cap?
The Acting Speaker: I recognize the hon. Minister of Education.
Member LaGrange: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It is unavoidable
that we do have cases showing up in school, and it is very reflective
of what’s happening in the community. But I’m happy to share with
all of the Assembly here that we have .08 per cent of students and
staff actually testing positive, which means that we have 99.92 per
cent who are not.
Ms Hoffman: COVID cases are growing at breakneck speeds,
especially among kids and teens. Increased close contact and case
counts put huge strains on testing and on tracing. Several schools
have informed me that they are learning about COVID-positive
cases from their parents or staff days before AHS notifies them, up
to five days later, Mr. Speaker, five days where students and staff
continue to be in close contact when they should be isolating and
getting tested. How many Albertans is this government putting at
risk by failing to give schools timely notification of confirmed
COVID cases in schools?
The Acting Speaker: The hon. Minister of Education.
Member LaGrange: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I just want to inform
you that we do have a very clear and effective process to respond
to cases in schools. Parents are always the first to know when there
is a case in their school. We are one of the first provinces that began
publicly tracking outbreaks in our schools. We’re very transparent.
So thank you to everyone who has been working so hard in our
schools to ensure that they stay open, because we know how
important that is to every parent and to the economy being able to
recover.
Ms Hoffman: The minister cut per-pupil funding, meaning that
Edmonton Catholic schools can’t even keep up with the nearnormal scenario that she thinks is happening in schools. Five days,
Minister, five days where they know they have positive cases in
their schools, and AHS and the minister are failing to follow up with
them. It’s only October. The district says that they will run out of
money to keep their kids safe in their schools. Will the minister
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finally commit to reversing the cuts that she brought in on per-pupil
funding across Alberta schools and actually fight at the cabinet table
for timely, same-day notification to schools for AHS notification
about positive COVID cases? We shouldn’t have to rely on parents
or staff voluntarily disclosing. You’re the government. Step up and
be in charge.
Member LaGrange: Mr. Speaker, we do have a process in place if
a school needs to temporarily shift for operational reasons to
another learning scenario, and thus far it’s only occurred in three to
four cases. The safety of students and school staff remains the
Alberta government’s number one priority throughout the whole
school year. We will continue to rely on the advice of Alberta’s
public health officials, which the opposite side continues to
disregard. We are ready to make changes as needed. We are in
constant contact with school authorities, and I would like to inform
the member opposite that I was in contact with Edmonton public
schools just yesterday.
Thank you.
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The Acting Speaker: I recognize that a point of order has been
noted at 2 o’clock.
Ms Ganley: Mr. Speaker, this is serious. Thousands of families
across this province have been devastated by job losses in this
sector. They deserve better. The climate denial and lack of action
from the members opposite are already costing us. “Investors and
customers are increasingly looking for jurisdictions to have a
framework in place that reconciles resource development and
climate change . . . This does not yet exist here.” That was Teck
talking about the UCP. Why won’t this government admit that their
climate denial is costing jobs, over 7,000 so far?

Climate Change Strategy

Mr. Jason Nixon: Mr. Speaker, Alberta’s government does have a
climate change plan that we are working on diligently. In fact, that
$1.9 billion that I referred to is going to result in 40 megatonnes in
GHG reductions by 2030 and in 45 GHG megatonne reductions by
2050. Now, compare that to the former NDP government, whose
leader, on her signature policy issue of climate change, in the CBC
interview could not even name one megatonne that would be
reduced under the NDP plan. You know why the NDP is mad? It’s
because our plan includes a future for hydrocarbons, and they just
want to shut down the energy industry. [some applause]

Ms Ganley: Mr. Speaker, the world’s largest energy producers are
diversifying and decarbonizing in what is a generational transition
to cleaner, less emission intensive energy production and use. The
time is now, the opportunity is real, and we need the jobs that come
with it more than we ever did. That’s why it’s infuriating to hear the
Member for Vermilion-Lloydminster-Wainwright deny the science
of climate change in this House. Will the government denounce
these reckless, irresponsible views that undermine our energy sector
and endanger global investment?

Ms Ganley: And yet they continue to applaud climate change
denial.
The world’s biggest banks are tying investment to environmental
goals. Enbridge is now one of the largest renewable energy
companies in the world. Cenovus and Husky both committed to
being net zero by 2050, before the merger. This is not a fad; it is the
future, and every time they deny it, they risk Alberta being left
behind. One more time: will you denounce the climate denial and
regressive rhetoric coming from your caucus?

The Acting Speaker: I see the hon. Government House Leader has
risen.

Mr. Jason Nixon: Mr. Speaker, it’s no secret that the NDP doesn’t
believe in free speech or freedom within this Chamber, but let me
be very clear. Alberta’s government and Alberta’s Premier believe
in each member of this Chamber having the right to be able to have
free speech in this Chamber and to private views being expressed
by MLAs in this Chamber.
But also to be clear, Alberta’s government takes climate change
seriously, Mr. Speaker. We are committed to meeting our environmental obligations, but we’re committed to doing it in partnership
with industry, unlike the socialists across from me, whose focus is
on attempting to try to shut down the hydrocarbon industry inside
our country. We reject that.

The Acting Speaker: I see the hon. Member for Calgary-Mountain
View has a question.

Mr. Jason Nixon: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. What was infuriating
was how little the NDP supported the largest employer in this
province while they were in government.
Member Loyola: Climate change denier.
Mr. Jason Nixon: Alberta’s government takes climate change
seriously.
Member Loyola: Answer the question. Climate change denier.
Mr. Jason Nixon: The Premier and myself as the environment
minister have been clear that our government is taking climate
change on. In fact, Alberta was the first province to take it on.
Member Loyola: Not everyone in your caucus.
Mr. Jason Nixon: This year alone the Alberta government in
partnership with industry . . .
Member Loyola: Just like the separatists you’ve got hiding over
there.
Mr. Jason Nixon: . . . is investing $1.9 billion inside emission
management programs and in partnership with our industry. We’re
focused not on pie-in-the-sky numbers like the NDP; we’re focused
on actually getting something done.
Point of order.

Mr. Schmidt: Reading, researching, recognizing bias. Mr.
Speaker, critical thinking is a necessary skill for understanding and
exploring complex topics, yet if the Member for VermilionLloydminster-Wainwright had looked a bit deeper into the letter he
cited to spread his climate change denial, he would have discovered
this: it makes false statements, it contains unscientific arguments,
and those who signed the letter are well-known climate deniers not
actively involved in direct research on climate change causes or
impacts. It’s 2020. Why does the government allow and endorse
this kind of climate change denial in this House?
Mr. Jason Nixon: Mr. Speaker, that hon. member having concerns
with what any other member says inside this place is rich, coming
from a member who once celebrated the death of a female politician
inside this place.
Again, Mr. Speaker, Alberta’s government is committed to meeting our environmental obligations, including to manage climate.
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Our province is the first province in the country to take this on, and
we’re going to continue to work on technology and to innovate our
way into meeting our environmental obligations. We’re going to
work in partnership with industry. We’re getting things done, real
results: as I said, $1.9 billion invested between Alberta’s government and industry this year alone. What’s the NDP done?
The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.
Mr. Schmidt: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. What the member opposite
fails to mention is that we’re also the first province to weaken climate
change regulations because they believe that climate change isn’t
happening. They’ve buried internal government reports showing the
dire impacts to Alberta. They’ve gutted environmental research and
programs that reduce emissions. Their members attend antiscience
conferences and share climate denial posts on Facebook. The
Premier refuses to stand up to it and says there’s, quote, a spectrum
of views. Pretty weak. Climate change is here, it’s happening, and
it’s harming our province. Why won’t this government stop
embarrassing itself and start taking climate change seriously?
Mr. Jason Nixon: Mr. Speaker, again, the hon. member and his
party, who spend their time with organizations like Ecojustice and
the Tides Foundation trying to stop our largest industry from
succeeding and going against the people that work inside that
industry, should have no business lecturing anybody inside this
House on what they may attend or what they may speak to.
Again, to be very, very clear, Alberta’s government is investing
significantly in managing GHG emissions, but we’re doing it our
way, not the NDP’s way, which was to tax Albertans as they
brought their kids to hockey games. Instead, we’re focused on
working with our largest industry to find innovative ways to be able
to solve the climate change dilemma.
The Acting Speaker:
supplemental.
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The hon. member

with his second

Mr. Schmidt: Thank you. Mr. Speaker, because of their way, the
Teck project failed, and 7,000 people who would have had jobs
don’t have jobs today.
Here are two opinions on climate change. Quote: climate change
is science and economics; we know climate change is happening;
clearly, we all have a shared interest in finding solutions. Also,
quote: some folks in northern Russia think climate change is
absolutely wonderful; they’ve never been so warm in their life, and
they’re happy about it. One of those quotes is from a CEO of a
multibillion-dollar energy firm employing tens of thousands of
Albertans. The other one, embarrassingly enough, is a member
from that side of the House. Can the government tell us who’s right
and who’s wrong?
Mr. Jason Nixon: Mr. Speaker, I can tell you who’s wrong. The
NDP is wrong. If you want to know why energy projects have failed
inside this province over the last few years, you can look right there
at the Official Opposition, people who say they represent Albertans
but then came here and protested against their very jobs. Their own
leader spoke against Energy East, spoke against Keystone, spoke
against Northern Gateway. They protest pipelines. They’ve tried to
stop our product from getting to market. They have no business
lecturing anybody. That hon. member’s goal is clear – he makes it
clear in this House every day – to try to shut down industry. We’ve
got a different approach.
The Acting Speaker: I see the hon. Member for Calgary-Klein has
a question.

