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Standing Committee on The Alberta Heritage Savings Txzust Fund Act

Thuxzday, Cctober 4, 1979

Chairman: Mr. Payne 9 a.m.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I'd like to call to order this meeting of the select connittee.
Good norning, gentlenen.

I had connitted yesterday to having this docunent in your places at 9
o'clock. I regrxet it's not quite ready. It's now being aszembled in the
lounge, and I'm assured it will bs another five or 10 minutes.

Perhaps I could explain what it is. Out of thoze nemoranda that
incorporated a number of recommendations we sinply took all the
reconnaendations individually, determined I think it's seven categories, and
then sinply assembled them in thiz binder by category, with the surnane of the
subnitter at the top right hand side of the page. We have sinply nunbered
them sequentially within each division or tepic. I think that's going to
facilitate discussion and review as we proceed. Hopefully, I'll be able to
circulate these to you and to members of the press gallery in another 10
ninutes.

I'd like to suggest we begin our deliberations today by discussing and
hopefully accepting with or without amendment the redrafted scholarzhip

I nust adnit, I was expecting an onnibus or combination recornendation, but
we appear to have one signed by Mr. Knaak and one signed by Mr. Clark on the
subject of scholarships. Mr. Clark, am I correct in assuning there uill be a
third recormendation from the subceonnittee?

MR. R. CLARK: Ho. Mr. Sindlinger will be naking an addition to the
reconmendation dealing with the $100 =illion, so that really there will be
two, Mr. Chairman.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I see.
MR. R. CLARK: That's an accurate aszessment, Tom?

iR. SINDLINGER: That's correct, Mr. Chairman. I think that perhaps I was
laboring undsr a misunderstanding as well. I thought that w2 had conme in with
a composite. I think that perhaps if I take my recommendation and include it
in this one from Mr. Clark, we could also probably take the other
recomnendation and include it as well, and without any trouble, finally cone
up with one recommendation.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Could I suggest that thoze of you who haven't done so take a
monent or two to read both of them. Then I'll invite discussion.

Perhapz I could invite comment with the obvicus observation that the
distinguishing characteristic of the tuo recoamendations is the acadenic level
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at which they function. One is obviously an undergraduate zcholarzhip, the
other intendzd for postgraduate work.

Mr. Clark, could I ack you to begin dizzuszion? Perhaps vou could zumnarize
the discussions of the aed oo subconnitiece, and we could go fron there.

.

the difference iz

-

-

MR. R. CLARK:® Mr. Chﬁirn:n, I think yocur aszezcne

baszically correct, that thiz iz not only aimed at undergraduatesz at the
universities, but also at the other postsecondary e:

the province. That's why it talks in terms of
inctitutions.

My own view, lMr. Chairnan, iz that with Mr. Knaak nct being hexe . . . We
had a bit of an attenmpt vesterday to incorporate the two ideas together. I
hope I'm rather reflecting the feeling of the subconnittee accurately when I
say we found that sonmewhat difficult to do. I =zuggest we ask Mr. Sindlinger
to suggest to the comnittee his addition zo that ue night deal with this
matter, and that when Mr. Knaak returns next week we could have a crack at
further incorporation of his into this recomnendation or going that one alone.
But I think it important that he be here to have a chance to develop the idea
somewhat further.
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official oppozition and begin with that. If I ray, it ads that "$100
million be allocated from the Heritage Savings Trust Fund to cndou a 75th
anniversary scholarship fund for. . ." Stop at that point and put a colon.
Under there say: "1) for undergraduate students of Alkerta's postsecondary
educational institutions,” et cetera; "2) for provicicon of graduate
schelarships to outstanding Alberta students for the purpose of facilitating,™
et ceotera, which is, in effect, Peter Knaak's reconmendation.

So just tack that on as nunmbexr 2, and at the end ¢f that, a gemicolon and
you go to number 3. ny reconrendation, vhich would be: "for students playing
for any university or college intezrcollegiate tean', et cetera. So now you
have a conszolidation of the three scholarships.

The concept is the sane: to provide a 75th anniversary scholarship fund. I
think the subconmnittes would be unaninous on that. Then the thres subitens
juct specifv the directions in which the funds should bs dizpersed.

MR. SINDLINGER: I'd like to suggezst we take the recommendation fron the

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Sindlinger, may I ask what the implicationz are for the

total funding c¢f the endswnent in such an onnikus recommendation enbracing all
three? Do you see it remaining at the $100 million figure, or do vou add the
$100 nmillion to the $30 nillion, plus whatever the third figure was intended

to be?

MR. SINDLIKNGER: At the risk of sounding like C. D. Houe and saying what's
another nillicn when you get arcund this $100 million hers, Lif you take the
$100 million in the oppo"i*‘ow recoanendation and the $30 million in the Peter
Knaak recormendation, vyou're at $130 nillion. Since the
in the first place, I think that would be cuffizient, at
the requirerments of the three subcategories of the annive

e are rouch estinates
this point, to cover
rzary scholarship

fund.

MR. MUSGRECAVE: Mr. Chairnman, with all due respect to the connmittee's efforte,
I think they have misszed the thruzt of the whole thing. low are vou going to
encourage students to thrach arcund for $2,500 vhen, as a comnon laborer on a
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construction crew working for 10 weeks, you can make $3,200?7 So I'm not going
to get to excited about picking up $2,500 to go on to university.

I think we have to enphasize -- and none cf the suggestions of Mr. Clark,
Mr. Sindlinger, or Mr. Knaak recognize the difficulty we're facing. Sonehow
we have to convince p2ople after they have their advanced education and have
been expecsed to world scientists and traveled in European universities and
wherever else, that somehow we have to develeop programs or incentives for thenm
to come back to Alberta.

They're not going to come back to Alberta just bzcause they like the blue
sky, and I think the comnittee should addrezs itzelf to ‘that problem. This is
why I was suggesting the $100 million shouldn't be just restricted to the
scholarship program. Really, I think they're loszing . . . The idea the
federal government had after the war was, let's educate our veteranz. Period.
Let's not be restrictive about it. Let's take a strong stand on it.

I won't quarrel with the idea that people should k= required to pay part of
their education costs. 1 don't quarrel with that at all, and I certainly
don't agree that we schould be putting $500 million in, even though it was in
ny suggestion. That was only a long time down the road. It should start at
$100 nillion.

So I'd like the connittee to go back to take another look at it. Frankly,
I'm concernsd that if we add in Mr. Sindlinger's scholarship for sports, 1
feel. . . I know he's zyrpathetic and has a particular bias; unfortunately I
have a bias the other way. I think it's going to be a lot easier to sell a
program of this nature to the people of Alberta if we elininate the athletic
scholarship side of it.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Claxk.

MR. R. CLARK: I'd like to respond to those connents very directly. The way
this is going to encourage students to go to university or other postsecondary
institutions iz to zay to them, at thes end of four years you’ll have $10,000
less student dsbt to pay off. In eczsence, that's what it cones to.

Secondly, Mr. Chairman, az far as the suggestion of encouraging people to
come baczk to Alberta from other parts of the usrld, I can appreciate that that
is & concern. But if all of us were to read ocur own czpezeches on occasion,
there should be no reason at all why they don't cone back to Alberta.

Thirdly, Mr. Chairman, if we're geing to get involved in that kind of detail
in all the recomnendations u2're going to handle on this comnittee, we're
never going to get recommendations by the tine the House 15 adjourned, whether
it's Novenber or Decenber.

I appreciate the points Mr. Muzgreave raises, but it seens to me we have to
deal in general principles here, and then all of us have a crack at the
inplementation when the legizlation conmes back to the Houze. I really urge
the menmbers of the connittee to deal with the general principles. WKe all have
some concerns about the various recomrmendations, but let's deal with the
general principlexs. get those before the public of Alberta, and put the neat
on the bones after that.

MR. SIMDLINGER: Mr. Chairman, I'd just like to find out if Mr. Musgreave's
concern ic uith th2 concepnt or with the nmagnitude of the numbers. I1'd suggest
1f it's with the nunbers we not deal with that point until w: get conse

the concept.

nsus on
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MZ. HOTLEY: Mr. Chairman, I'd like to say I agree with Mr. Sindlinger!
conmant that it's firxzct of all . . . I had assuned yvezterday ve had reached
agreenent on the concept. The only conment I'd maoke with rezpect to Mr.
Clark's statement iz that I think that's correct. We zhouldn't ¢
detailed statement here of all the 1fz, andz, or huts. As a natier o
if anvthing, the reuwrite iz, in ternz of the $2,500 per student, raybe
little rnore detailed than I would have liked to z=e.

I think the original drafting by the official oppoczition was prchably a good
statenznt of the principle, that we want to nalke available a scholzrship
progran for undzrgraduates in the province. Ikhether it should be a naxinum of
$2,500, $2,000, or $3,000, frankly iz the kind of thingl would imagine people
in the Students Finance Board, the cclleges, and univerzities would be in a
better poszition to judge than usz.

I think it would be a miztake, in all of the recommendations we'rs going to
be dealing with ovexr the next couple of dayz, 1f we get into infinite details,
because then we'll never achieve anything.

xzhip, a)

I would agree with the compozite we have. We're zaying a scholn
for undergraduates, b) for the provizion ef graduate stud
how we can deal with thiz quecstion of bringing people ba

ck who studied in the
United States, England. or wherever, unless you have sone kind of gpunitive
progran that I think nost of us would be reluctant to sce attachsd *o a 75%h

anniversary scholarship plan.

That's why I asked Mr. Knaak that vesterday, and it s2enz to ne ke tock the
position that we're just going to have tec take our chancez with peocople coning
back to Albarta once they've gone to another )url:aLctlo to study. But that
deoesn't nitigate againzt the value of the scheolarship progran.

Jith respec o the intercollegiate szports scholarz » guite
bl rect to the intercollegiat port hol ips uit

ar as Mr. Muzgreave's view is concerned, I have a sneaXing =zuzpi

would gell the progran in this prevince. It would be a plus in teznz of
naking it an attractive, popular prograna that pecple in this provincs weculd
accept.

£

MR. MUSGREAVE: In responze to Mr. Hotley's last renark. ropefully z:ne day
we're going to look at the highest commen factor instead of the loweszt connon
denoninator. I agree with Mr. Clark. 1 think this connittee chould recomnmand
that $100 nmillion chould be allozated from the Heritage Savings Trust Fund to

endow a 75th anniversary scholarzhip fund. Period.

I think then we should leave it up to the foundation, or whatever is
to establish thiz, to set the terms of reference and how nuch the scholarzhips
chould be or whether or not . . .

One simple way of bringing people back hone would be to zuggest they could
have reszearch money avallable so they could conduct a 10-year progran,
conjunction with industry or universzity. That's a positive, not punitive
approach.

Mr. Chairnan, I'm saying I would agree that we just nake the genezxa
reconnandaticn that we put in, I think $100 nillion into a schelarzhip fund,
leave it at that, and proceed on.

MR. SINDLIKGER: Mr. Chairna

» I'm getting the impression ther
here. We've all categoriz o
t

n
ad three: ons, ths undergraduates;
ez, the athletic schelarships. Now Pr. lNuz

scholarchipz; thr greave's 1s a
fourth ene, postgraduate research scholarships. I'd ask 1f that's correct,
and 1f it iz, I zuvggezt ‘2 again take the first lin2 of the copozifien
reconnandation, ac Mr. Muzgreave has suggested, and after "the anniversaxy
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scholarship fund", instend of putting a period., put a colon and lizt thece
four areas, zo that after it's established, thoze in charae of the fund have a
goad idea of our intenticnz in regard to the dizburzenment of thoze funds.

MR. CHAIRMAM: Perhaps I could try to focus our discussion nouw. t seens to ne
we have two conflicting reconmendations or suggestions before the committee.
On the one hand, Mr. Sindlinger's, in which he initially suggested three pozt-
colon categories in the recommendation -- I presuame to help the reader
understand the intent of the recommendation -- followed by his anendnent, the
addition of a fourth. On the other hand, we have Mr. Muzgreave's that we
avoid any such specific detail and sinply go with a single sentence statement
of principle, if you like, quantified to the extent of the $100 nillion
reference.

Could I invite comment on those two recommendations

MR. MUSGREAVE: I had nade a note to that effect, and while I thought it was
getting too ruch detail, I would be prepared to withdraw nine and support Mr.
Sindlinger's. I had a note here that it could be fellowships, the
establishment of university chairs, grants for long-range study--all sorts of
these kinds of devices that we're not able to receomnend or develop, and
obviously the university people . . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: Then do I have conmittee agreement on the initial sentence orx
preamble of the reconmmendation of the official oppozition, supplenented by lr.
Sindlinger's recommended list of four categories of =zcheolarship recipients?

Do we have agreement therxe?

MR. R. CLARK: I don't like to play the role of the Leacder of the Opposition
again, but I can obviocusly buy the first three. I have a little bit of
difficulty with the fourth one, the postgraduate

It seems to me that so0 much of our neoney goes into the postgraduate area.
Let's put it this way: here we're trying to ernshasize a portion ¢f the
postcecondary education system, aren't we? It seens to ne we're caying here
that the enmphacis is on undergraduates, on peeple going cut of the country and
hopefully coning back, and on people going to cther postsecondary
instituvtionz.

My own biases are rather strongly that so rmuzh of our universzity funds end
up in postgraduate people that here's a chance for us to say at least that
we're going to emphasize those other areas. If the powers that be, when
they're inmplemnenting the program, feel there's a gap there, obviously they'll
cone back to the Legislature with a pitch.

I think we loze a bit of our enphasis if we iry to cover the uwhole ganmut.
I1'd see postgraduate work as the fourth area.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Any other comment on Mr. Sindlinger's rececmnendation, the fourth
category, the postgraduate research scholarships?

MR, APPLEBY: I
pocstgraduate re
scholarchips £
going to be do
neanc.

r. Chairnan. Mhen we speak of
rch schelarshipz, does this rean we're loeking for
students who've gone into a postaraduate program and are
ng reseaxch at the sane time? I'm not too zure just uwhat it

like to ask a question, M
ea
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MR. CHAIRMAH: I think Mr. Musgreave would be in the bezt pozition to respond
to that.

MR. MUSGREAVE: Mr. Chairman, what I had in rind was conceivably a person could
get his doctorate in science in Europe and decide he uznts to comz back to
Canada. Perhaps there may be an indusitry in the province that would be
interested in his doing some long-range woxk. They nay be prepared, zay, to
pay three-quarters of the costs of ectablizhing labs and
person and hiz group, and I'm suggzesting that perhaps
the other 25 per cent. Thoce kinds of things. HMay
establish a chair in a particular basic =ccience in c0ﬂj
Canbridge, O0xford, or sonme universzity in England; this
provide scne of the money. In effect, it would be ==

In reference to Mr. Clark's rermarks, we have to get .eyond just tha
engineering degree or the Mazter c¢f Science degre b
engineers, chenists, and related scientific people a l
bring forth, say, a perzon the caliber cf Flening, wheo disccvered penicillin
-- this kind cf person. Thiz is what we have to aim for, regardless of hou
nuch noney we think we've put into thoze pregramz and thz people have gone
elsewhere.

a salary for thiz
his fund could put up
e univerzity wants to

U'
i el
o

unction with, say,
fund again could
jal
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MR. APPLEBY: Then what we're actually leoking at here, PFr. Chairmnan, would be
a progran for research funding fcor pesople after they have completed
postgraduate studies. 1Is that right?

MR. CHAIRMAN: That is correct.
MR. R. CLARK: Mr. Chairnman, that should be part of an Alberta science policy.

4R. HOTLEY: With great respect, I think that's the point. We had a

receornendation frem Mr. Pahl that aimed in that dizection, and i

w2 should bz locking at an Alberta szience policy. 0One of the ¢

that policy is the very thing that Ir. ﬁu:greave talked about: are w

be picking up part of the cozt for scneone coning back and doing £

researxch in the province of Alberia?

I hope I don't overstate the caz is

afterthought in a bursary and = P progran mininizes what chould be one

of the nore important recomnenda ns that we rake as

I suggezted yesterday that ws walt until Tuesday when
:h

)]

presented us uith a reconmendation that deals somewhat with thiz iszsue. It
also covers some of the things PMr. Mussreave has raised. Let us leoeok at that
as a separate area for reconnendation, ﬁth r than try to lunmp it in with this

one.