Child Care
Mr. Jeremy Nixon: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Child care is an
integral part of the Alberta economic recovery because quality child
care will get Alberta parents back to work, and it’s going to keep
kids safe. This past week the opposition introduced a supposed
child care plan that would bring Quebec-style child care into
Alberta. Given that this plan is not a plan that Albertans even asked
for and given that 60 per cent of child care operators are smallbusiness owners who would be put out of business through this
NDP plan, can the Minister of Children’s Services please update
this House as to how her plan for child care actually meets the needs
of Alberta families?
The Acting Speaker: I see the hon. Minister of Children’s Services
has risen.
Ms Schulz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and thank you to my
colleague for the question. My colleagues and I are undertaking
transformational change to make sure that government works for
Albertans, and that’s exactly what we’re doing in Children’s
Services. For example, earlier this year 28,000 Albertans received
an increase in their child care subsidy for their child care costs, with
some low-income families paying as low as $13 a day in the centre
of their choice. We’ve also directed continuous supports to these
centres so that they can make it through this difficult time with the
pandemic and stay afloat and stay safe for parents. I’m incredibly
proud of the work we’ve done.
The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Klein.
Mr. Jeremy Nixon: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and thank you to the
minister for her diligent work on this. Given that just yesterday the
Minister of Children’s Services introduced the early learning and
child care act in this House and given that, among many
improvements, this legislation will modernize and streamline child
care in Alberta, to the Minister of Children’s Services: please
update this House as to how the early learning and child care act
will help support our economic recovery and families.
The Acting Speaker: The hon. Minister of Children’s Services.
Ms Schulz: Absolutely, Mr. Speaker. The early learning and child
care act increases flexibility and reduces red tape. What that means
for child care centres is that every single day they can focus their
resources on the kids and families who need them, not on things
like paying for storage units full of government-mandated
paperwork. Instead of trying to mandate how 60 per cent of child
care operators across this province run their business, we are
proposing common-sense proposals like allowing siblings to be
together in a centre or a room. We’re giving operators flexibility to
make decisions that work best for the kids they care for and the
parents they support.
The Acting Speaker: The hon. member, with his second
supplemental.
Mr. Jeremy Nixon: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and again thank you
to the minister. Given that reducing red tape is extremely important,
something I campaigned on and given that parents need to know
that their children are safe and that they have high-quality child care
centres, again, something that I talked to constituents of CalgaryKlein about, to the Minister of Children’s Services: what measures
are you taking in legislation, regulation, or policy to ensure
excellent child care is available to all parents across this province?
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The Acting Speaker: The hon. minister.
Ms Schulz: Thank you so much, Mr. Speaker, and thank you again
to the member for the excellent question. This is another incredibly
important part of our plan. We are embedding quality directly into
the legislation through guiding principles and matters to be
considered. These include the safety, well-being, and development
of children, the inclusion of all children, and many others. Programs
will be required to outline how they’re following these guiding
principles in their program plan, and licensing officers will be able
to ensure that they can see these plans in action. This means highquality child care will become the norm right across the province.
Automobile Insurance Premiums
Mr. Carson: Insurance premiums keep rising while it gets harder
for Albertans to make it by and meet their basic needs. Today is the
day where the Finance minister claims that he will fix auto
insurance, which is a good thing given that rates have shot up 24
per cent since he took office. Some Albertans are paying literally
hundreds more to keep their cars on the road due to the terrible
management of that minister. To the minister: can you promise
Albertans that the changes you introduce today will drop insurance
costs by at least 24 per cent for Albertans? Will you fully correct
the damage that you have caused?
The Acting Speaker: I see the Minister of Finance has risen to
respond.
Mr. Toews: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. Automobile insurance
premiums are too high in this province, and in fact it’s because the
members opposite, when they were governing, did nothing to deal
with the fundamental causes of increased automobile insurance
premiums. I will be presenting and introducing measures that this
government will take that will deal with the systemic issues that are
driving costs higher. This government will have the courage to deal
with this issue.
Mr. Carson: Well, given that yesterday and just now the minister
said the rate cap of 5 per cent introduced by our NDP government
was the real problem and given that it was only once he removed
that cap that insurance rates skyrocketed by 24 per cent and given
that the minister’s inability to understand basic numbers makes me
question whether he should really even be a minister – it’s simple;
5 per cent increases are smaller than 24 per cent increases, Minister
– to this same minister: do you understand that? Do you get the
harm that you’ve caused my constituents and so many other
Albertans who need to keep their cars on the road?
Mr. Toews: Mr. Speaker, the members opposite are for two things:
rate caps – we know that – and they’re also for a nationalized
automobile insurance system. We have a province to the west of us
that delivers both. According to the Fraser Institute, British
Columbia’s Attorney General described the state of governmentowned Insurance Corporation of B.C. as a dumpster fire. The cap
on rates has caused ICBC to lose $1.3 billion in 2018 and $1.2
billion in 2019. The member’s recommendations belong in a
dumpster fire.
Mr. Carson: Well, given that this minister’s biggest contribution
to Alberta’s economy is a failed $4.7 billion handout that has
created zero jobs and given that insurance companies now stand to
net nearly a billion dollars in profit this year while Albertans I’m
hearing from don’t have two pennies to rub together, Mr. Speaker,
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Minister, for the record of this House, are you here to represent
Albertans, or are you simply just a mouthpiece for insurance CEOs
and backroom lobbyists?
Mr. Toews: Mr. Speaker, the members opposite had four years to
deal with the insurance issue, and they never did. They put a BandAid solution on the problem instead of dealing with the
fundamental issues. As a result of that, our government will bring
in real reforms that will result in a reduction of insurance premiums.
Support for Small Businesses Affected by COVID-19
Member Loyola: According to a new CFIB survey the Alberta
small-business owners have the least amount of faith in their
government compared to all provinces across Canada. Only 35 per
cent of small-business owners surveyed felt that this government
has done enough to balance business and health concerns around
preventing a second wave. To the minister. Your government didn’t
support small businesses when COVID-19 first hit Alberta, and
they still aren’t now. Now, before you turn to your dried-up talking
points, remember we actually called on you for a range of smallbusiness supports during this pandemic. Will you now implement
what we demanded on behalf of small businesses?
The Acting Speaker: The hon. Minister of Finance has risen to
respond.
Mr. Toews: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. Many small businesses
are challenged right now with Alberta’s economy. The reality is that
we’re facing a global pandemic within our borders as well as the
largest contraction in the global economy since the Great Depression.
That is why this government immediately moved to provide relief
through the WCB program, deferring all premium costs till 2021
and covering 50 per cent of premiums for small and mid-sized
companies. That’s also why we introduced the small-business
relaunch grant.
Member Loyola: You let Ottawa take the lead.
The Acting Speaker: Hon. member. I see the hon. Member for
Edmonton-Ellerslie has a question. You were very quick to jump
onto it.
Member Loyola: Given that Alberta is also dead last in the country
when it comes to revenue returning to pre-COVID levels, with 79
per cent of small businesses reporting that their revenues have not
returned to normal, and given that 59 per cent of small businesses
are reporting that they’re losing money every day they’re open and
given that 17 per cent of small-business owners are currently
considering closing or filing for bankruptcy due to COVID-19, to
the minister. Big corporations got a $4.7 billion handout from your
government. Why do small businesses only qualify for a couple of
thousand dollars? Do you just not care, or are you really . . .
The Acting Speaker: I see the hon. Minister of Finance has risen.
Mr. Toews: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. Alberta’s economy was
challenged because of four years of mismanagement by the
members opposite. Again, that’s why we immediately brought in
measures, relief through our Workers’ Compensation Board
program. We also brought in the small-business relaunch grant.
We’ve also been the first province to introduce an economic
recovery plan, announced in June. This is a detailed plan that will
ensure that we can attract disproportionately investment into this
province, create jobs and opportunities. It includes a significant
infrastructure investment that will create tens of thousands of jobs.
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The Acting Speaker: Thank you, hon. member.
I see the hon. member has risen with his second supplemental.
Member Loyola: Given that 53 per cent of small-business owners
have reported to have already seen a further drop in revenue
because of the potential second wave and given that our NDP
opposition believes we need to do more to prevent the spread of
COVID-19 and prevent having businesses forced to shut down
again, we’ve called for more contact tracers, more testing, and
faster testing results. To the minister: will you at least try to
convince the Minister of Health and the Premier to take the second
wave of COVID-19 seriously? Are you really going to sleepwalk
into the second wave and risk more businesses closing for good?
The Acting Speaker: I see the hon. Minister of Health has risen to
respond.
Mr. Shandro: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. Isn’t it rich that the
hon. member is pretending to care about small businesses and then
turning around and calling for blanket restrictions that would
disrupt those very businesses. We are taking measures in this
province that are targeted, that are focused, that are based on
evidence – not based on hysteria but based on evidence – that would
minimize business disruption, as opposed to the NDP, which would
ask for blanket restrictions that would disrupt businesses throughout the province.
The Acting Speaker: Thank you, hon. minister.
I see the hon. Member for Vermilion-Lloydminster-Wainwright
has risen with a question.
Provincial Diploma Examination Exemptions
Mr. Rowswell: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Well, students are back in
the classroom, where they learn best, and getting some muchneeded in-person social interaction with their peers and teachers.
These successes are being overshadowed by the combined anxiety
produced by upcoming diploma exams and the COVID pandemic.
Recently the Minister of Education announced that the students will
have the ability to choose whether or not to do their diploma exams
this year. To the Minister of Education: what does this decision
process look like, and are parents to be included in this decision as
well?
The Acting Speaker: The Minister of Education has risen to
respond.
Member LaGrange: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and thank you for
the question. As we continue to listen to students, parents, and
education partners, it has become clear that some students just may
not feel comfortable or be in the best position to write exams at this
time. As such, I made the decision to allow students and their
parents to choose if they write diploma exams in October and
November. Students should talk to their parents to come to a
decision that works best for their family. If a family chooses to not
have a student write the exam, all they need to do is inform their
school division prior to the exam date, and they will be granted an
exemption.
The Acting Speaker: Thank you, hon. minister.
The hon. Member for Vermilion-Lloydminster-Wainwright has it.
Mr. Rowswell: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and thank you to the
minister for the answer. Given that diploma exams are a very
important part of a student’s educational career and given that in
recent years these have been shifted from being worth 50 per cent

of the student’s grade down to 30 per cent and given that this still
constitutes a significant portion of the student’s total mark, to the
same minister: what effect will choosing not to take the diploma
exam have on a student’s grade?
2:20

Member LaGrange: We know these are challenging times, Mr.
Speaker, and that’s why we want to ensure that students and their
parents have the flexibility to make the best decision for their own
situation in this exam session. If the choice is made not to write a
diploma exam, students will receive an exemption. This means they
will receive their course mark as their final mark, and they will not
face any academic repercussions. We are continuing to monitor the
situation, and we will make decisions on future iterations of
diploma exams prior to their admission.
The Acting Speaker: The hon. member has the call.
Mr. Rowswell: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and thank you again to
the minister. Given that grade 12 students rely on doing well on
their diploma exams to gain admission into postsecondary
education and given that applying to attend a university or technical
college comes with its own stress and anxiety, to the same minister:
are postsecondary institutions aware of these optional diplomas,
and if so, how will these institutions view this during their
deliberations on who to accept?
The Acting Speaker: The hon. minister.
Member LaGrange: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I know this is a very
serious question on the minds of students. Postsecondary
institutions are aware of the changes that we’ve made for the
November-December iteration of the exams. The U of A and the U
of C have both stated that they will accept the final grade that
appears on the student’s transcript regardless of if they have written
the diploma exam or not. Admission policies are set by
postsecondary institutions, and I would encourage students to check
with their schools that they are applying to for any additional
information on their admittance process. I don’t want to confuse
anyone, so make sure that they check that out. I can assure you that
my department is working . . .
The Acting Speaker: I see the hon. Member for Edmonton-North
West has a question.
Postsecondary Education Funding
Mr. Eggen: Mr. Speaker, over the last year this government has
implemented funding cuts in postsecondary amounting to hundreds
of millions of dollars. These devastating cuts are causing chaos for
faculty, staff, and students alike, yet the government keeps saying
that they’re actually creating jobs in this sector. This is pure,
unadulterated baloney. To the Minister of Jobs, Economy and
Innovation: can you state clearly for the record how many jobs have
been cut in postsecondary since the UCP took power, and how can
you explain how this fits into your so-called jobs plan?
Mr. Nicolaides: Mr. Speaker, the only thing that is pure,
unadulterated baloney are the things that come out of the member’s
mouth. You know, last week the member opposite made representations in this House about the position of Olds College with respect
to our government’s agenda. In response, the president of Olds
College actually e-mailed me and said, quote, that his comments are
categorically misplaced and inaccurate. Now, I can’t, of course, use
unparliamentary language in this House and call anyone a liar, but
I think the facts speak for themselves.

October 29, 2020

Alberta Hansard

Mr. Eggen: Well, let me tell you, Minister, that the number of jobs
lost in postsecondary is approaching 4,000 people so far. Given that
this government keeps telling us that they are creating jobs and
given that in postsecondary all that we’re seeing are these
reannouncements of funds that we already saw in the last budget
and given that there are no new jobs that are actually going to be
created by these microscopic announcements, to the same minister:
will you admit here and now that the tiny sprinkling of funding that
you’re putting back into postsecondary is merely there to distract
from the destruction that your government has caused through cuts?
The Acting Speaker: The hon. Minister of Advanced Education.
I would remind all members that you cannot do indirectly what
you are not allowed to do directly in this House.
Please, the hon. minister.
Mr. Nicolaides: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. We’re working very
closely with our postsecondary institutions to modernize
postsecondary programming across the province. We have a
number of challenges. We have an inefficient system that we’re
working with our institutions to improve. As well, of course, the top
priority is to ensure that we have a system that delivers the skills
and competencies that our students need when they graduate so that
they can find successful careers. We’re working through Alberta
2030, which is a plan to develop a 10-year strategic plan for the
postsecondary system to ensure that we address the challenges that
those members neglected to address.
The Acting Speaker: The hon. member with his second
supplemental.
Mr. Eggen: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. You know, given that the
postsecondary system is making cuts to programming not to
modernize, because this minister took the money away, and given
that job losses in postsecondary put economic recovery of this
province at risk given that the job uncertainty in the sector will drive
talent out of the province as well – we’re talking about a brain drain
– why don’t you stand in this House right now and replace the
funding that you’ve cut from postsecondary before you ruin
advanced education for an entire generation?
The Acting Speaker: The hon. minister.
Mr. Nicolaides: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I just want to follow up
on another point as well. You know, last week the Leader of the
Opposition and the member himself as well made comments
suggesting that over a billion dollars had been cut from Advanced
Education. I’m still searching, but I can’t find the billion dollars, so
maybe the member opposite can tell me where it is. You know, I’ve
searched everywhere. I looked in my desk drawer. I’ve looked
through all the budget documents. I might have to put it on the back
of a milk carton.
Unfortunately, all we continue to see from those members, Mr.
Speaker, is misinformation, inaccuracies, fear, and division. We
will improve and strengthen our postsecondary system to deliver
better results.
South Edmonton Hospital Construction Project
Mr. Dang: The long-needed hospital in south Edmonton was
postponed by this UCP government. This hospital, if this
government ever actually builds it, will be the first new facility to
open since the Grey Nuns in 1988. Despite all the evidence that the
Edmonton region is in desperate need of a new hospital, this
government chose to delay the hospital, so the earliest it will be
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built is 2030. To the minister: since we are in a recession and tens
of thousands of Albertans are looking for good-paying jobs and this
crucial project would have been shovel-ready soon, did you even
consider reversing the delays and starting construction as soon as
possible?
The Acting Speaker: I see the Minister of Energy has risen to
respond.
Mrs. Savage: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. On behalf of the
Minister of Infrastructure I can advise that there are 23 health facility
projects under way throughout Alberta. Eight are in construction,
and 15 are in planning and design. We’re getting infrastructure
projects done. We need them now more than ever during the
COVID pandemic and as we need jobs to be created throughout.
Thank you.
Mr. Dang: Given that the minister basically just said that they are
ignoring south and southwest Edmonton and given that this
government has attacked our public health care system at every
chance they got and given that this government has already
prioritized rushing a private orthopaedic surgical facility over
building the new south Edmonton hospital and given that at the
UCP convention they approved a policy to create an American-style
health care system in Alberta, to the minister: what morsel of
evidence do you think my constituents have to think that you will
not postpone this hospital again or even cancel or possibly privatize
the hospital altogether?
Mr. Shandro: This is again, Mr. Speaker, the NDP’s continued
campaign of disinformation when it comes to health. It’s so
disappointing. None of that was true.
But, look, when we’re talking about public funding of the universal
health system, like we have here, I’ll point out that with the
treatment system that we used to have under the NDP, you could
only get treatment if you were in either Alberta Works or if you
were rich or if you had to mortgage your house. Now one hundred
per cent of our beds are publicly funded, Mr. Speaker. That’s what
the UCP government is committed to doing, supporting our
publicly funded universal health care system.
Mr. Dang: Given that the minister has completely ignored
questions about the south Edmonton hospital and given that the
Alberta government still has a sign on location at the hospital build
site, where it says that construction is going to start in 2020, and
given that there are only two months left in 2020 and myself or any
of my constituents have not seen any form of construction on that
property, to the minister: since my constituents have no guarantee
as to when construction will begin, will you at least take down that
embarrassing sign, or do you simply live to embarrass yourself?
The Acting Speaker: I see the hon. Minister of Energy has risen.
Mrs. Savage: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. On behalf of the
Infrastructure minister we are building dozens, hundreds of
infrastructure projects across Alberta, getting people back to work.
[interjections] Billions of dollars.
The Acting Speaker: Hon. members, we’ve had the question; let’s
hear the answer.
Mrs. Savage: Yes, Mr. Speaker. We can hear them over there
cackling and heckling and hissing and howling. But while they’re
doing that and disrupting the Chamber, we’re getting people back
to work.
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The Acting Speaker: Thank you.
I see the hon. Member for Central Peace-Notley has risen.
Skilled Trades
Mr. Loewen: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The Alberta recovery plan
promises to revitalize our economy, attract investment, and get
Albertans back to work. We all know that in order to grow the
economy and to be attractive to investors, we need an educated
workforce that includes, of course, an educated, trained, and skilled
workforce in the trades. To the minister: how does support for the
trades and expansion of trades education fit in with our Alberta
recovery plan?
The Acting Speaker: I see the hon. Minister of Advanced Education
has risen.
Mr. Nicolaides: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s great to have a very
intelligent question on advanced education once in a while.
With respect to trades education and our economic recovery plan,
of course, as you know, our government has put forward a
comprehensive economic recovery plan designed to help get
Albertans back to work. An important pillar of that is building skills
for jobs; that is, to ensure that our students and our economy have
the skill set that is needed. A critical component of that has to do
with promoting and developing skilled trades. We recognize that
we have an upcoming shortage in skilled trades professionals, and
we’re working to address that proactively.
2:30