MR. CHAIRMAN: There appearz to b2 no further discussien. I'd like to call for
1

the committee's response to tuwos quecztions. HNumber orne, do ve agree with Mr.
Sindlinger's receommendation that ve add a nunber of itenms, after the colen if
you like, in the reconne nd..lun of the official oppeoszsitien. Do I havz

agresnant cn that principle

Could I have a zhow of han d: foxr thoze in agreenent? OQOkavy
MR. R. CLARK: Ue'll have th vote, and 1f it's pozitive, we'll discuss the

fourth ons, will we?



MR. CHAIRMAN: Exactly.
MR. R. CLARK: Okay.

MR. APPLEBY: Mr. Chairnan, you're saving that vz add a nunber of items. Could
we be specific about that?

MR. CHAIRMAN: We'll be specific on the next quesztion. I just wanted to be
sure we had conmittee agreement on the principle

MR. NOTLEY: For a conpozite resoluticn.

MR. CHAIRMAH: Yes, for a composite recommendation. We appear to have a
consensus on that point.

We've obviously had both sides of the discuszien then, on whether we include
provision for research bursaries for those who have completed their acadesnic
studies. I'm reluctant to use the worzd pogtgraﬂuate because it's ambiguous.
MR. R. CLARK: Before you pose the question, can I make it very clear at least
fron ny point of view. that it isn't a matter of baing for or againzt funding
in this area. I streongly support the idea, but ny plea to the conniitee would
be that this isn't the place to do it. It's part of a science or research
policy. That's where we zhould be looXing at that Xkind of financial
assistance.

MR. MUSGREAVE: Mr. Chairman, I don't want to get too political, and I know M=,
Clark is trving to zero in on the science policy. B2ut let us assume ws come
forward with a grand science policy for the province of Alberta, and it
envisages a lot of ressarch and zcisntific endesavor of one kind or another,
the very first thing that's going to cccur to vou izt where do we get the
people?

Wle on the Research Council right now are considering a long-range plan for
future expanzion, and cbviously we need more people. The usual place to get
thenm is the universities.

I don't know whether I mentioned it yesterday, but the number of people in
the province of Alberta going to university ccnpares uith the nuaber going to
university in Newfoundland. Perhaps in Newfoundland the reason iz they can't
afford it, and perhaps in Alberta the reason is there are lots of other uways
of making noney besides going to university. lthile I appreciate what Mr.
Clark is saying, I think he's nissing the whole point of the exercise.
There's no point in thinking you're going to do sonething if you don't have
the hands to do the job with.

MR. CHAIRMAN: An unfortunate repetitive element is coming into the discussion
now.

Q

MR. APPLEBY: Mr. Chairman, I'll try not to be repetitive, but I have to agree
with Mr. Clark on this particular issue. I feel that the scholarship fund
we're discussing this nmorning will produce the puople who will be qualified to

go into research prograns.
We do need a great nany pecple for these progran

research in many directionsz: in farming for the fu

reccarch centre. I'm hoping we'll be going i

the Pine Ridge nurzerv, and so on. Wa'll neec

. We are expanding

urs, in the Vegraville

ra resecarch in forestry at
t

people, but I do

pal
0
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o
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believe that financing or funding ihe pecple in the rezearch area zhould b2 a
separate thing frem what we're discuzoing here right now. MWe're discussing
scholarships to get pecple educated., ino qualify then through their
undergraduate @ond peostgraduoate studiew, ond then zet up here, in scone cort of
a «xrezearch preogzam I hope, an atnozpheze that will attract then to return to
Alberta and go into the rezearch prograns we are pronoting. I think that's

the route wz should go.

MR. CHAIZMAN: Mr. Sindlingex, may I ask you to repeat your initial
reconnandation, without amendment. Then I'm going to call for a vote

MR. SINDLIHGER: The one with the three att 5 thereto? All rizht.

lla have three pieces of paper, and I'd like to lead the comalitee throuagh
then by the hand, if I may pleace.

The first one is the official opposzition recommendation to the Albkearzta
Heri*age Savings Truzt Fund connittee. iy conzolidated recomnandation
"That $100 million be allocated from the Heritage Savings Trust Fund to endecu

a 75th Anniversary Scholarzhip Fund”. The nexi wozd iz Yfor®™., I azi vou to
strike that out and put:"a.) for undergraduate ztudeonts of Alberia's
pestzocondary educational institutionsn, zush scholarships to b2 in ihe nawinun
anount of %2,590 per ztudent hased on need and acadanic azhieverent”: and then
I ask the connmittee to put down "b.)" and go to the recommendation zubnitted
by nvself vesterday on the long piece of pap 4., It's

recornnendation 3. I'd azk the conanitt
line and put down: "b.) that ¢1.4 nmillion "

MR. CHAIRMAN: Excusze me, Mr. Sindlinger, that appears as iten 5 in the fir
section of the bound nat=rial.

MR. SIMDLINGER: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I have iten 5, then. It uw
"h.) that ¢1.4 nillion be providzd annual n
students playing for any university or co
.to "

Then I would aszk the committce 1o go down the page in the diszuszion to the
fourth line frﬂm the botton: "to encouraze highly =stilled, young athlofes to
renain in Alberta; to davelcp a high level of recreational cempestaence and
expertise; and, provide o rich recource of zkills and leadership for Alboerzta’s

recreation and leisure industry”

Then "c.)", which would tate us te Mr. Knaak's recoanandation., the firzt one
in this vellow bocklet. Go to the fcourth line. Cross out the first three
lines, and begin: "c.) for provisien of graduate tanding

5
Albarta students for the purpoze of facilitating the attendan a
Universities cof their choice in Alberta, other Provinces i1n Canada oxr any
University in the World in order to pernit Albertans to dr 2
arocund the world."

Mr. Chairrnun. that is a conszolidation 0of the three recomnmendztions.
er, Mr. Sindlinger, if I could azk for a point of
ification. The conselidated recomrmendation you've juzt revie

noecy erence in the first line to $100 rillion T
é¢ollar amount in subzection a or ¢, but you have plucked the $1 1
refersnce fronm vour initial ICuOﬂﬂSHdﬂul n. That seens inconsistent to me.
Could vou conmnment on that?
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MR. SINDLIMGER: You're absolutaly ri . I wanted to

T o t
get to the point where uz agreed on he conce.t and the wcrding, and then we
could plug in the nurberz. I hadn't gotten teo the point vhers I f21t I could
plug any nurbers in here, =zo I just tcok the caziect coursze and put the
nurbers that were in. bBut that night be a natter for digcussion now.

MR. NOTLEY: Mr. Sindlinger, I suggest v

3 2 u <. 1'm in no position
even to begin to judgze whether $1.4 rnillion iz reaszonab
u ! t
1

r
le or not. PFr. Knaak's
ranging somewhat
e with the 190 nillion.

2 v to put figures

propozal suggests $30 nillion., b
higher than that. You knou, I
I would be willing to accept th

into it, we get away from the p ciple.

He're talking about a three-faceted principle. We're saving schelarships
that include undergraduate, pezstgraduate, and athletic or intercollegiate
scholarships. It secens to ne that the more we cay that, the strenger our
reconmendation will be, rather than trying to plug in figurez and arguing overx

whethsr it chould be 1.4, 2.3, 3.6, 100, 120, 136, or 956. You rnow, I really
think uve get into a blxwu alley by doing that.

FR. CHAIRMAN: If I may, Mr. Hotlev, I would like to suggezt that there is an
Sg

up side of at least one dollar zefersnce. For the raader, at lsaszt, it

indicates the inportancs that we as a connittes attach to the recommendation.

MR. KOTLEY: The $100 nillion.

FR. SINPLINGER: Mr. Chairman, I agree with g¢our point and Mrz. Notlev's

Arother way of getting around this iz that I think it's importan:t that we give
come dinension to the schelarzhip fund. I have to agree that it's really harzd
for us to sit here and say it ought to be $100 nillion or $100 billion.

Perhaps ue right get around that by suggesting the scholarships cover a
certain portion of the student body. Say, the =ch

=

olarzhipz zhould be
available to 10 per cent of this body there, 10 per cent of the athlctes, or
whatever.