Mr. Loewen: Given that our government has at length voiced its
support for the trades and made it a major campaign commitment
and a major part of our recovery plan and given that more trade
opportunities means more interest and higher enrolment in the
trades, which are needed to grow our economy and serve the needs
of Albertans, to the minister: are there extra supports for the trades
as part of our campaign commitment to increase trades opportunities?
The Acting Speaker: The hon. minister.
Mr. Nicolaides: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The short answer for the
member is: yes, there are a number of supports that our government
has implemented to support postsecondary students through trades
and apprenticeship programming. For example, we’ve convened an
apprenticeship task force, which has just completed their report and
provided it to me, that I’ll be making public very soon. We’ve also
invested over $10 million to Women Building Futures, as well a
further $10 million to Careers: the Next Generation to help more
young Albertans enjoy opportunities in trades-related programming
in their K to 12 education, and there’s more.
Mr. Loewen: Given that trade colleges are an integral part of rural
Alberta, especially the Peace Country, and given that it is rural
Alberta where many of the trades jobs are located, so educating
tradespeople in those rural areas is not only important but common
sense, to the minister: do small rural colleges like Fairview College
have an important role to play in our commitment to the trades?
The Acting Speaker: The hon. minister.
Mr. Nicolaides: Thank you again, Mr. Speaker. Our small rural
colleges have an incredibly critical and vital role to play in the
economic recovery of the province. Of course, our colleges serve
very important roles in the postsecondary system. One of their
critical roles is to ensure adequate access opportunities for local
communities and subsequently to ensure that the local community

has the skills that are needed for regional economic growth. As we
move forward in our economic recovery, ensuring that our colleges
will play a role in that will be essential to our long-term plan.
The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Whitemud
has the call.
Child Care
(continued)
Ms Pancholi: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The new early learning and
child care amendment act is smoke and mirrors. There are no big
changes here. It’s just the continuing failure of the UCP to do what’s
needed for economic recovery. The number one issue educators,
operators, and parents asked for in this legislation is to ensure that
the quality of early learning is protected. The act only references
early learning once, in its name. The quality standards that this
government threw away when it cancelled accreditation don’t show
up here, and what is there is not mandatory, is unenforceable, and
is not supported. To the minister. We know you don’t care about
affordability like thousands of working parents in Alberta. Is
quality early learning also not important to you?
The Acting Speaker: I see the hon. Minister of Children’s Services
has risen.
Ms Schulz: Thank you so much, Mr. Speaker. We are so excited to
introduce the new early learning and child care act. For the first time
in over a decade – yes, I said over a decade – we conducted a broad
consultation with parents and caregivers, early childhood educators,
child care operators and directors, licensing staff, and all Albertans
with an interest in this topic. We are embedding the need for high
quality directly into legislation while protecting the health and safety
of children, increasing transparency for parents, reducing red tape for
operators, and providing better guidance for parents looking to find
child care. We’re doing exactly as operators and educators asked us
to do and are so glad to move child care in Alberta forward.
Ms Pancholi: Well, given that one of the minister’s main talking
points is that this bill will allow overnight child care but that nothing
in the current act or regulations actually prevents programs from
doing that right now and nothing in Bill 39 actually addresses that
and given that overnight care without adequate financial support to
centres to staff it properly or without addressing the needs of the
children is meaningless and potentially harmful and given that this
bill still doesn’t address the primary barrier to accessing child care
in Alberta, which is affordability, when will the minister finally
listen to Albertans and take real action to provide access to safe,
affordable child care so working parents can get back to work?
Ms Schulz: Mr. Speaker, the most important thing we can do to
ensure that child care is able to get Alberta working parents back to
work is to listen to operators, whether that’s in preschool, out of
school care, child care, or day homes. I will say that the previous
regulations prevented 24-hour-a-day child care, which is something
that we were asked for specifically in communities that have a need
for shift-working parents, so we made sure that the act now enables
that to happen.
The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Whitemud.
Ms Pancholi: Thank you. Again, Bill 39 doesn’t even address
overnight care.
Given that we need to invest in our children today because they
will lead us tomorrow and given that to get families of young
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children, particularly women, back to work, child care and early
learning is key and given that this bill proves this government is not
listening to operators, educators, and parents about the need for real
investment in quality, affordable, and accessible early learning and
given that I’ve put forward a proposal at albertasfuture.ca that we
believe far better meets the needs of Alberta working families and
economic recovery for all, Minister, are you really trying to suggest
that this empty bill is an adequate plan for early learning and child
care in Alberta?
Ms Schulz: Mr. Speaker, the member opposite put forward a rinseand-repeat plan that we’ve seen not once, not twice, but now three
times. If we want to know how Alberta operators are feeling about
this introduced legislation, please let me quote Tricia Cunningham,
executive director of SIGIS Child Care Society, who said:
I can definitively say that the updates to the Child Care Licensing
Act will improve the safety and quality of child care while
decreasing unnecessary burdens on parents and operators. These
changes are much-needed and very welcome in child care.

I ask the member opposite to put politics aside and work better to
support working parents across Alberta.
Assured Income for the Severely Handicapped
Ms Renaud: This month I chose to live on a typical budget of an
AISH recipient, just over $1,600 for 30 days. This government
brags that AISH is the most generous benefit in Canada, which is
patently untrue, as they defend their cuts and reductions to 70,000
Albertans who rely on these benefits to survive. By the end of the
month I only had $19, like many other recipients. They, on the other
hand, have to use credit they can’t afford, pawn possessions, or take
high-interest loans. Since the UCP took away the cost-of-living
increase through deindexing, it’s gotten worse. Will the minister
acknowledge these facts and commit to reindexing AISH
immediately?
The Acting Speaker: I see the Minister of Children’s Services has
risen to respond.
Ms Schulz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. AISH funding levels have not
changed, and benefits and eligibility remain the same. Our
government has in fact, as the member opposite suggested, changed
the date AISH payments are made every month to ensure that these
payments are provided on the same day each month. We will
continue to make changes to make this program more efficient, but
benefits and eligibility have not changed.
Ms Renaud: Given that this Premier thinks that some people living
on $1,600 a month is too high but this Premier lives on $16,000 a
month, 10 times what an AISH recipient does, and given that this
Premier is actually taking away the cost-of-living increase for
AISH, clawing back federal emergency benefits during a pandemic,
will the Premier explain: why is he so fixated on taking away
supports from people who live on one-tenth of what he does? Will
he at least stop clawing back federal emergency benefits from
disabled Albertans and their spouses?
Ms Schulz: Mr. Speaker, our government continues to provide
supports for those who need it most in our province. Similar to
Children’s Services, for those who are on programs within
Community and Social Services, individuals who have specific
needs also have caseworkers who they can contact to help access
supports to meet their individual needs, so we’d encourage them to
reach out.

Ms Renaud: Given that I understand that it can be hard to answer
these questions, I would suggest the minister put down the notes
and listen to the question because it’s an important one.
[interjections]
The Acting Speaker: I hesitate to interrupt the hon. member.
However, I will give her an opportunity to restart her question
because I could not hear the question.
Ms Renaud: Given that this government has upended the lives of
AISH recipients by changing payment dates – essentially, they
moved it three days. When you’re living on very little, another three
days is not manageable. They are not making it. My question is
simple. What are you doing to ensure that every single AISH
recipient is paid on time so there are no NSF fees, there are no
eviction notices, and they can eat for the last few days of the month?
Ms Schulz: Mr. Speaker, as I’ve said before, AISH funding levels
as well as benefits and eligibility have not changed. The payment
date change was made to ensure that the payments are provided on
the same day each and every month. We’ve also improved online
access to applications, streamlined the process to make it easier for
those who need these programs to navigate, and also provided
personal support to help ensure clients know how to complete their
applications.
The Acting Speaker: Thank you, hon. member.
I see the hon. Member for Calgary-South East has risen.
2:40

Educational Curriculum Review and Redesign

Mr. Jones: Thank you, and well done, Mr. Speaker. The provincial
curriculum is critical to the success of our students as it defines what
students are expected to know, understand, and do in each subject
and grade. School authorities and teachers have the freedom to
determine how students achieve the learning outcomes set by the
curriculum, utilizing their professional judgment to select
appropriate resources and supports for their students and schools.
Can the Minister of Education discuss the role the advisers she has
mentioned previously are playing in the development of the
curriculum?
The Acting Speaker: The Minister of Education has risen to
respond.
Member LaGrange: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and thank you for
the question. To support the development of the K to 12 curriculum,
Alberta Education brought on 17 advisers to provide recommendations and advice based on their expertise to build upon the
work already done. These individuals have expertise in areas such
as literacy, mathematics, social studies, financial literacy, French,
language arts, and science. There were also four indigenous elders
involved, providing advice on indigenous content. These advisers
are only providing recommendations. They are not writing the
curriculum.
The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-South East.
Mr. Jones: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and thank you to the minister
for her answer. Given that Albertans have had concerns with
previous curricula, their outcomes, and how they were developed
and given that the current process has included consultations to hear
a wider range of perspectives from parents, teachers, and subject
matter experts and given that the draft curriculum will be moving
forward to curriculum working groups this fall, can the minister

2882

discuss what the curriculum working group is and their role in the
curriculum development process?
Member LaGrange: Absolutely. Happy to, Mr. Speaker. The
curriculum working group is made up of current teachers, including
indigenous teachers and francophone teachers, and they will be
supported by my Alberta Education staff. A draft version of the
curriculum will be brought to them this fall for their review, and the
draft will be further refined prior to public distribution, which will
occur early next year. We value the role teachers play in our
education system, and the curriculum working group is an
important step in our curriculum development process. I’m happy
to share that with everyone.
The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-South East.
Mr. Jones: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and thank you again to the
minister. Given that once the drafting process is complete, a number
of schools across the province will have the opportunity to pilot the
draft curriculum through a classroom validation process, can the
minister please highlight the process curriculum development will
be moving forward through following the curriculum working
group?
The Acting Speaker: The hon. minister.
Member LaGrange: Yes. After the curriculum is reviewed by the
curriculum working group and the draft is further refined, we will
be releasing a draft K to 6 curriculum for public engagement in
early ’21. Following public engagement, schools would begin
piloting a new K to 6 curriculum in September, and by September
2022 we anticipate that every K to 6 student will be learning from
our new curriculum. While the pilot is ongoing, Alberta Education
will be continuing to refine the elementary curriculum while also
developing a new curriculum for later grades. I’m happy to bring
this forward. This is a great news story for Alberta Education.
The Acting Speaker: Thank you, hon. minister.
That concludes Oral Question Period. In 30 seconds or less we
will return to the daily rotation.
[Mr. Hanson in the chair]

head:
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Presenting Petitions

The Acting Speaker: The Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar has a
petition.
Mr. Schmidt: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’m pleased to present a
petition organized by the Save Chain Lakes North Action Group,
who are in the gallery today. This petition has signatures from over
1,500 Albertans from communities like Stony Plain, Athabasca,
Smith, Boyle, and Slave Lake, just to name a few. The petition
urges the government of Alberta to
1) halt the removal of any provincial parks, recreation areas
and natural areas from Alberta’s parks system or any of the
associated closures, sales or transfers of infrastructure at these
areas to third party managers, as announced by the Alberta
government on March 3, 2020.
2) keep Chain Lakes, Lawrence Lake, and Fawcett Lake
Provincial Recreation Areas fully open within the parks system.
3) keep Alberta’s parks publicly managed, open, and protected
under the Provincial Parks Act so that recreation areas are
available for everyone to enjoy and appreciate nature thereby
enhancing health and well-being, and honouring the ancestors
who cared enough to preserve these beautiful natural areas for
future generation.