MR, CHAIRMAN: Unfortunately, Mr. Sindlinger, I detect three or four heoads
noving in the horizontal plane.

MR. EORSTAD: I think the sinpler we can have the recommendation -- I agree

with the $100 million. Keep the rest zimple and the three main objects we're
trying to acceomplich, and I think we're better off.

MR. CHAIRMAN: May I ask for comnittee agreement then on Mr. Sindlinger's
reading of his recommendation, with the one change, the deletion of the $1.6
nillion reference in subsection b. Any disagrecement? Well, ve'll shou it in
the ninutes then.

MR, APPLEBY: The $2,500 was included there, wasn't it?
MR, CHAIRMAN: Mr. Appleby haz raized the apprepriate question, that wa do have
a ceccnd dollar reference, thn $2,500 rper gtude.t.

MR. R. CLARK: Quite prepared to leave that out. The €100 million, and wa'd go
from therzre.



MR. CHAIRMAN: lle then have agreement, with the exception of Mr. lMuzgreave? Do

you want to speak to your execoption, Mr. Musareave?

MR. MUSGREAVE: Yez, I wsuld live to zay that, unfortunately, I have been
unable to persuade any ¢f nv collzcaguez of ny po:;tlon. ch:cttabl/. I think
you have mizsed the whole point I was trying to make. That waz my fault forx
not being better able to connunicate with you. I see these reconmendaticonz at
this point, without the suzgestion of further ﬁﬁﬂcys to encourage people to do
a variety of things to come back here, I think you'xre doing nothing more than

expanding programs that are already in place in our province.

MR. CHAIRMAN: LUlith Mr. lMusgreave's comment, then. . . Mr. Appleby, did vou
want to nake another cecmnent?

MR. APPLEBY: Just briefly, Mr. Chairman, I want assure Mr. lMusgreave that I
don't think I've mizsed his point, and I don't think the other connittee
nenbers have. Fhat we're trying to get across is the idea that thisz sheuld be
a separate issue, sonething that could be considered., if we wish, in a
different light, in a different manner. Certainly ws cculd provids
encouragement for this tyve of thing in sone other manner, but I don't think
it fits into thiz progrean.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you. Let us then turn. if we nay, gentlenen, to the
Sorry. Mr. Sindlinger.

MR, SINDLINGER: lould you like me to draft that and have it typed up for
rediztribution?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes, that would be very helpful. 1I'd appreciate that. Thank
you.

Then, with Mr. Musgreave's exception we appear to have comnittee agresment
on that recoamendation. If vyou'd then turn, gesntlenen, to the Parks
Recreation, and Culture s=ction, the sszcond section of the bound
reconnendations, you'll find six recormendations. Two or thres are zinilar:
all six are brief. Could I suggest that, because of their brevity, ue take
this oppoxtunity to read all six.

MR. MUSGREAVE: I hate to be a thorn in your zide again, but I don't happen to
agree that all these are the cane. ‘

MR. CHAIRMAN: I didn't indicate they wexe. I said two or three might be
sinilar.

MR. MUSGREAVE: I'm sorry. Okay.

‘R. CHAIRMAM: Before I invite diszcussien, I'd like just to offer by way of
explanation: item six, cf course, 1is perhaps the least sinilar. It's in there
because I really had no other category for it. As well, 1t did have a
cultural implication in itc reference to connemoration of the 75th
anniversary. If anvone uants to challenge this categorization, I of course
can underztand that.

On the aszumption that wa've now read thoze, I trust you'lve noticed that at
the top richt hand I've uritten the suznane of the subaitter. T would ask Mr.
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Musgreave and PMr. Borztad to spe:

ak to their zinilar receonnendaticns reolated %o
the use of heritage funding for urban »narks.
MR. BORSTAD: My recommendation goez along the lines of the precent asziztance
allouwed in the last two years to the twuo major mitiez of Ednonton zand Calgary,
in the Fizh Creek and the park in Edmeonton. It would help snaller cities to
create a park in their citiez., along the sane line the

%, realizing the zize of
city. I think it would probably have to be bazed on a per capita grant of
some zort.

MR. MUSGREAVE: My thoughts were the zsame as Mr. Borztad's. I don't want to
get into the per capita grant. I think it would be difficult to do that
because in sone areas there nav be a significant amount of land that had to be
purchazed, and the per capita grant nay resirict that. I'm not szurze, hut I
think in the case of Calgary the funding was not done in that mannex. I think
it should be applicable to every city in the province, excepting, of course,
Ednonton and Calgary. That was the intent of ny notion.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Any diccuszion of Mr. Eerstad's and Mr. Musgreave's
reconmnendations?

MR. NOTLEY: Mr. Chairman, to both menberz. Mr. Borsztad's

capita grant would make it a little casier to apply the concept on a sonewhat
larger basis. I think it's fair for the znaller cities to zay, Edmonton and
Calgary have these urban parkzs, why zhouldn't Grande Praizie, Red Decer, and
Medicine iiat have then?

By the sane toten, though, if we're going to be putting substantial anounts
of noney into this kind of venture -- there's no question that an urban park
is uzeful, not only for the people uho live in that city but feor the people
around -- should we not also ba lceking down the road, on a phased basis, at
some kind of program for parks in our znaller comnunities too. because they
also are centres. Just to give youw an exanple, the town we live in is 89

-
miles away from Grande Pralrie. UWalnwright iz 70 or 39 nilez away fron
Canroze. So it seens to ne that the concept iz a geood cne. A per capita

grant arrangenent would allow other conmnunities also to look at tha role of
parks in their boundaries.
If we just get into the concept of engineecring these pa

rks, 1 could cee
where we'd just have to go a step at a time, and the Lest we could do would be
to start with the cities, and perhaps work down. But in the capital works
ection of the Heritage Savings Truzt Fund we are talking here about
everybody's noney, and I would ask both gentlenen whether they could see the
principle being applied to the snaller centres. Lot rme put that to then.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Borstad, wculd vou care to rezpond?

MR. BORSTAD: Yez, I could cee that beoing added doun the i
vou know Culgary and Edmenton have boen 901ng for a few ve
reconnendation is ceoning for the other, zaaller centres in
other cities. and probably in a few vears, I could sece it

snaller runicipaliticsz. But that's why I naenticoned it shou
establizhed on a grant systen of zone sort. I realize
comnent, that that might dilute it sone, but
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. CHAIRMAN:® Mr. Musgreave. did you wich to respond to Mz. Notley?
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MR. MUSGREAVE: I agree with what Mr. Borztad zaid.
"2, CHAIRNAN: Any otherxr discusszion?

MR. STEWART: Mrx. Chairman, I agree in principle with the philozophy
we're trying to accomplizh here, but I have great difficulty 1 2
order that we should decide for allocating the noney. I think w
that Capital City Park, Fish Creek Park in Calgary, and Kananas
were great concepts and worthy places to invest our nmoney 2vt we have to
recognize that the parks zvzien in Alberta serves a lot of urban people in
rural areas. If we're going to continue to put cur priorities on funding of
parks by the graduated sizes of the cities of our province and not recognize
at the samz time that a leot of our paczk zysten throughout the province in the
rccreation areas is falling bzhind in dollars spent and the uze by pecple from
both the urban centres and the rural areas, I think we'rs mniszing the point of
ny idea that we'd better progrezsz with a parks progran that's all
enconpassing.

Frea ny peoint of view, the pe
accepted that we have & be £
the park in Calgary. e accept that. But the has to bz a point in tine
when our city brothers and szisters come out focr recreation. And we find that
since 1957 thers hasn't been a dollar spent on some particular racrcatien
area, that we'd better look at the totzl paris prograrm when we start thinking
of a heritage investment. I do not belisve we can say, well ncw Ednonton and
Calgary have uxban parks., it's Red Deer's, Grande Prairie's,

turn. I would be unccomnfortable supperting this without rec =i
+atal parks progran, in sone forn, had better be recognized af th

ple cutside the metropolitan areas have
(o] (o]

e}
ul park in Edmonton ~- I'n net as fariliar with
r

Lethbridge’'s
ng that the
e

i
u?
Do
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MR. CHAIRMAN: Could you indicate vhat form that would take?

MR. STEWART: I would heszitate to support an ur
sare reconnendation enphasizing that the total parks prograr
and recognize as well as being specific ab

hout in the
chould be funded
out cne or tuwo park
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MR. NOTLEY: Mr. Chaixnan, I think Ir. Borztad's cxiginal cornent would make
this poszzible. If we had son2 kind of per capita arrangeren®, it wnuld seen
to ne feasible to move into developnment of parks con a decentralized bazis in
the smaller connunities too. That's one way of doing it.

But I think Mr. Stewart has made the point that if we're going to be
investing Heritage Savings Trust Fund noney in a project like this, then it
has to be looked at not just in izolation in terns of the other cities, but
what we can do in terns cf the entire parksz systen for the province

iR. APPLEBY: PMr. Chairman, I agre= with the rernarlks nade by Mr. Stewart that
ve should be looking at the total parkz policy and the total park: conce
but I have sconme difficulty thinking this could be tied into some sort of
fernula on a per capita basis. If it was, the population of cur lecul
nunicipalities is not that great.
I have in mind the provincial garks in ny area, whers about 9 or 10 o'cleck
every fFriday night in the height of the sunmer, vou see signs up that ih

provincisl park at Long Lake is closed or full and the provincial park a

Cross Lake is closed or full, and the other parks are the same way. Yet the
local population, on a per capita basis, would be expected to davelcop these
facilitiss on the bazis of vhat type of funding they got on that. I don't



really think it would work out in that fype of formula, to give the kind of
recreational facility we need. I think that funding has 1o be lcoked at on a
provincial basiz, on a uze bazis zas far az thoze pa:k: are concerned. I don't
think the per capita uould work at all.
MR. STEWART: I think Mz, Appleby has hit exactly on the point. Le racognize
parks are for all people. When we conz into ihe crty and got the cpportunity
to enjov our Capital City park, we recognize that the bulk of the pzople
utilizing 1t are citizenz of the city <f Ednontzn, with the e ption of
vigitors who are here on a short-tern basis. Zut when we look at our parks
and the natural park

1
svsten, ws recoani*e that the nobility of peopl
facilities ws have draw people fron the urban t
llhen vyou :tart talking about a per capit
proportion. I think the point waz originally T
no quarrel with the philozophy of having urban pa
part and parcel of our reconrmnendation zhould be
of a lot of the recreational areas w2 have in the
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the province
hen io come and uze them., and
if vou start talking about per capita funding, it gets all cut of proportion.

that are used by cur city cousins. e expect

MR. R. SPEAKER: Mr. Chairnan, I agree with uhat HMr. Stewart and HMr. Appleby
have said. I belicve

discussad in the earlisr recomnendation. T 5 wondering i

financial support should be provided thrOJgh t e Haritage Savings Trust Fund
te parks operated by nunicipal bodies. I Undcr tand that the uc“onton park
will be operated by the city of Ednmonton, the Calgary park by the city of
Calgary. Acrosz the province, I know in the rural areas -- 1 can think of
threze in ny oun con*tituency vhere snall nunicipal parkz are being initiated
at the prezent time that do require funds, and that sesrve not oaly loczal
people but people fron Calgary and the urban centres. Possibly that is a
categorizaticen. I'm just taking 1t off the top of my head thatnaybe a per
capita feornula could allozate the funds ascordingly to these nunlcipally
operated parks.
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MR . MUSGREAVE: Mr. Chairnan, I wholly support what Mr. Stewart said. The only
t

difficulty I have with per capita funding i35 that we've had a lot of criticisrs

from the Alberta municipalities association on per capita grants and this kind

e i g

of funding. But I don't know how w2 get around that difficulty. I just felt

that the suggestion was that there was an expanzion into the parks progran.

Perhaps we are zZeroing in on just part cf it, and uve chould be taking a nore

general approach, because, going back to our dizcusszien on the other subject,

we were thrashing around with the sane cort of thing. Perhaps we chould try

to put the motion nore in the direction of Mr. Stewart's thoughts.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Since the opening remarks of Maszsrs. Musgreave and Borstad on
their reconmnendationsz, we've had I guess three new points raised; one, the
incluzion of other connunities or nunicipalities that are not "ecities”: two,

22r capita
one; and

11

that the funding arrangenantz, uhatever they are, be done on 2
basiz -- and I haven't by any neanzs detected a consze

third, Mr. Speaker'c connent that pezhaps the vehicle would be an allecation
of funds from the heritage fund to the nunicipzal operating units for the
operaticen of their nunicipal parks. Could I ask for comnittee consensus, if
we have it, on the initial concept of the inclusion of non-city
nunicipaliti:

i

nsus coin tha
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o
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if yvou like, In this reccnanendaticon?
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reconmendation which I think would cover that: instead of saying "funding of
urban parlks®, just put "funding of parks in the znaller centrez in the
province’ rather than in all cities. I think thait uvould cover all the haczes,
and uwe could get on to the discussion of whether it should be on a p2r capita
basis or net.

MR. BRADLEY: I was going to put forward an anendnent to Mr. Musgreave'z

MR. CHAIRMAN: Discussion of that anendnent?

MR. NOTLEY: I think that would be an excellent anendrent. As a natter of
fact, as I understood the original propczal, we were really saying that quite
apart from our provincial parks system we nou have two parks in Edmonion and
Calgary, and we're looking at the idea of urban parks in the cantrecs of the

cities that will be somcwhat comparable to the two par¥s in Ednonton and
Calgary. The suggestion that has been mnade fits that, as far as I'm
concerned. I thirk that in terms of overall pazks planning you can’'t just
ignore what we're doing in all the parks, the provincial parks and the
nuncipally operated parkz out in the country, becauses they all have an inpact.
But as I understood the precposals, we uweres really dealing with the rationale
for the city parks, which was that we have a preblea in the urban azecas of
people having accezs to recreation facilities. If that holds true in Ednonten
and Calgary, it also holds true in a smaller centre where a senior citizen nay

just like to go through a park in the niddle of tcuwn. It's not going to be
anything like Fish Creek park. It's just an attractive town centre. It seens
to ne that the suggested amendment would allocw us to fit that conce into the

propesal. lbhether we link that to a tctal parks policy for the entire
province is another question.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I agree it's another question. Any connent on the suggested
anendnent of Mr. Bradley?

MR. STEWART: Mr. Chairman. I'm preparsd to zupport that anzndnent. The onlv
thing -- I didn't hear it in the amendnment, and I hope the concept vas that ue
do not tie this policy to per capita funding. Because geographic diffcrences
will sonetines create an opportunity for a snmall ceonnunity of say 5,020 to
8,000 people to develop a park that would have a lot of cutside uze by the
nature of its location. But if we start putting a per capita figure on its

ost we may be putting a city like Drunheller at a particular disacdvantage
because they've got the opportunity to develop conmething much greater than
their per capita dollars would allow.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I appreciate what you're saying, of course. I don't beslieve Mr.
Bradley's anendment made any referen to the per capita funding arrangenent.
I'd like to confine discussion to the amendnent. if I could, and then nove on.

AR. APPLE2Y: Mr. Chairman. looking at Mr. Bradley's amendnent, it refers to
funding cf parks in snaller centres. I think this gives uz a sort ¢f gray
area. I would be norxe inclined to go along with Mr. Speaker's reccennendatien
that we zay the funding of parks in nunicipal juricdictions within the
province. It would be rore specific.

IMR. BORSTAD: Mr. Chairman., I had one along the zsame lines, so I nmight as well
throw it in too! that the program of assistance to nmunicipalities be
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establizhed to provide parks in thess areas sinilar to those being carried out
in the two major centres.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Do I have agreenent on that?

HCN. MEMBERS: Agreed.
MR. CHAIRMAM: I think we have it. Mr. Bradley has withdrzawun his anendnent,
and it appears we have conzenzus on Mr. Borstad's revisicn of the anendnent.
Could we now have dizcusszion, if it's varranied, on the concept of per capita
funding. It seens to me that we've had a difference of view there. It was an
afterthought? I see. Do w: have uny proponent for per capita . . . 7 I
think we're there, then. tr. Borstad, could I ask vou %o draft the revised
reconnendation, and then wa'll circulate it to the nenbers of this coanittee
wnen we meet next Tueczday and get the ratification.