head:

Introduction of Bills

The Acting Speaker: The hon. President of Treasury Board and
Minister of Finance.
Bill 41
Insurance (Enhancing Driver Affordability and Care)
Amendment Act, 2020
Mr. Toews: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker, I request leave to
introduce Bill 41, which is proposing several amendments to the
Insurance Act specifically related to automobile insurance.
The proposed amendments are part of a larger package of shortterm measures intended to stabilize costs, enhance medical benefits,
and modernize the delivery of auto insurance to Albertans.
Mr. Speaker, Albertans as well as the auto insurance industry
have waited far too long for some real action on issues that are
hurting the entire marketplace. Our government is making smart
moves to stabilize costs in the system and make auto insurance more
affordable for Albertans.
Among the changes proposed by this bill are introduction of
direct compensation for property damage, which should lead to
better customer service as Albertans needing to repair vehicles after
collision will be dealing with their own auto insurers. Changes to
the prejudgment interest payable in bodily injury claims will relieve
some of the cost pressures in the system without significantly
impacting injured claimants. This bill also includes provisions to
limit the number of experts that can be used in costly bodily injury
claims arising from collisions.
Mr. Speaker, I’m pleased to move Bill 41 for first reading.
Thank you.
[Motion carried; Bill 41 read a first time]

head:

Tabling Returns and Reports

The Acting Speaker: The Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.
Mr. Schmidt: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. With your indulgence, I
have two tablings today. My first tabling is the requisite five copies
of documents containing the names of people, 214 individuals, who
support the petition that I tabled earlier.
Then my second tabling is the requisite five copies of an
annotated version of the letter referenced by the Member for
Vermilion-Lloydminster-Wainwright yesterday that contains
comments from actual scientists refuting the information in the
letter.
The Acting Speaker: The Member for Edmonton-Glenora has a
tabling.
Ms Hoffman: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have the requisite number
of copies, that I’ll be happy to leave on the table on my way out, of
letters sent from the chief superintendent to all Calgary families
under the Calgary Catholic school division talking about the district
having 3,000 students and staff isolating, which is significantly
more than the update at the same time last week.
The Acting Speaker: Thank you.
Do any other members wish to make a tabling at this point? The
Member for Vermilion-Lloydminster-Wainwright.
Mr. Rowswell: Yeah. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to table the
requisite number of copies of a report I mentioned in my member’s
statement yesterday about the climate emergency.
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The Acting Speaker: Thank you, Member.
Any other members with tablings? The Member for DrumhellerStettler.
Mr. Horner: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I rise to table the requisite
five copies of two separate documents. The first document is an
article from the Edmonton Journal by David Staples entitled
Lockdowns Will Cause 10 Times More Harm to Human Health
than COVID-19 Itself, Says Infectious Disease Expert, that I
referenced in my statement on Tuesday this week.
The second is a Journal article I also quoted from written by Dr.
Ari Joffe, MD, of the Stollery children’s hospital, entitled COVID19: Rethinking the Lockdown Groupthink.
The Acting Speaker: Thank you.
I’d just like to remind all members that if you have a tabling,
please place it on the table so that the pages don’t have to come
around and grab them.
Ladies and gentlemen, we’re at points of order. I believe there
was a point of order raised at 2 o’clock, and it has been withdrawn.
We are at Ordres du jour. I always wanted to say that.

head:

Orders of the Day

head:

Government Bills and Orders
Second Reading

Bill 39
Child Care Licensing (Early Learning and Child Care)
Amendment Act, 2020
The Acting Speaker: The hon. Minister of Children’s Services.
Ms Schulz: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I rise today to
move second reading of Bill 39, Child Care Licensing (Early
Learning and Child Care) Amendment Act, 2020.
Mr. Speaker, child care is an important part of Alberta’s economic
recovery, and updated child care legislation will ensure operators
will be able to better meet the needs of children and families across
this province. Quote: it’s the best news I’ve ever heard.
I’ve worked in child care for 32 years, and never before have I
been consulted – and listened to – in the way that I have by this
government and this Minister . . . These changes are muchneeded and very welcome in child care.

Mr. Speaker, these are just a couple of things we heard from
Tricia Cunningham, the executive director at SIGIS daycare society
in St. Albert yesterday. As the minister introducing this legislation,
hearing those words was incredibly humbling.
2:50

For the first time in more than a decade I and my colleague the
MLA for Grande Prairie and now Minister of Municipal Affairs
consulted with parents and caregivers, early childhood educators,
child care, out of school care and preschool operators and directors,
day home providers as well as all Albertans with an interest in child
care. We truly took the time to make sure that their feedback is
reflected in this bill, and it’s why so many operators and educators
are now stepping up to support it. These include, Mr. Speaker,
Shannon McArthur, the owner and director at Ponoka Child Care
Centre, who said, quote: the Ministry of Children’s Services is
doing a fantastic job getting feedback from child care operators and
educators; it’s great to see our government actually consulting with
the community prior to making legislative changes. End quote.
Mr. Speaker, it’s clear that consultation with our child care, day
home, and preschool partners was long overdue, and this honest and
purposeful feedback really, truly helped us develop the changes in
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the act but also the regulations and policies that will come to support
it.
Mr. Speaker, much has changed since the last amendments were
made to this piece of legislation. One of the things we heard again
and again was how we could bring this legislation into 2020. It was
clear to me that through safe and thoughtful decisions we can
improve the quality of child care for children in Alberta.
Amendments in the act centre on quality child care; protecting the
health and safety of children; increasing transparency, accessibility,
and flexibility; reducing red tape; and providing better guidance for
parents when choosing child care.
One priority for me, Mr. Speaker, was to balance the need for
simplified and streamlined legislation while maintaining safety and
quality standards. This included taking the most important elements
of accreditation, the focus on high-quality child care, and embedding
them into legislation without all the subjectivity and piles of
paperwork. The theory and principles of accreditation are
incredibly valuable, but the process was time consuming, and
operators found they were spending more time filling binders with
paper than spending that time with children.
Mr. Speaker, in this legislation you’ll see that commitment to
quality through guiding principles and matters to be considered.
From the importance of high-quality programming to the inclusion
of children of all needs and abilities, this is modern legislation.
Mr. Speaker, Arlene McMillan, agency co-ordinator for
Northalta Family Day Care Service, had this to say. Quote: I’m
pleased to see the amendments to the Child Care Licensing Act will
embed standards of accreditation such as child care staff, family,
community, and diversity as guiding principles; the principles will
continue to support child care educators in the delivery of quality
programming in approved child care.
Mr. Speaker, we’ve also renamed the act to further emphasize the
importance of early childhood learning and development and to
acknowledge that child care workers are much more than
caregivers; they are educators and experts in shaping young minds.
Mr. Speaker, one director, Harman Kaur of Wheaton-Penney
Childcare Centre, said, quote: this demonstrates that early childhood
development is critical for the long-term success of children and
that it begins with quality child care centres.
While parents value quality in early learning and child care, first
and foremost, they need to be sure that their children are safe. That’s
why this legislation enables us to move toward a new model of
licensing. This risk-based licensing approach, Mr. Speaker, will
mean our licensing officers and their teams can spend much more
time with those centres that need attention and monitoring to be
compliant with the regulations. I want to emphasize that these
changes will absolutely not in any way compromise the safety of
children and youth in child care. In fact, with risk-based licensing,
enforcement will actually improve.
This was, again, something that was welcomed by many child
care operators, including, Mr. Speaker, Heather Gomme, director at
It’s a Child’s World. She said, quote: the shift to a risk-based
licensing approach is a great change for the child care sector because
it will allow licensing staff to focus valuable time and resources on
programs that truly need that help; this will in turn create safer
environments for children to be in and enable high-functioning
programs to continue delivering high-quality programming.
We’re also amending the licensing process by allowing initial
licences for already established operators to be provided for up to
three years instead of one. This can simplify, Mr. Speaker, that
process for new centres opening up to meet the needs of Alberta
working families.
Finally, Mr. Speaker, safety also means ensuring that parents
have access to the information they need to make good decisions.
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To accompany this act, in early 2021 there will be improved
resources, including an online tool kit for parents to use when
making decisions about their child’s care. Also, for parents who
choose unlicensed care, they’ll be able to call into the ministry to
ensure that their provider has not been issued a stop order within
the last 24 months. We’ve also included a tool kit for operators in
unlicensed care to outline the supports that they can access and
answer questions they may have about operating an unlicensed day
home.
Safety, Mr. Speaker, is also enhanced by transparency. As a
mother of two young children, now five and almost three, I know
that pickups and drop-offs can be a very busy time. Carrying a baby
in a bucket on one arm, holding the hand of a toddler in the other at
7 in the morning, I can tell you I wasn’t paying attention to the
bulletin boards at the front door of the centre. So for those
unlicensed centres there will be a new requirement to directly notify
parents of any changes to their licence rather than just a post on a
wall that a busy parent may never notice.
Mr. Speaker, this legislation also addresses the urgent need to
reduce red tape. This was one of the things that we heard most
through the red tape portal when it pertained to our ministry,
Children’s Services. Many operators told us that they spend a lot of
time checking boxes and filling out paperwork without a clear
purpose. They needed Children’s Services to allow them to be more
flexible and more efficient, and that’s exactly what we’re going to
do. Under the previous and current models we had accredited,
approved, regulated, and licensed centres and spaces, but parents
often had no idea what those meant, and why should they?
Imagine being a new parent, wanting to put your child in the best
possible centre but having no earthly clue what the practical
difference between licensed, approved, accredited, and regulated
really meant. Add to that that the existing regulation had five
different schedules outlining requirements for child care: out of
school care, day homes, and preschools plus subcategories under all
of those around each type of daycare. Now, instead of trying to
determine which one of the five licences a centre needs to be
licensed under, we’ve simplified that whole situation to simply this:
you are unlicensed or licensed, and you are a facility-based or a
home-based child care program. You’re either licensed or you’re
not, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, we also know that many parents have more than one
child in child care, and a request we heard over and over – and this
was tested over the first couple of months during the COVID
pandemic – was for mixed-age ratios. Enabling the use of mixedage ratios will provide flexibility for child care programs to use
their expertise to support safety and appropriate child development
while allowing parents to have their children cared for in the same
place.
Mr. Speaker, as I said at the beginning of my remarks, this
legislation hasn’t been updated in a long time. Previously centres
were required to keep paper records, and now we’ll allow them to
keep those records digitally. Also, instead of just using fax, we’re
allowing them to move into 2020 and use e-mail as a way of
communicating both with the ministry and with centres. When it
comes to those digital records, paying for storage units full of filing
cabinets: centres can now get rid of that expense and also save a
few trees.
We’re also modernizing the language to reflect how we and early
childhood educators speak today. In keeping the language simple,
we also hope to reduce the confusion that was felt by operators and
our licensing officers and make it easier for centres to adhere to the
act.
Mr. Speaker, as I’ve said, in addition to this legislation, we will
introduce regulations this fall and changes in policy to reflect these

shifts towards a smarter, simpler legislation that keeps kids safe.
Examples of changes being made in the regulations and policy are
things like allowing centres to include supervisors in ratios at the
beginning and end of the day, expanding the use of accessible
outdoor spaces, enabling 24-hour care, and allowing one-time
consent forms for centres that go on regular and short outings.
In closing, Mr. Speaker, not only as the Minister of Children’s
Services but also as a parent of two young children that have used
multiple forms of child care, I remain committed to high-quality,
accessible, accountable, and affordable child care for those parents
who need it most here in Alberta. I really, truly want to thank the
thousands of parents and operators and educators in child care, out
of school care, preschools, and day homes who took the time to
weigh in on this incredibly important work. It was very important
for me to give them a voice in this legislation as well as in the
regulations and policies that will follow.
3:00

To Minister Allard, thank you so incredibly much for heading up
the various consultations. This work could absolutely not have been
done without my colleague. I also want to thank our child care
working group, who helped to finalize these decisions and narrow
down the feedback we received.
This legislation, Mr. Speaker, is a major step towards a
strengthened child care system that will better meet the needs of
Alberta’s children and families. A stronger child care system
benefits all Albertans and is an important part of our economic
recovery. Most importantly, this legislation is not political. It’s
modern, it’s inclusive, it’s flexible, and it’s transparent. With these
changes parents across Alberta will know their children are safe and
supported in daycares, out of school care, preschools, and day
homes alike.
I want to leave you with one last quote from Janet Riopel,
president and CEO of the Edmonton Chamber of Commerce, who
said this, quote: increasing flexibility for child care providers will
help to make child care more affordable and expand the options
available to Alberta families; this legislation will help to ensure
more Albertans can fully participate in our much-needed economic
recovery. As Ms Riopel so clearly explains, regulations directly
impact affordability, and thoughtfully reducing them means centres
won’t incur additional costs that then force them to raise fees.
Mr. Speaker, maintaining our high-quality safety standards while
breaking down barriers will give centres the room to bring new
solutions to the unprecedented problems we all face today.
Alberta’s government will continue to look for ways to make life
simpler for Alberta’s working families.
Thank you so much, Mr. Speaker, for giving me this opportunity
today. I do encourage my colleagues to support Bill 39, the early
learning and child care act, 2020.
With that, I move to adjourn debate.
[Motion to adjourn debate carried]
Bill 38
Justice Statutes Amendment Act, 2020
[Adjourned debate October 28: Mr. Sabir]
The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford.
Mr. Feehan: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I appreciate the opportunity
to join the House this afternoon to talk about this bill. I’m also
pleased to be able to start my conversations about this bill with
some commendations to the government. I’ll not always get a
chance to do that, but I certainly am well known for standing up and
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expressing my deep concern when I think the First Nations in this
province are neglected here in this House, so I want to take the
opportunity to say that I appreciate that in this case I find that some
information, a part of this bill, at least, addresses a concern that a
number of First Nations have. So I want to thank the government.
I want to thank the minister involved for having introduced the
piece of this legislation that allows the recognition of First Nations
police forces. I know this is something that many of the First
Nations have been seeking, and I’m happy to be able to support at
least this piece of this particular bill. I’m glad that they have spent
some time with the First Nations and got to a good place in terms
of recognizing First Nations requests for policing.
You know, having said that, I also just have a few questions that
I’m hoping somewhere along the way could be answered for me
because it is a complex issue. Having multiple police forces in any
jurisdiction is always problematic if the organization of how those
police forces work together is not well constructed. The protocols
and communication between those police forces really needs to be
at the highest possible level. I guess I am just wondering if the
minister happens to have an opportunity at some point in the future
to address a little bit about the nature of the relationship between
the on-reserve First Nations police forces and those police forces
that may or may not find themselves needing to move on or off the
First Nations in order to conduct their business and, of course,
backwards and forwards as well.
If a First Nation does have its own police force and a crime has
been committed on the First Nation and the First Nation is seeking
to leave that First Nation in order to locate someone who may have
been involved in the crime, are there protocols established in this
case as there are with other, you know – for example, the city of
Edmonton and the RCMP have those kinds of protocols. Are those
protocols in existence, are they simply adopting the ones that are
used in other jurisdictions, and will it allow members of First
Nations police forces to actually pursue their work outside of the
police force, whether it be actually arresting someone off the First
Nation or perhaps just even investigating off the First Nation? And,
of course, it goes the other way around. If someone commits a crime
off the First Nations, do they have the processes in place to allow
RCMP or other municipal police forces to come onto the First
Nations, and is there a mechanism for them working together to
ensure that this all goes well?
You know, I feel confident that this is not a problem. It’s just a
question that I have. I do know that police forces are quite
experienced at this type of communication and protocol arrangement between themselves and respect that the answer is there. I’m
just wondering if this legislation in any way is required to enhance
that, to identify that, or to support that so that when it comes time
for practise, that the practice is at its highest possible level.
I know that right now there are only three First Nations that do
have active police forces on the nation, but I also have spoken to a
number of First Nations. Even as recently as two weeks ago I was
down speaking with some people in Siksika First Nation. While
they do not currently have a police force, they have had in the past,
and when there were some problems, the decision was made to
disband the whole police force. The individuals that I was talking
to were discouraged by that because they did agree that problems
existed – that wasn’t, you know, in dispute – but, rather, they were
concerned at the heavy-handed manner in which the problems were
resolved. [A cellphone rang] I’m glad it just wasn’t me for once.
They were discouraged at the fact that the whole police force got
disbanded because there were some problems with some individuals.
You know, quite reasonably, what they were suggesting was that if
there are some problems with some police members on a First
Nations police force, there really should be a mechanism of dealing
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with those individual members and not moving to disband the
whole police force. I guess I just wonder if the Minister of Justice
has some list of measures or protocols or regulations that will look
at: once a police force does come into existence, what are the
mechanisms for ensuring that the police practice is maintained at
the appropriate level and that when there are problems in the
practice of the policing, they get addressed in a proportionate manner
and not in the manner that, unfortunately, Siksika First Nation
experienced when their whole police force was disbanded?
I guess that most of my comments, as you can see, are not critical
of the act but, rather, just asking questions about whether or not the
act is the appropriate place for us to be . . . [interjections] I don’t
seem to be the only one speaking here.
The Acting Speaker: Gentlemen, please.
Go ahead, Member.
Mr. Feehan: Thank you. Just wondering whether or not this act is
the appropriate place for some of this work to be laid out so that the
First Nations know with clarity and have some assurance that if they
put all of the energy that it takes to create a police force, in fact that
police force will be appropriately supported by the government of
Alberta and that they won’t find themselves having invested tons of
money into recruiting and training and establishing a police force
only to have it disbanded the first time that there’s some problem,
given the experience that I learned about at Siksika just a few weeks
ago.
3:10

I guess that the rest of my comments around this particular aspect
of this particular act are, again, questions about the possibilities.
Now, when I spent time down with the police force, spending kind
of the better part of a day with them and going through some
information processes with them, they described to me a number of
the issues that were experienced on Blood Tribe. They talked about
a number of different things and the fact that one of the big
problems is the movement of drugs on- and off-reserve. As a result,
they would really clearly need to have some clarity about the role
and relationship of the police force in dealing with – I don’t know
what to call them – gangs, I guess, groups of people who are
functioning off-reserve but are coming on-reserve just for the
purpose of trafficking drugs because, of course, they would not
have jurisdiction over the locale where these gangs are situated if
they’re in other towns or cities, but they certainly are dealing with
the consequence of these people coming on-reserve.
A number of the reserves have made decisions, for example, like
instituting laws that allow them to ban anybody from coming onto
the First Nations, to allow them to shut down houses on the First
Nations if that kind of activity is occurring there, and so on. I just
want to make sure that if the First Nations actually do bring in laws
that they feel are important and necessary for their community that
would not be laws that would normally be in existence off the First
Nations, will there be problems in those areas, or, you know, is this,
again, something that police forces are quite used to dealing with?
Are the mechanisms in place?
Further, I know from my time with the Blood Tribe and talking
about their police force and their court system that they have
specifically asked for the actual location of courts to be on the First
Nations, for the establishment of a court centre where all of the
trials would take place and where the judges would attend to the
First Nation, and all of the practice would happen there. I guess I’m
just wondering whether or not this act or this minister intends to
actually work with the First Nations to allow that to happen. Is
there, in other words, a natural movement from having your police
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force to ultimately having your court system on the First Nations,
and is there something we can do to facilitate that in a useful and
appropriate manner? I know that when it was addressed with me,
we took the question seriously but weren’t able to get quite to a
point where we were able to push it across that bar. I’m hoping that
I can help this government to do that piece of work because I still
think it’s important and that it’s out there.
The Blood Tribe not only, of course, wanted a court on their nation,
but they actually wanted a community reconciliation process to
occur because the process of dealing with misbehaviour in First
Nations communities can be different than the process of dealing
with that kind of misbehaviour outside of the community of First
Nations. As such, what they would have liked is a system where
they have a courtroom on one half of the building and a community
conflict resolution program on the other half of the building and the
two working together so that the judge who appears in the courtroom
could refer people to the community dispute resolution process and
would honour the outcome of the community dispute resolution
process in terms of the trials. Again, my question is: is there room,
now that you’re looking at police forces and recognizing police
forces, to look at the whole range of possible interventions, police,
court, and community intervention, and dispute resolution processes?
Those are just some general questions put out to the minister. I’m
hoping that at some point he gets a chance to speak to some of these
issues. I certainly hope that, you know, if there’s anything I can do
or anything we can do on our side of the House to provide support
or assistance in framing this work and moving this work forward, I
certainly offer all of our services to do that.
Now, just with the last few minutes that I have available to me
left in my talk, I’d like to talk about a few of the other things. I know
this is a bit of an omnibus legislation, with a number of different
issues or at least involved in it, all linked, of course, by justice, but
the second piece that I wanted to speak about, which I think, again,
also has implications for First Nations, is the establishment of
referendums.
Now, I’m concerned about the process that allows referendums
to be tied into municipal elections. First of all, I am concerned
because both the AUMA and the RMA, all of the municipalities in
the province of Alberta explicitly have asked for the government
not to do this. They have appeared in front of the Democratic
Accountability Committee saying that this, for them, very much
clouds the issue, very much divides the community, and puts extra
costs onto the municipalities. So I think there must be some very,
very strong reason why the government would choose to do this
when the two organizations that represent a hundred per cent of the
municipalities in this province have asked you explicitly not to do
this. I certainly would like to hear some understanding about that.
Given that, you know, over the last little while the government
has really gone after municipalities in significant ways – they have
cut linear assessments, they’ve given breaks to corporations to pay
their taxes to municipalities for two years, they have increased
police without increasing funding to the RCMP, and they’ve done
a number of things that really are a direct assault on many small
municipalities in this province – I guess I’m just wondering if this
government is slowly moving to take over the role of municipal
governments and to remove that local jurisdiction from the
community. They certainly are making decisions that are almost
making municipal governments redundant.
I guess I’m worried about the direction that they’re going here,
and of course I’m worried about what the implication is here for
First Nations because many people will know that First Nations do
not vote in municipal elections. They cannot vote. They do not
reside within municipalities. So if you have a referendum that is
occurring with the municipalities, then you are effectively
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excluding 48 First Nations from voting because they are not
members of municipalities. To take a whole section of our province,
of our citizens, and tell them that they cannot vote on a referendum
or other things that you’re bringing forward in this government
because they are First Nations is really something I cannot support.
The Acting Speaker: Standing Order 29(2)(a) is available. Under
29(2)(a)?
Member Loyola: Yes.
The Acting Speaker: The Member for Edmonton-Ellerslie.
Member Loyola: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I believe that
the Member for Edmonton-Rutherford had a number of interesting
questions, and he was just starting to get a roll on this last particular
one. I believe that he didn’t actually have the opportunity to
complete his thoughts around this very important question, so I
would ask the Member for Edmonton-Rutherford if he would
continue, please.
Mr. Feehan: Thank you. I appreciate the Member for EdmontonEllerslie asking for a few more words on this particular piece here.
I certainly know that with regard to the referendum, you know,
arrangements can be made to ensure that referendums are also
established in First Nations at the same time as they’re established
in municipalities. I would just really like to see that, in fact, we have
the mechanisms to ensure that the First Nations are not excluded in
this process.
Again, I’d be happy to hear from members opposite if they were
able to tell me at some point later in the debate: “That’s been
handled. No problem. Here’s the mechanism for doing it.” As I said
with all my other points, these are inquiries. I really want to understand the intention of the government, and I actually look forward
to the opportunities that I can support the government. So I hope
that they have a chance to speak to that.
I think I’ll also take a few moments to move on to talk about some
of the other parts of the legislation that just, again, leave me with
very serious questions. I notice that there is a significant expansion
of the civil forfeiture regulations and laws, and that is that the police
and the court systems can now, under this new legislation, expand
the number of situations in which they can take the personal private
property of people who are in front of the courts in response to some
misdeed that they have engaged in.
3:20