Passing on, then, to reconnendation 3, Mr. Bradley's. recreaticnal lake
developnent project. It has no similar reconaesndation, co discuszsion will be
confined to this cne. MMr. Bradley, did you wizh to speakx to it?

MR. BRADLEY: Yes, thank vyou, Mr. Chairman. In the particular area of the
province with which I'n fawilinr. scuthern and coutheastexn Alberta, due to
the climatic conditions we n't have the bountiful nurber of lakes that
pzople in the northern part of the province have, unfcriunately. Most of the
water-based recreational oppotunities use have there are con snall nan-nade
reservoirs or lakes, or sloughs where a dan hasz been built at one end to
increase the level of water. This has been cur cxperience, and I'n sure the
Monmber for Little Bow will agree with me -~ either we've had these lakes built
because of irrigation projects, or a fish and ganme association has gone out
and built one of theze small lakes. 1 can think of the areas we have now:
Crain Luakes, Deaver Mines Lake, Alliso>n Lake, Keho Lake, and Park Lake have
all been cnall man-nade lakes. In Calgary you look at Chestermere lake:
again, that's an irrigation lake.

Quite frankly, people are attracted to water in terns of looking for
recreational experience. le have a real lack of lake ozportunities in the
southeastern part of the province arnd in the castern sloses. This iz why I
bring forward this recennsndation. I don’t think the province would, in its
nornal budgetary process, engage in the developmnent of snall man-nade
recreational reserveirs. UWe have a number of rultiple purpose reservoixrs, the
irrigation ones, but if for nesed of uater they have to be drawn doun vou lose
vour recreational cppeoriunity part of those lakes. That's uwhy I suggest wa
should engage in the proicct, look throughout the province in those aresas that
are deficient in that water-bazed recreation experience, and lcok at
constructing sone of thesa snall man-nmade reservoirs. I'm not talling about
large bodies of water; they can bs under a square nile, a half-ssction type of
developnent. But I think it would be inportant to precent and future
generations of Albertans that we nake this tvpe of invaztnent.

IMR. CHAIRMAM: Discussion of Mr. Bradley's reconnendation and comnents?

MR. SINDLINGER: Mr. Chairman and Mr. Bradley, could ycu give us sone
indication of what it weuld cest to build a nan-aade lake of 1 cquare nile?

M2. BRADLEY: Each one would of course depend on the cite you're looking at and
the type of problens vou have, the tvpe of terrain you're looking at, the
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height of a dam you'd have to build. It would vary. You're probnbl" lonking
at around $1 million pzor project. I would zuggest in that order: .5 nillion
to $¢1 nillion a project, at the minimun. I den't know how nany prejects --
you'd have to do an analy=ziz in terms of the province, where you coculd do
this, in which arecas it would be desirable. It would be zinilar to the
gracing reserves progran. You'd have to have people in Environment or
Recreaticon and Parks loox at this. I would zsuggeszt you're leooking at five to
10 as an initial progran.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Do we have agreement? Do we have any disagreensnt with the
specific phraseclogy or wording of the recormendation?

HON. MEMBERS: Agreed.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I wonder if I could take this opportunity to read you Mr.
Borstad's suggested redraft of the urban park recommendation: YThat a progran
of assistance to nunicipalitiez be esztablizhed 1o provide parkz in these areas
sinilar to thosze being carriad out in the two rmajor centres of Albexia”
Agreenent?

HON. MEMBERS: Agreed.
MR. CHAIRMAN: lle turn then to item 4.

MR. MUSGREAVE: Mr. Chairman, going back on that, I wonder if we should say,
"provide provincial parks".

MR. NOTLEY: We're talking about nmunicipally owned parks.

MR. MUSGREAVI: Well, Fich Cree)k park is not nunicipally owned. Sorry.
MR. ROTLEY: But it's operated by the city of Calgaxry, izn't it?

FMR. MUSGREAVE: It's a joint deal.

MR. CHAIRMAN: llould the conmnmittee like to pursue this discussion; that is, the
question raised by Mr. Notley and by lMz. Musgreave of the question of
ownership and operation of an urban park?

MR. APPLEEY: lould you read the reconmendation again, please?

MR. CHAIRMAN: "That a program of asszistance to nunicipalities be established
to provide parks in %hese areas sinilar to those being carxied out in the two
rnajor centres of Alberta".

2. APPLEBY: In that, then. we are not going into the queztion of control orx
respeonsibility, and I think we should leave it that wav.

2. CHAIRMAN: Ckaw. Je'll tuzn then to iten & in thiz zecti
Bradlev's reconzmeondation of a hictorical resources conscrvati

stabilizaticen progran. Mr. Bradley, would veou care to co
reconnendation?
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MR. BRADLEY: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I feel quits st

rongly in this area
that, in terms of the developrent of the province and the condition of a
nunber of our histerical rezources, uwe are in nzed of an imnediate progran or
project to attenpt to stabilize cr conserve sone 6f these hiztorizal rezources
which nay be in jeopaxdy. I think the appropriation fron the Heritage Savings
Trust Fund vould be most appropriate in this particular caze, in the sensze of
a catch-up or a stabilization of theze resources. If we don't take cone
innediate action, we're going to loze some of these buildings or reczources,
and quite regrettably, down the road 25 or 50 years fron now, when ue looXk

r
back at the early development of thi=z province, itz early history, we're not
going to have those eramples to show cur children or future generations.

The Departnent of Culture prebably nhas a list of critical provincial
hisztoric resources which need inmediate attention. If one wanted to discuss
dollar terns, I think $5 million to $10 rillien would be an initial progranm
which would go a long way to stabilizing or conserving sone of these
provincial historic resources which nay dizappear quite soon i
sone action.

2. CHAIRMAN: I wondexr 1f I could askx, Mr. Bradley: do you envisage thiz as a
ew program or as an extension and elaboration of the ewxisting progran within
e Department of Culture?

MR. BRADLEY: I look at it in texrms of -- we have a progran managing our
forests wvhich iz a sort of catch-up program. This wonuld be that type of
thing: a catch~up, a sztabilization, and then after you've been able to
stabilize these resources, get them to the point where they're no longer in
jeopardy, then this program would naturally end and beccns a nornal progran.

The restoration or reconstructicn part of it would then bescone a project of
Culture.

MR. PR. SPEAXER: Could Mr. Bradley give some examples. It's not clear to re
what he means by these resources. UWhat are sone exanmples acrozs the province?

IMR. BRADLEY: Wkell, let's see. There's the Stephansson house in th

use e
Markerville area, which is really in a state of diszrepair and needs so
reconstruction. I can think of Leitch Cellieries in the Crowsnest Pass, whexe
one of the walls of one of the buildings has recently fallen doun. If

action had been taken to shore that up, to perhaps get in and put some nor
in there and stabilize it, we would have that for a longer time wi t
deteriorating to that point. There's the factor's house at Feort Tu
The Delta Potteries in Medicine Hat is another one.  The Grandin house a
Father Lacombe's chuxrch in St. Albert are some examples I could give.
MR. APPLEBY: Mr. Chairman, I would be very pleased to give ny full suppert to
is type of resclution. The type of funding for these historical restoration
ograns has in the pazt been on a vexy ad hoc pleceneal basiz. I have a
ignificant exanple in ry constituency, the Athabasca Landing trail. They
have a foundation zet up for thisz, and over ihe past several years thewv have
been endeavoring to find sourcezs of funding to help then restore the trail and
preserve the varicus artefacts along it that chould be necezsary.

been sone medest funding through Culture, Tourisa, the forner Do

Recreation, Parks, and Nildlife, but there has been nothing that is net up and
any source that a fcundation such as this could go to to get a:

this type of progran. I think it's very necessary It coul

th
pr

There has
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Department of Culture. but it has to be a specific develzoment within that
departnent, so that they could have this funding available for thez2 purpose

MR. BRADLEY: If I might add just one further point, we talled about econonic
diversification in this province. I think one thrust cculd be in the area of
historical resourcez. If we don't have them there doun the road, in terns of
generating tourist traffic, things for people to cee in Albexta, we'wve nissed
the boat. If we tale sone steps now, then in terns of eccnonic
diversification strategy later on, we've got these rezources uvhich can then be
developed further. But we have to stabilize and conserve them now that
they're there, if we have those coptions down the road.

MR. NOTLEY: I think there's no questicn about that. The preservation now is
going to be an investment in the future. The only thing I wonder, NMr.
Chairman, and perhaps Mr. Bradley could answer thiz guestion: vhere do thing
now stand -- I zhould have asked this when the ninister was here -- in texzns
of our parks policy az far ac historical parks are concerned? I
one of the categories is the historical provincial park. It stri
frankly, that this is an area wherxe we are so far behind whers we should be,
because I think the sense of history can be a real sellins aspect in having a
good provincial park, and there are a nunber of areas where you can conbine
ithe recreational facilities and historvy.

You mentioned the Dunvegan factor's house. That's one obvicus exanp
there are others as well that could bhe cited. I recall wvhen I finishe
university I went down the Coal Branch, and at that tine I thinx it wasz
Mercoal was still standing. Of course, in our typical approach the vhole
+hing was just levelled. But there was a nining town where pecple had lived
for 40 years. In the United States they'd turn that into a gold nine, and
you'd have pcople going to see it, or as they did in Britiszh Columbia uith
Barkerville or as they're doing in Dauwson City in the Yulen. In ny oun nind
I'm not in a pocgition to know what the policy is. Are you in & position, IMr.
Bradley, to advise us just where things stand on that historical cemvonent of
our parks policy in the province?

o
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MR. ERADLEY: I believe there is the category of a histerical park, as one of
the five categories of parks tnc province has, the interpretive sort of parkx.
I think there's enough scope there that that would be part of the thrust of
the provincial parks. But I couldn't say exactly that that is there.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Any other discussion? Are you ready for the question? Do we
have agreement on Mr. Bradley's recoanendation az subnitited to the comnittee?

HCM. MIMBERS: Agreed.

MR. CHAIRMAH: Carried.

Reconnendation number 5 within the section, submitted by Mr. Sindlinqﬁr=
"That an Alberta Council for the Arts and Humanities, sinilar to the Canada
Council, be establishzsd to fozter the cultural endeavours of Albertans”. ﬁr.
Sindlinger, do you wizh to zpeak to your reconmendation?

MR. SINDLINGER: Mr. Chairman, for the infernation of the connittee I'd like to
outline a few things about the Canada Council, 30 w2 all have a general idea
of what thiz recomnmendation deals with.
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The Canada Council was created by an Act of Parliament in 1957. Its
cbjective iz to fozter and pronote the study and enjoyment of, and the
preduction ¢f, works in the arts, hunanitiez, and cocial zciences. It
receives funding from three sources:® one, from a Parliarentary grunt; tuo,
from an endouasnt fund established by Parlianent; and three, from private
funds willed or donated for uze in accordance with the vizhes of the donors
Over *the vears the Canada Council haz expendsd funds to
organizations. Funds have goene to nuzic and opera, thea
arts and pheotography, art banks, writing, publication an
and vidazo endeaverz, and for tourisn.

I would esnvizion sonething sinilar for Alberta. Ve do have saveral
organizations in the governnent wvhich deal with certain arzas, but to ny
knowledge there's nothing that deals uwith theze things on a co-ordinated
basis. Furthermore, 1 think these are the tyvpez of areas that require
creativity, iragination, and initiative. In ny experience, these are not
qualities that have besn inbued in our civil service. Therefozxe I think an
agency such a3 an Alberta council for the arts and hunanities would serve the
social wslfare of the peconle of Alberta.

individualz and
tre, dance, vicual
d translations, film

MR. MUSGREAVE: I wonder if thiz isn't an endeavor that's already under way by
the province through the Departnant of Culture. Az MLAs I'm sure ue all get
copies of letters vhere various grants are going to dance groupz, individual
artists, thinzs of this nature.

IMR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Sindlinger, do you wizh to speak to Myr. Muszgreave's
reservation?

MR. SINDLINGER: There's no question that the [epartment of Culture is
providing grants to various individuals and groups. But again, I don't
belicve it's on a co-ordinated basis. I think all these things ought to be
brought together undar an outszide independent agency rather than a goveranent
agency, because I don't believe the provincial civil sexvice has the
initiative or the nandate to go out and develeco and pronote things in the arts
and hunanities the way an outside independeni group could. MR. CHAIRMAN: And
obviously you would see that funded from the heritage fund as opposed to
general revenues.

MR. SINDLIKGER: Yes.

MR. MUSGREAVE: I guess we've cone to a fundamenital difference again. and that
iz that this government hasz abolished zeverzl conrnissiens =— I can think of
the universities ccmmission for one, and the h=alth connissien for another —-
which ware devices where large zums of taw dollars were given to independent
agencics to do specific things. I think thiz would be in a similar category.
I promoted an arts council in the city of Calgary sene years ago, when uwe were
giving zomething like $20,000 a yvear to the arts. Ilhen I left it was cver
$100,000. I don't quarrel with the concept, but I think the arzts conmnunity is
very adept at generating ways and means and idz2a3 of how they should receive
nore noney. 1 don't think they're depending cn civil sexzvants to take the
lead.

So I would have recervations cbout going this route, not because of the
support for the arts but becauze of ~h1~ fundzam2ntal dxf:eranc of, <o we have

commlcsions, boards, and agenciesz that are independent of the peolitical arm,
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or do we have the politicianz, by way of minizters, rezponsible for the
developnent of thesze things?

MR. BRADLEY: Is there not already an Alberta arts council which is an
established body funded through the lottery progran?

MR. CHAIRMAN: The chairman doez not know. Mr. Sindlinger, would you be aware
of such a council?

MR. SINDLINGER: To my best knowledge thers isn't a council, noxr is there one
sinilar to the Canada Council, which I've just outlined.

MR. BORSTAD: Mr. Chairman, there is an arts council. I'm not sure exactly houw
they're funded, but I think they get their noney from the province. My uife
belongs to the artz council, so I know there is such a thing. I'm not sure it
operates exactly the same asz the Canada Council, but there is an arts council
for the province.

MR. SINDLINGER: I'll be nore cpecific then. There izn't an arts council in
Alberta that has the breadth and scope of the Canada Council, nor the co-
ordinating ability. Things in Alberta are done on an a4 noc basis, to mny best
knowledge.

MR. APPLEBY: Mr. Chairman, I certainly believe in the concept of support for
the arts. When we get into the areas of funding and decision-making regarding
that funding, I think we're going to get into the question of human b=ings
raking decicions. I don't think it will make that nuch difference if they're
going to be nmade by civil servants or bv what right be called an independent
councll for the arts. Certainly I knou scome of the decizions made by the
Canada Council in this rezpect have been things you ccould wonder about. I
don't know if we need to go this route at present or that it uvould be an
irmprovenment over the system that's being followed.

MR. R. SPEAXKER: Two questions. One., would there be the necezsity of
legislation to bring this council into being? Two, are yeou thinking in terns
of support for the operations of such a council, or in terms of capital grants
to the council which in turn would alle:ate then to various groups -- not
really capital, but grants made available to various croups for perfornances .
. . There's two, cperation of the council and operation of cother kinds of art
groups or cultural groups. I'm not clear.

MR. SINDLINGER: First of all, in regard to the necessity of legislation, the
answer to that question is yes. Sa2cond. in regard to the manner in which
zupport would be given to the proposed council, 1 think there would be two
ypext one in the form of an endownment to zustain its cperaticns on a
ontinuous long-tern bacsis; and two, operational grants of a short-ternmn nature
or ad Loc occasions or as necessity dictates. I night add that the Canada

o co~cxdinates this type of thing. net only for 211 of Canada but

h Canuda's overseas efforts throush the United Nations az well.

MR. HITLEY: Kh=at are we leooking at in terns of this operaticn? Uould there be
an endoument? €f how nuch? Are we looking at annual alloc nz fronm the
fund to this Albsrta council? For exanple, what is the budget of the Canada
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Council for the country? Do we have any figurez con that, z3 we huve zZone 1dea
of what we're conmparing it to?