Now, my concerns are twofold. One of them is the issue of civil
liberties in that the bar or the measure for when a civil forfeiture
can be employed is different than the bar for conviction, so there
certainly will be times when the individual will arrive in court, not
be convicted of the charges before them but still be subject to civil
forfeiture. I guess my question is: does this pass the test of
constitutionality, and are we setting ourselves up for difficulties if
we do this? Again, because I’m not a lawyer, I have to ask the
question, and I certainly await some instruction from the lawyers in
the crowd who will help me understand, you know, if this is likely
to be problematic or not.
But then I also begin to worry about the apparent intention for the
benefits of that civil forfeiture, that what we see is the government
taking in more personal property and therefore obtaining the value
of that personal property and then making decisions on what
happens with that.
Now, I notice it is not going to victims, for example. We don’t
see an increase here in the victims restitution fund. In fact, my understanding is that the victims restitution fund is going to be decreasing,
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not increasing. It seems odd that if you’re going to, you know, take
property away from people who have committed a misdeed, you
would not then use that money to appropriately compensate
victims. Perhaps the government can address that as an issue as well
and explain why it is that this money is being used in other ways.
Now, of course, they are using some of the money to support and
aid police forces, and that may be an appropriate use of the monies.
I certainly support police forces. In my years as a social worker I
frequently worked with members of both the city of Edmonton
police and the RCMP in working with kids that had been sexually
abused. I have deep respect for them. I certainly hope they have the
resources to continue what I found to be an excellent quality of
work in those forces. I do think there’s an appropriate use of the
monies for that.
The Acting Speaker: Thank you, Member.
Are there any other members wishing to speak to Bill 38? The
Member for St. Albert.
Ms Renaud: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s my pleasure to rise and
speak to Bill 38, Justice Statutes Amendment Act, 2020. I’m just
going to go over a couple of things that my colleague said just to
reinforce that I certainly have similar concerns. I think it’s
important to note that this is, again, another piece of legislation,
really an omnibus bill, and this one, I believe, is covering six acts.
This particular bill, Bill 38, makes changes to six different acts.
I think this is fast becoming a pattern, Mr. Speaker. I certainly
understood the need to make some changes very quickly as we were
facing a lot of really unique scenarios and situations as we started
to deal with COVID. I think we all understood the need to move
quickly in some of those areas, but I think this is more of a pattern
of trying to make a lot of changes very quickly. Legislation is really
shoved through and hurried through, and the danger in that, really,
is that we aren’t giving ourselves the time to review and debate this
legislation, I think, the way that every piece of legislation deserves
to be debated.
As my colleague said, I’m certainly not a lawyer, as he is not a
lawyer as well, and I think that for us to have the time to go out and
speak to people that can actually give us some insight on this piece
of legislation – certainly, when you look at it just on its face, it
seems reasonable. You know, I can understand why a number of
the things are being amended or changed, but I think a responsible
legislator would take the time to find the other side, to find out what
the weaknesses are and then how we can fix that. I think that when
we jam through a piece of legislation that covers such really
important topics and really important pieces of legislation, we’re
not doing the people of Alberta any favours.
Really, primarily, I have questions on this piece of legislation
because, you know, just reading through the bill, I couldn’t find the
answers. I certainly don’t have access to the information that
government members do or cabinet or the Premier. I don’t have
access to that data, so we are reliant, like Albertans, on the
government MLAs or the cabinet ministers or the Premier to answer
our questions and share information. I would suggest that if this is
a really positive piece of legislation, as the members have indicated,
they’ll do everything in their power to let all Albertans know: here’s
what we’re doing, here’s why, here’s how it makes life better, here
are some of the concerns people have, and here’s how we address
them. It is my hope that somebody is paying attention and
somebody will, hopefully, come back to us with some answers so
that we can all, as my colleague said, support the government if they
are indeed making changes that are positive.
My colleague talked a little bit about the Police Act or changes
that are being made to the Police Act, so I’m not going to focus
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much time there, but I do have a number of questions on the Jury
Act. You know, I think there are some things that just make sense.
Allowing a jury to be summoned by electronic means: that makes a
lot of sense. There are a lot of common-sense things in here, but
one of my colleagues, actually, the other day did bring it up, and I
just wanted to repeat – I think it was the Member for CalgaryMountain View; I’m not sure, actually. She talked about junk email filters. I think it makes total sense that we’re going to move to
electronic means. I think that if COVID has taught us anything, it’s
that there are a lot of things we can do differently. I have no problem
with that, but I think I would like some reassurance so that all of the
little technical things that we perhaps maybe don’t think about will
be answered for us and addressed.
[Mr. Milliken in the chair]
I’m going to go on. There is another section where, again, I’m
going to rely on the lawyers, either in our caucus or in government
benches, particularly the minister, to commit to getting us some
answers because I think they’re questions that we have about the
changes being made to the Queen’s Counsel Act. What we do know
is that it adds entitlement to QC status for 10 years’ practice in
superior courts in Commonwealth common-law jurisdictions.
Automatic revocation of QC status upon disbarment or resignation
pending disciplinary action makes total sense.
Here are my questions. Why is it that the UCP government is
choosing to amend QC status right now? I’m assuming that there
was a degree of urgency that this piece of this act was included in
this omnibus bill. I’m assuming there’s a good reason that the
government – I would hope they don’t do things that don’t need to
be done. It would be quite helpful to know: why is it that in these
really challenging times – and I think we can all agree that we are
in incredibly challenging times. We are dealing with a virus that
certainly hasn’t gone away. We are dealing with economic stresses
that I don’t think any of us envisioned a year ago. Certainly, we saw
the pressures coming, but we did not see, you know, a lockdown or
changes to business or the loss of so many small businesses in our
future. It would be quite helpful to know from the government: why
is it that they chose this particular piece of legislation to amend now
during a pandemic, during an economic downturn? I think we all in
this place have ideas about what priorities are and what we could
be doing to make life better for Albertans, so I would like to know
from the government: what is it about this that will make life better
for Albertans?
I’d also like to know: how many more lawyers will be eligible
for QC status with this change? I’m assuming there are some things
that go along with changes like this, so it would be enlightening, I
think, to know: is there a cap, is there a suggested number, and how
will that change? I guess, you know, this is actually something I’ve
never spent much time thinking about, but why do we feel the need
to continue awarding QC status when this government has used it
as a token for donors? It seems to me – I’ve not spent much time
looking at how it is that this designation is awarded, so it would be
quite helpful to get that information.
Those are my questions around that piece, and again there are six
different acts that are being amended by this piece of legislation.
Those are some questions that I have for that.
3:30

The next section: again, I think I just have more questions than
comments about it. It’s about the Victim Restitution and
Compensation Payment Act. What we do know is that this piece of
legislation in Bill 38 applies to civil forfeiture of breaches of any
laws around the world. That would include Alberta laws, Canadian,
territorial laws, foreign laws. It removes power from the LG in
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Council to decide which laws or regulations civil forfeiture applies
to.
Again, I would suggest that most Albertans likely don’t spend
much of their daily lives thinking about this kind of legislation, but
I think that it impacts people’s lives. Sadly, I don’t think we think
about victim impact or restitution and those kinds of things until,
unfortunately, we are in a case where we ourselves are that victim
or we know somebody and we’re having to support them.
Like I said earlier, I am assuming that there is a very good reason
why the government chose to include this piece of legislation in Bill
38, and it would be most helpful to know why that is. What is the
goal of the change? What is it that the government is hoping that
this legislation will do for the people of Alberta?
Some of the questions around this piece, the Victims Restitution
and Compensation Payment Act, some of the other questions – I
heard some of them also reiterated by some of my colleagues.
Here’s a question that I really don’t understand, and possibly there’s
a very simple answer to this, and it would be really helpful to know
what that is. Given this current government’s fixation or focus on
property rights, I would like to know why it is that they’re opening
up the law to allow the government to take that property of people
for the breach of any law in the world. I guess that just to reconcile
those views or those actions would be quite helpful.
Also, has the government examined the legal precedents
established through the courts regarding civil forfeiture in other
provinces? If an offence occurs in Saskatchewan based on an
enactment of that province but which is not an act in Alberta, this
law will allow the Attorney General to claim the individual’s
property. How does this amount to justice for Albertans? I guess,
going back to the original question or the theme of the questions,
again, I’m assuming that the government had reasons to make these
changes or alterations. It would just be helpful to know why, and
what is it that this legislation will do to make life better for Albertans?
Obviously, we have a list of questions or things that we just, after
reading the legislation, could not answer or could not understand,
and I am quite certain that you will hear some other questions from
my colleagues. Again, it would be quite helpful to get some clarity.
I’m going to move along to another piece, and it’s a piece,
actually, that I think I’ve spent some time thinking about because,
especially when we made changes to local elections, we talked a lot
about not just the Senator elections but referendums. So I would
like to talk a little bit about the Referendum Act and some of the
concerns and questions that I have.
Obviously, what this does is that it allows referendums to be held
through the mechanisms of a municipal election. I also want to
thank my colleague for talking about, you know, who would be
missed in a referendum, and I actually didn’t realize that there
would be so many people that would not be able to participate in a
referendum that was aligned with a municipal election. I think that
right now we’ve certainly heard the UCP talk about – and this was
definitely in their platform. I get that. I am fully aware that there
was discussion about referendums, especially around equalization.
I do completely understand that. This government has a majority,
and it is certainly their right to propose whatever legislation they
choose. But I also think they have a responsibility to the people of
Alberta and the people they represent to answer the questions, to
provide as much clarity as possible about: why are you doing this,
and what is it that you hope to do?
Around referendums, you know, one of the things – I guess I
really wanted to specifically talk about this move and the danger of
aligning referendums, politically motivated or partisan referendums,
with municipal elections. I think we had hours of debate last time
we talked about putting a referendum together with local municipal
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elections. We talked about the danger of adding another level of
partisanship to, I think, a level of election that has traditionally, for
the most part, been nonpartisan. It’s not perfect, certainly, but I
think what we can say or what we do know, for the most part, is that
local elections are less about party affiliation and that power that
sort of comes from outside, and they are more about local ideas,
which is really the beauty of local elections.
They’re very focused on the issues that are important to the
people that live and work there. I always think about the community
that I represent, which is St. Albert. You know, it’s really great
when people that are trying to earn a spot on council or the mayoral
race – you go to the debate, and you listen to the questions and the
answers. They’re a hundred per cent focused on what is local, which
is amazing. They’re focused on local development, and they’re
focused on the health and wellness of seniors that live there.
They’re focused, well, on a lot of other things that I won’t get into,
but they are very much focused on local issues.
Now, when you bring in things like the senatorial election and
referendums – I think that we are all sort of political people – we
understand that that motivates people to get out and vote, so perhaps
you have voters that for whatever reason weren’t going to
participate that year or weren’t as motivated to do that. That’s a
shame because I think that we all should be exercising that
democratic right. I think that introducing something like equalization,
for example, as a referendum topic can introduce a level of
partisanship that is, ah, kind of a slippery slope to go down.
I think the particular example here is that – you know, reading
through some of the articles, just trying to refresh my memory about
what some of the concerns or discussion have been around
equalization, which is obviously one of the focuses if a referendum
is brought forward, I think that we can all agree what a complex
issue equalization is. I think we probably all have met constituents
that we’ve had to have a discussion with to explain even just the
basics of what equalization is, that it’s not that money is being taken
from Alberta taxpayers in Alberta and directly given to people in
Quebec. Actually, it’s federal taxes that we all pay. It’s the way that
it’s divided up, but it’s so much more than that. It’s very complex.
The Acting Speaker: Thank you, hon. member.
I see the hon. Member for Edmonton-Ellerslie has risen under
29(2)(a).
Member Loyola: Yes, Mr. Speaker. You know, for me, it’s a
pleasure to hear the facts when it comes to equalization payments,
so I’m hoping that the hon. Member for St. Albert will continue and
share the rest of her thoughts with us.
The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for St. Albert has the call.
Ms Renaud: Thank you for the question. You know, going back to
equalization, I think that we can all agree that it’s very complex. I
don’t believe that I understand all of the nuances of equalization. I
think that to use a politically infused question like that or a really
hot question like that is questionable.
I think that if you were to survey people in your communities or
people in your circles and ask them and measure how much they
understand about this issue, we probably would all come back with
similar answers. For the most part, people are focused on their lives
and what’s in front of them, whether it’s school or work or kids or
whatever, right now the pandemic. Equalization isn’t, you know,
high on the list of things that they want to research after supper.
I think that using something like that can be a little, for lack of a
better word, sneaky. It’s not clear. It’s not transparent. I think that
for a referendum question to be fair, it would provide an explainer.
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What is it? It’s all about the question. Make sure that people understand what they’re answering. I am concerned that referendums will
be blended into municipal elections.
3:40

Maybe there’s a simple answer to this, and I look forward to
hearing from whichever minister has the ability to answer questions:
who’s going to pay for this? There’s actually a significant expense to
a referendum. I think we all know that. At a time when we’ve got a
$24 billion deficit, it can seem like a drop in the bucket, but every
drop is important, and that includes municipalities. I think
municipalities are very, very stressed right now. I’m sure we all
understand this, that they’re dealing with added pressures related to
the pandemic and then all of that fallout as well. We do know that
on its own – of course, this is not what this legislation is referring
to – a referendum is in the neighbourhood of over $20 million.
When it is aligned with a municipal election, I think the estimate is
between $2 million and $6 million. Now, this could be from a
couple of years ago, so if I’m incorrect, I’m happy to be corrected.
You know, I guess this goes back to what I was saying earlier.
It’s all about priorities. I would truly appreciate, honestly, I would
very much appreciate hearing from the government. I’m assuming
that there is a good reason. Why is it that these acts were put
together in this piece of legislation? Why is it that they were a
priority? What is it that’s going to make life better for Albertans
right now, when they’re struggling so much in a variety of ways?
What is it about these acts and this piece of legislation that was so
essential that we’re all here debating it? As my colleagues said, we
are certainly happy to support good legislation. We’re happy to
support or even change our minds. If there are really solid answers
as to why this is essential, what it’s going to do for people, just let
us know. Just answer the questions. That would be it.
I think, you know, some of the other questions I just wanted to
get on the record as well in terms of relating to the Referendum Act.
What are the estimated costs? I was just going by some estimates
that I think are probably a couple of years old right now. Are there
financial estimates that the government was using as they reviewed
information to put this legislation together? Having access to
government information would be great. What oversight – and this
is quite important – will Elections Alberta have on these changes?
I think we certainly understand the kinds of things that can go
sideways in an election: leadership elections, general elections. I
think we’re all pretty aware of that. We all want to do our best to
protect the integrity of elections. Who was consulted and what
information? I understand that the government can’t share all information they have for whatever confidentiality reasons, but it would
certainly be most helpful to understand: what are the structures?
How can you reassure Albertans that you, this government, are
doing everything in your power to . . . [Ms Renaud’s speaking time
expired] I’ll stop there.
The Acting Speaker: Thank you, hon. member.
I see the hon. Member for Edmonton-McClung has risen to join
debate on second reading of Bill 38.
Mr. Dach: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, for recognizing me
here this afternoon, on a lovely Thursday afternoon in October. I’m
quite pleased to speak to Bill 38, Justice Statutes Amendment Act,
2020. I’ll begin by reflecting on how important it is for all of us
members who have in the past, without exception, I’m sure,
participated in some way as volunteers in our community. I know
in reading the bios of MLAs that members of the public will see
that, without exception, there have been efforts made to volunteer
in the community by members of this Legislature throughout its
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history, and the reason I mention that is because an element of my
volunteer history leads me to bring some insight to this particular
piece of legislation, Bill 38, when it comes to the quality of justice
and what I might call e-creep or a potential virtual vacuum that
gives me some concern when I think about some of the elements of
the implementation of bits of the technology that this bill
contemplates.
As I alluded to, Mr. Speaker, my concern revolves around the
quality of justice. I speak of the human interaction that is so
endemic to the processes that our justice system relies upon. I know
that in this time of pandemic not only the justice system but all of
us in every walk of life have had to rely upon a greater level of
technology and virtual communications, and this piece of legislation, Mr. Speaker, reflects the reality today that we are able to
communicate in a virtual way and that human communications, in
many instances, are becoming replaced by virtual, electronic
communications.
But I think there’s a high degree of caution that we should all
exercise in adopting this, as I call it, e-creep into our systems
because there is value in the human interaction, the communications, and the nuances that emanate from that. The quality of justice
may be strained by not being able to make adjustments afterwards.
That’s what I would highly recommend this piece of legislation
have built into it, that indeed there should be an ongoing ability to
analyze and react to deficiencies in the quality of justice as we see
the implementation of electronic and virtual media into the
communications in the justice system.
I bring that up because of my past experience as a volunteer
within the justice system. As I’ve noted before in this House, for
two years I volunteered as a probation officer in the court intake
unit here at the Edmonton courts. A couple of mornings, sometimes
three mornings a week I would attend at courtrooms 65 and 68, as
they were then known. They were courts of first appearance, Mr.
Speaker, so generally speaking, their trials didn’t take place, but
sometimes, on occasion, they would. An individual would actually
be sentenced to a period of probation, and that would be where my
role would fit in.
In the course of those mornings watching the proceedings, you
would see the Crown prosecutors and defence counsel or duty
counsel of the day have quick discussions on files that they may
have only moments ago first had an opportunity to take a look at.
Those quick discussions that they were able to have in person, in a
quick meeting just on the fly, were so elementary and so critical to
what happened in the next moment, when that individual was
brought forward before the judge to either make a decision on plea
or to decide whether to ask for reservation of plea. Any number of
things could come up as far as requesting action on the part of the
judge with respect to the accused, and it was those few vital seconds
of human interaction between the defence counsel and the
prosecution and perhaps a social worker who might have been in
court as well that made all the difference and a huge difference in
the life of that individual who was appearing before them in that
court of first appearance.
Having a reliance only upon a virtual appearance raises a lot of
questions as to what opportunity there might have been for some
tidbits of information to be transmitted between the accused and
duty counsel, for example. The hallway conferences that duty
counsel has just in advance of a first appearance in court with an
accused are invaluable. Many individuals will – and I’ve witnessed
this – decide for simplicity’s sake just to plead guilty, and quite
often a judge is kind of hamstrung by that, and it ends up in a
conviction and a sentence possibly to probation. A lot of changes in
that person’s life took place just as a result of that decision whereas
a slight human communication and interaction with duty counsel
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just prior would have perhaps caused that individual to make a
different decision, to say: look, I’ll reserve my plea, and I’ll take
the opportunity to speak with counsel at greater length.
The quality of justice is something that I have great concerns
about. If we see as we go forward, if indeed this legislation is
adopted, Mr. Speaker, that the quality of justice is being negatively
affected by implementation of measures contained in this bill to
adopt a greater level of virtual communication and electronic
communication, replacing the human communications we have
historically had, I hope that the legislation will enable, without fear
of embarrassment, the government and the bureaucracy to put the
brakes on a certain practice and say: look, let’s actually go back to
the practice of human communications in these certain areas
because it’s having a negative effect on the lives of individuals who
aren’t really being given the true and full value of their rights under
the justice system because they’re cloistered; they’re in a virtual
vacuum of communication.
3:50

I have that fear, Mr. Speaker. We should have an overarching
ability to make sure that if problems do arise, the legislation enables
us to revert to a greater level of human interaction and also that the
ability to revert to in-person meetings versus a virtual communications system still exists and is still a legitimate practice so that we
don’t cut off that human practice and say: well, that’s it; we’re
going to virtual communications in this particular situation, and
there’s no option to go back to human interaction. That would be a
mistake, in my view, if indeed that was the case because we are all
experimenting right now with virtual communications and new
ways, and it’s evolving. It’s definitely an evolution, and there’s not
necessarily going to be a pathway without some nooks and crannies
that we should be stopping at and really deciding whether or not
this is the way that we want to go and not being afraid to admit that
there is real value in maintaining the humanity of our justice system
and that human, interpersonal communication.
That’s one element, Mr. Speaker, that I wanted to speak about
with respect to Bill 38. There are many, many corridors that one
could go down when looking at this piece of legislation. It is a wide
and long package of amendments. We, hopefully, will be spending
adequate time in this House really looking at them closely, because
there are a lot of things that I think deserve to be considered very
much in depth before moving forward, and this legislation, I think,
deserves the full scrutiny of this House, to say the least.
I want to also talk a little bit about a concern I had with respect
to service of documents and verification of receipt and so forth,
where it’s proposed that e-mailed documents, official documents,
could be served by the courts and that would be considered official
service. Now, typically, of course, in my background as a real estate
agent, we’ve seen documents served with respect to mortgage
proceedings and so forth by officers of the courts or sheriffs, or even
there are private service companies which are delegated to do that.
It actually can lead up to and include posting a notice to the door of
the domicile of the individual who is being served. That record is
definitely something that can be verified, that it was actually served
to the right person’s door.
Whether or not we have the same legitimacy in an e-mail service
is something that I think remains to be tested. I have concerns about
individuals being improperly served or being mis-served or not
getting served or the inability of the courts to verify that, in fact, the
service went to the right person. Or are there means by which that
individual can perhaps say: “Look, it went to my junk mailbox. I
don’t look at that very often,” or “That’s not an e-mail address that
I use anymore”? There’s a certain degree of limitation that I don’t
think is properly yet dealt with by this legislation, as is proposed
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with respect to the verification of service of documents by the
courts.
As I said before, this is definitely an evolution of technology, but
we want to make sure that adoption of it by amending legislation is
not in stone, that we have the ability to recognize errors, recognize
injustices, and then be able to either revert temporarily to the old
practice by having them still in place and legitimate or by being
able to make adjustments to them by regulation. That is something
that I think the legislation should recognize and have in its practise,
an ability to respond to problems as they arise and perhaps a builtin mechanism, Mr. Speaker, for those who are working in the justice
system to bring forward those conflicts, as they may see it, with the
rights of the victims or rights of the accused, rights of those within
the justice system whose processes touch upon their lives, and the
ability of the justice system to properly address those rights and
make sure that it doesn’t end up with a serious clogging of the
courts by way of appeals.
I’m certain that defence counsel, Mr. Speaker, is not going to
stand for what they may feel is a loss of the rights or an infringement
upon the rights of their clients. That probably will be the backstop,
but I think that if indeed elements of this legislation that seem to be
causing problems in the justice system, if it is passed and
implemented, could be brought forward via a mechanism that’s
built into the regulations, perhaps we could avoid lengthy
arguments by defence talking about infringements upon the rights
of their clients in the future. That’s something we should avoid if
we possibly can. I hope that the words I’m saying are not falling on
deaf ears across the way.
I’d also like to speak a little bit, Mr. Speaker, about the portion
of the act which refers to allowing referendums to be held during
and through the mechanism of a municipal election. I have some
serious and grave concerns about this. Now, not only this provincial
government, the current rendition, the UCP provincial government
in Alberta; others prior to it and right across the country, of course,
are rightly protective of their own jurisdiction vis-à-vis the federal
government. There is nothing if not a blood sport in this country
between the federal and provincial governments regularly on jurisdictional disputes, which is not an uncommon thing in a federated
nation.
But it goes two ways, Mr. Speaker. Municipal governments and
provincial governments also can be found at odds with each other.
I think that it’s incumbent upon the provincial government to say
that what’s sauce for the goose is sauce for the gander. In other
words, why indeed involve oneself as a provincial government in a
very patronizing and antagonizing way to infringe upon the rights
and practices of the municipal governments?
The Acting Speaker: Thank you, hon. member.
Standing Order 29(2)(a) is available, and I see the hon. Member
for Edmonton-Ellerslie has risen.
Member Loyola: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I do believe that the
member was in mid-thought. He was providing us with some very
interesting insight, and I would hope that he would continue with
his comments, please.
The Acting Speaker: The hon. member.
Mr. Dach: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would indeed appreciate the
opportunity to continue speaking about the concerns I have with
respect to attaching referendums to municipal elections. As my
colleague from St. Albert recently spoke in the House concerning
this issue, she was concerned about politicizing the process of
municipal elections, which have a long and proud history in this
province, Mr. Speaker, of being nonpartisan for the most part and
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proudly so. That is something that we have guarded in this province
quite judiciously because it’s served us well in municipalities. The
municipal level of government is so close to the population. We’re
talking about, you know, back alleys and sewers and streets and
local roads and community issues and so forth, and to have that
local government coloured and flavoured and poisoned by partisan
politics is something that we’ve rightly guarded against, and I think
that we should guard against it still.
4:00

The Member for St. Albert concerned herself with talking about
how it may politicize the process, but I’ll take that argument a step
or two further, Mr. Speaker, and suggest that there are other
outcomes that can be accomplished by implementing a system
whereby referendums may be held in conjunction with a municipal
election. One may have heard about the process of gerrymandering
whereby a level of government would hold a process where a
jurisdiction or a riding or a political geographic area or a ward would
be carved out on a map according to certain rules and regulations.
Of course, gerrymandering is a term that’s now used to describe
a process whereby a government of the day would orchestrate that
process to its own benefit and carve out a riding that had a majority
of its own followers in that particular constituency to thereby
influence an upcoming vote. Of course, evidence of that is quite
clear in the United States in particular. If you look at the electoral
maps in some of the jurisdictions, in some of the counties there,
they look like they are QR codes with the way they’re rigged and
jigged.
That’s the type of thing that I want to avoid, Mr. Speaker, in our
municipal election process as far as manipulation of the voter
turnout is concerned because that’s what I’m getting at. What it
allows a government to do, if indeed we have a referendum that’s
attached to a municipal election, is to, of course, as a government –
the government of the day, no matter what political stripe, is able to
choose the referendum topic and the referendum question. Of
course, based on that question – whatever the question may happen
to be, it can be framed and designed in a way that attracts a certain
element of the electorate versus another. In other words, one can
use that referendum process to motivate one’s base to vote in larger
numbers than perhaps your opponent’s base and thereby unduly
influence a municipal election.
It’s certainly, I’m sure, occurred to the government that this
might be a way that a referendum could be used in a municipal
election process. I mean, the government could have chosen to have
referendums attached to a provincial election. I’m sure that that may
already be potentially, technically possible. But specifically this
legislation, this bit of this omnibus legislation, goes to the heart of
municipal elections and specifically says: no; we want to attach
referendums to municipal elections. There are reasons for doing
that. One of them is to potentially influence the outcome of
municipal elections, and that is something that I think is a pretty
nefarious thing to consider.
The Acting Speaker: I see the hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold
Bar has risen to join debate.
Mr. Schmidt: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’m pleased to rise and
offer a few comments on Bill 38, Justice Statutes Amendment Act,
2020. I want to thank all of my colleagues for their insightful
interventions on this legislation that’s before us today. I hope to add
a few concerns about this legislation that I’ve been hearing from the
constituents of Edmonton-Gold Bar.
I want to first start out by addressing the changes that the government is bringing forward with respect to the Police Act. I would
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agree with my friend from Edmonton-Rutherford that the
recognition of First Nations policing, I think, is a significant step
forward in taking the concerns of First Nations seriously, and we
are pleased to see that that change to the Police Act is in this
legislation. But I also want to echo the concerns that my friend from
Edmonton-Rutherford made with respect to the additional justice
system reforms that First Nations have been looking for for a very
long time. I would join my friend from Edmonton-Rutherford in
urging the government to give serious considerations to those other
justice reforms that he so clearly set out for the government to
consider.
I will say, though, Mr. Speaker, that a lot of the constituents that
I represent from Edmonton-Gold Bar were a little bit confused
about the changes that were brought forward in the Police Act and,
more importantly, some of the changes that were not brought
forward in the Police Act at this time. Earlier this year, of course,
as we all know, the then Justice minister, now minister of jobs and
other things, I suppose, announced a review of the Police Act in
response to the popular protests against discriminatory police
actions, that were most forcefully brought forward in the public
consciousness by the death of George Floyd in the United States.
Those resonated strongly with communities of colour, marginalized
communities here in Alberta because they’ve had those kinds of
experiences with police forces, too.
Certainly, when the minister announced a review of the Police
Act, he indicated that he was going to consult with members of
those communities to bring forward appropriate reforms to the
Police Act to address these long-standing concerns. On July 7,
2020, I wrote to the then minister to indicate that a number of the
Franco-African communities that reside in Edmonton-Gold Bar had
not been consulted yet and had not been even made aware that the
consultations were going to start. At that time I wrote to the minister
informing him of the existence of a number of Franco-African
communities based in my constituency and urged him to reach out
to those communities to make sure that they were included in the
consultation processes that were announced at that time.
I was incredibly disappointed, Mr. Speaker, that that Justice
minister never got back to me and never contacted any of the
Franco-African community organizations that I mentioned in the
letter, which was a surprise because I clearly recall, when that
member was the Justice minister, him inviting us to Rocky
Mountain House to consult with people about issues around justice
and policing. It’s incredibly surprising to me that when we were
asking for his invitation to be included in these things, so forcefully
asking for this invitation to be included in these processes, those
good-faith requests for invitations went completely ignored by that
minister.
Thankfully for the constituents that I represent in EdmontonGold Bar, that member is no longer the Minister of Justice, and I
will say that the current Minister of Justice has at least responded
to my letter. When that minister was sworn in, I sent a follow-up
letter on August 27, 2020, to that minister’s office congratulating
him on his new role and reiterating the request that I had made to
the previous Justice minister that went ignored, to include the
Franco-African communities in his review of the Police Act. Now,
to his credit the current Justice minister did finally respond to me. I
mean, it only took two months and a day, but at least he did get back
to me, and I appreciate that. He’s committed to including a number
of the Franco-African communities that reside in Edmonton-Gold
Bar in his consultations on the Police Act. I’m grateful for that, and
the community organizations that I represent have told me that
they’re also looking forward to participating in these consultations,
Mr. Speaker.
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But there are a couple of concerns that I have with respect to
those consultations that I hope that the minister hears and will keep
in mind when he’s considering how to reform the Police Act in the
future. First is to make sure that everybody’s expectations of what
will be consulted on and what is not under consideration will be
expressed clearly. Now, I haven’t been invited to the consultations,
Mr. Speaker, nor do I expect an invitation to the consultations. I
don’t believe that I’m the right person to speak on behalf of the
Franco-African communities in these kinds of consultations. They
need to have their own voices heard. But there has been no
consultation document that I’m aware of sent out to any of these
communities. We have no timelines for consultation. So these
communities are reaching out to me and asking what they can
expect from this consultation that the government keeps talking
about but fails to provide any meaningful detail on.
4:10

The second and even more important piece that I hope the Justice
minister and his office and department keep in mind when engaging
in the consultation is to make sure that the resources are available
for Franco-Africans to participate in the language of their choice in
these consultations. Mr. Speaker, the Franco-African community is
one of the fastest growing communities in this province, and they
have a significant stake in the future of policing in this province.
They need to be able to participate meaningfully in the consultation
process in the language of their choice so that they can not only
make their voices heard but also understand the questions that
they’re being asked and what is expected of them in the consultation
process. If they can only participate in French and the Justice
minister and the department do not make resources available for the
Justice department to undertake those consultations in French, I’m
really afraid that the significant concerns that the Franco-African
community has raised with respect to policing in this province will
go unheard.
So I urge the minister and his department to make use of the
significant resources that the provincial government has to engage
in these consultations in French so that Franco-African communities
from all across the province can participate meaningfully in these
consultations. I look forward to the minister providing my
constituents and all constituents who have a stake in this process
much more meaningful detail with respect to how future
consultations will be undertaken and ensuring that French language
resources are available so that those communities can participate
meaningfully in the consultation process.
I do want to move on now, if I may, to some of the concerns that
my friends here on this side have raised with respect to some of the
changes that the government is making to civil forfeiture in this
province. A number of the concerns that have been raised are not
new to this Chamber.
In fact, in doing a little bit of research for my comments on this
bill, I found an Edmonton Journal column written by now Senator
Paula Simons, dated March 26, 2015. At that time the Progressive
Conservative government under Jim Prentice was considering
changes to the civil forfeiture act, making significant changes to the
process of civil forfeiture. In that column, Mr. Speaker, she notes
that when civil forfeiture was first enacted in this province, in 2008,
the victims of crime were made big promises with respect to
financial resources that would be made available to them as a result
of enacting civil forfeiture and using the proceeds of the civil
forfeiture process to support victims of crime. As of 2015, when
then columnist Paula Simons wrote the column, those promises had
largely been unkept. Then, in 2015, at that time the Prentice
government was considering expanding civil forfeiture in the
province, so she was asking the question as to whether or not the
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promises that had been made to victims of crime would be met this
time.
I think it bears repeating the question now. Will victims of crime
be the beneficiaries of the proceeds of civil forfeiture? We know
that this government has made significant changes to the victims of
crime fund. They’ve taken money out of the victims of crime fund.
They’ve significantly increased the competition for the existing
funds in the victims of crime fund by changing the legislation,
allowing many more organizations to compete for very scarce
funds. I hope that somebody, the Justice minister or members of
Executive Council, can tell us exactly what they plan to do in terms
of supporting victims of crime, if anything at all, with the proceeds
of the expanded powers of civil forfeiture that they’re bringing
forward here.
One of the other issues that Paula Simons raised in that column
is the perverse incentives that civil forfeiture could potentially
create for police forces in this province to use those powers
improperly. In her column she points to a U.S. example of
Ferguson, Missouri, a jurisdiction that at that time had undergone
significant police funding cuts from its government, and that police
department turned to using the proceeds of civil forfeiture to fund
its ongoing operations. Paula Simons, in that column, raises some
concerns that experts had raised with that issue of creating the
perverse incentive for police services to actively pursue these kinds
of civil forfeiture proceedings so that they could fund their own
operations.
The problem with that, Mr. Speaker, is that, you know, declaring
civil forfeiture, getting a – not a conviction. Forgive me. I’m not a
lawyer, so I don’t get the words right all the time. But in order to
have a successful claim of civil forfeiture, you only need to prove
on the balance of probabilities that the person who owns the
property under consideration is guilty of a crime. One lawyer that I
saw commenting on civil forfeiture in general is saying that under
the civil forfeiture process, your money is presumed guilty until it’s
proven innocent, which is very different from the criminal
presumption of innocence, right? So it’s much easier to successfully
complete a civil forfeiture claim and get that person’s property and
not necessarily even charge that person with a crime or successfully
convict that person of a crime.
The risk that Paula Simons and a number of experts on civil
forfeiture raised at that time, and that I think still hasn’t been
adequately addressed by the Justice minister or members of
Executive Council, is whether or not expanding the processes of
civil forfeiture will enhance this perverse incentive that police
forces may have to use this process to fund their ongoing
operations. It’s certainly a relevant question now, given the fact that
the government has significantly reduced police budgets over the
last year and a half. I’m only asking the question of whether or not
the government is using this process of . . .
The Acting Speaker: Thank you, hon. member.
Standing Order 29(2)(a) is available. I see the hon. Member for
Edmonton-Ellerslie has risen.
Member Loyola: Yes. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. As the member
was in the middle of his thoughts regarding civil forfeiture, and I
think that they’re very important concerns that he has, that he’s
trying to bring to the attention of this front bench, I would ask that
he continue with his remarks, please.
The Acting Speaker: The hon. member, should you choose to
accept.
Mr. Schmidt: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I want to thank my
friend from Edmonton-Ellerslie for asking me the question that will
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allow me to complete my thought on this matter. I was raising the
issue of the significant police force budget cuts that this government
has imposed upon police forces in this province and just asking the
question of whether or not this is the government’s way of getting
out of their responsibility of funding police services properly and
then creating this incentive through expanding the processes of civil
forfeiture to allow police to find the money to keep the lights on
and keep officers on the road through this process of seizing
people’s property through civil forfeiture.
4:20

These are legitimate concerns. We’ve raised them all here several
times already this afternoon and in previous debate around this bill,
and I really look forward to somebody from Executive Council and
even the Justice minister, should he choose to, to answer some of
these questions because my constituents would really like to know.
Thank you.
The Acting Speaker: Any other takers, with about three minutes
left?
Seeing none, are there any other members looking to join debate.
I see the hon. Member for Edmonton-Ellerslie has risen.
Member Loyola: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I’d like to,
first, begin by concentrating my remarks on the fact that on this side
of the House we support – unequivocally we support – indigenous
self-determination. I believe that something really important for all
of us to understand is that with the imposition of the Indian Act over
indigenous communities across Canada, essentially what was
happening was that these communities were being oppressed. Now,
regardless of the fact that treaties were signed and that it was a
nation-to-nation agreement that we were supposed to live on this
land together, work towards a common future for all of us together,
that’s not the way that things worked out.
It had to do with the fact that because of a Eurocentric
perspective, when it came to actually negotiating and then relating
with First Nations people, that Eurocentric mindset was then
imposed upon them, and with that came the fact that if the
government of the time was actually going to enter into any kind of
discussion, consultation with indigenous communities, it had to be
through chief and council. Not a lot of people know that, in fact,
that was an imposition of the Indian Act by the Canadian
government at the time.
So I think it’s really important that when we talk about indigenous
self-determination, we also – and I say this as treaty people – take
the time to understand the political, cultural, and even the spiritual
understanding and vision that isn’t necessarily homogeneous across
Canada. I understand that that makes it difficult. When we decided
that we were going to respectfully enter into treaty with indigenous
nations across this land, then we should have done the homework
to make sure that we relate to them in the way that they are used to
organizing themselves socially, culturally, politically, and
economically. The reason why I state this is because, as we all know
– and I’m sure that members on the other side know this well –
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elders play such an important role in indigenous communities.
When discussions are being had, elders are always there. In some
specifically it’s the clan mothers that are there and are actually
making the decisions; it’s not the person that they named as chief.
I mean, yes, that person has a legitimate role.
The other aspect that I want to share with you all is the fact that
in a lot of indigenous communities there were different leaders and
leaders for different tasks – how could I put it? – leaders for
different aspects of the daily living. The decision-making was a lot
more spread out throughout the community, and one could even say
more democratic than what was being imposed by the Indian Act,
which was requesting that every community have but one chief and
a council, and they were going to be the only ones that were going
to be consulted when it came to relating and understanding and the
way that the law was going to affect indigenous people across
Canada.
I respectfully ask members of this House that – I know that they
know some things, but, you know, here’s the thing with knowledge,
as we well know. We know what we know, and we even know
certain things that we don’t know, but the amazing thing about it all
is that there are certain things that we don’t even know that we don’t
know. This is where we need to explore, not only as human beings,
what we don’t know that we don’t know, but as elected
representatives we have the responsibility, and we need to do the
due diligence. The way that we do that is by interacting and having
conversations, consulting with our constituents because they are
bringing perspectives to us that perhaps we have not had the
opportunity to even consider.
This is really, in my humble opinion, Mr. Speaker, what our role
as elected representatives should be. I would even go so far as to
say that, yes, I stand before you as a human being with a specific
religion and even a specific ideology, but I’m not here in this House
to only push my own ideology. I have the added responsibility of
going out there and expanding and opening my mind and learning
about the things that at this time I don’t even know that I don’t
know.
When it comes to indigenous culture, when it comes to indigenous
cosmology, when it comes to indigenous spiritual understanding
about how they are connected to the earth, our Mother Earth, I think
it’s imperative that all members of this House and members of all
Legislatures and parliaments take that responsibility seriously when
it comes to consulting and having relationships with indigenous
peoples in those indigenous communities across this land because
it’s the only way that we’re really going to understand how the laws
that we come up with in this House impact those very communities.
If we truly want to be respectful when it comes to the calls to action
of the Truth and Reconciliation Commission, then we need to have
that firm understanding as we move forward.
The Acting Speaker: I hesitate to interrupt the hon. member.
However, taking note of the time, it is 4:30. Under Standing Order
4(2) we are adjourned until Monday afternoon at 1:30.
[The Assembly adjourned at 4:30 p.m.]
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(Jul. 8, 2020 aft., reported to Assembly; not proceeded with)
Bill 204 — Voluntary Blood Donations Repeal Act (Yao)
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