MR. SINDLINGER: Firzt of all, the Cznada Council iz . . . I've got =szne
figures in front cof nme, and they run inteo the hundreds of nillionz. I'd have
to take a few ninutez to add them up. Zut it was initiated by an endounent
fromn the federal governmzoni, the ragnitude of which I don't knos. An flberta
coun=il would have to have an initial zndownent from the Alberta heritags
truszt fund asz w2ll. Me2'rze in the sone zituation we were in earlicr when
talking about educational scholarzhips, in terns of ascribing nunbers to then.
I can't put a nunber to it thiz tine, any nore than Mr. Bradley could put a

unber to the d2velopnent of recreational lakes in the province.

MR. STELART: I've only got cne obzsrvation to rake. It appearz that on a

naticnal basis have a Canada Council. The Departine £

province has fostered and zsupported rany groups that have b
I

san quite
successful. ail to s2e the pressure from the connunity f

oz an Alberta
council of this naturz. WKhen vou start to talk about co-ordinat:ion, I think
j n

it's the initiative of the individual pecple and grcups that nake the zuccess
of a lot of thezse programs. If cur Depariment of Culture has been zucceszzful
in supporting these groupz that have con their cuen initiative brouasht forth

individualiztic prograns relative to their own culifure and ne=edsz, I £fail to
see wherc we need an overriding body that's going to start dictating and
taking away some of the initiative that we've alreadv geonerated in this
province. 0n that recazoning, I would have to have nore convincing a
for the pregram than I've hecard today.

112, SINDLINGER: With all due respect to the D2partrment of Culturs, I don't
believe the deparinent haz the inherent ability to pronote and fozter the arts
in this province. It'c true that it pronmoted thenm in a sense., but that

pronction has been in the form of writing cheques. They're good at uwriting
cheques and going over propozalz and things of that nature, but they do not
have the creative ability, imagination, and initiative required cf the arisz.
The arts 15 a very cpecific cultural area.

MR. NHOTLEY: With great respect, Mr. Sindling doesn't place quite enough
credit vhere it is due ac far as the Despartment of Culture is concerned. I've
had my quarrels with the departn

ent, as people kncw, but thexe are a number of
very us2ful programs. The conment is nade that the department
writing cheques. That's true. But one of the things the dapa
to nmake it roszsible for performing aztists to travel around t
we didn't have the funding nade available fzon tha Pep1r;?e
wouldn't be pozsible to have drana, many of the arts now av
snaller centres in Alberta. In the last few vears us've nade son= real
progress with concert societies and what have you being estab
the province. It's not posszible for ssnebody to set up a concer t s
High Level and then pay all the costs of bringing in a syaphony orc
becauss of cur Department of Culture progran it has been peossible t
nuch greater access to the arts anona the prople of Albertz. S
department has done a little better jeob than the suzgestion has boen nade.
Ilthere I uwould zee some merit in Mr. Sindlinger's suggestion is tha
3.
t

n2nt does is
ce. If
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get a

things presently stand it is still an arrangensnt cvhere governmant is daciding
what will bs done. Az I gather, the Alberta council for the ar*s and
hunanities uvould try to bring in more reprezentation from people directly
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concerned in the arts th The

be some merit in that. t's possible that it could even be dovaetailed uith
what we're doing now. The thing that concerns e a bit, before making a
resolution, iz that I'd like to ¥now exactly what ue are doing now. M

.
P

iemselvesz. in the decision-maling proces:z.
T !
1

~

Borzstad savs there is an Alberta arts council; uve're not exactly sure vhat its
role isz. We have a situation where we have uhat 1 think iz the gern of n good
idea, but the question is how it can be dovetailed with what 15 alzzady being

done.

MR. SIKDLINGER: Mr. Chairman, could I volunteer to do seone more research on
this, and bring back the information M:. Hotlev haz requested in regard to
agencies already in place providing cinilar services?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Do we have agreement there?
HON. MEM3ERS: Agreed.
MR. CHAIRMAN: We've now besn neesting for 90 ninutes, and we have ancthex S0
ninutes. Is it the conmittee's wich to go straight through, or would thevw
like & break of five cor 10 minutez? Okay, let's break for sav 10 minutes and
receonvene at 10:45

Gantlemen, we do have a quorun, so I'd like to proceed. DPMr. Sindlingex hasz
indicated that in the intexim he's been able to do sone prelininary xe c
that he feels may be adequate for us to conplete cur deliberations cn
parks, recreation, and culture reconmendation number 5.

MR. SINDLINGER: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Puring the coffee break I went
¢ounstaics and got an organization chart of the government of Alberia. For
the inforrnation of renbers, there are quite a few activitiesz underitaken by the
department. I'd like to list a couple of them. One is the Albertz Foundntion
for the Pexforning Arts; another is the Alberta Arxrt Foundation; the Albaxta
Cultural Heritage Council; Historic Sites Boxrd: Alberita Cultuxal Heritnze
Foundation; Alberta Historical Rezourcez Feoundation: et cetera Thew are all
along those lines: councilz, foundations, boards, et cetera The oniv quastion
I have in regard to the reconmendation and ftou the present Ft—uc*ur: of the
deparinent is the question of the opportunity that participants in *the arts

and hunanities have for input to the deciszien-raking precess. That's one

area, an inportant arca, that could bhe bridged by an Albexta arts council. It
could provide the opportunity for input to the government progranms.

MR. CHAIRMAM: Any discuscion of PMr. Sindlinger's coffee breakX ressarzch repoxt?

MR. BRADLEY: A question to Mr. Simndlinger with regard to the council for arts

and hunanities. Obviously we're looking in te:ns of an endownent. Does he
have a figure he would be proposing in terms of an endounent to the counzil?

MR. SINDLINGER: No.

DLEY: Becausze I thirk the idea of setting up a ccunci
i1 iz probably an excecllent one. I've done sonme pr
g the break ton. I thought there was an Albkexts s
the Alberta Art Foundation, which deals with only cone segn
Sindlinger 15 talking about.

3
4]
e
rt
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The question of an endowment interzszis
nuch you'd put into it at this time. I t cou P
council for axrts and hunanities cutzide the trust fund, and co
endounent at a future date once the ceounc rat h
paraneterxs set.

M. SIMDLIHNGER: That'z the se e the qguestion has come up, and I'd like
to elabeorate a little. Rather uzt saving no, I have no iden of uwhat
amount of money should be put i waent, I would zuggest the first
thing that would have to b2 done would be to t

d

in the arts and hunanities at thiz tine, an

ve a survey of what'z going en
identify and define their needs
and requirerments for the years to come2, and then frem that point determine the
nagnitude of the endouwnent.

MR. NOTLEY: Mr. Chairman, I think it uould b= a nis

stake for us at this point
to trxry to put any figure, even though I asked Mr. Sindlinger if he had that
informatien. It strikes ne that his answer is a very geood one -- that uwe
should in fact get cone indication ¢f the n2ed. But that doscn't stop us fronm
considering the principle. lhether that endovnent iz $10 nillion, $2 nillion,

$20 nillion, or none at all, the propesal is that we establizh an Alberta

council for the arts and hunmanities

The other principle that strikes me as importa

Department of Culture does a lot of gecod wor e in the decision-naking

procezs of people in the arts and hunanities -- sonewhat sinilar to the Canada
£

t© 1z that while the
role

Council =-- would be conducive to a bztter feeling on the part of theze people
rather than houever well laid out the plans cf the departnent nay be. It
seens to ne the two could dovstail together: the department work on one hand

and the Alberta council on the other.

So I would be generally in favor ¢f zecomnendation number 5, but I wouldn't
want us to try to put a figure on it ncw, becauze quite frankly we'd be
stabbing in the dark, and I den't think that unuld be a razponsible thing
do at thiz stage. But the principle of a council which wculd not coperate
conpetition with but cormplenent the work of the departmnent, where thexe is a
nore direct voice for the people in thez arts and hunzanitisz -- I think that!
an excellent principle

(o]
n

ks

M. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Singlinger, I wondzsr if for ths benefit of Mr. Clark and Mr
Appleby vou could sunnarize vour ccffee break razear
think we'll be ready to call for the quastion.

ch rzport, and then I

MR. SINDLINGER: During coffee bresak I wen
chart for the province of Alberta. I'd j

t downstairs and got an organization
ust like to identify a f£ew of the
foundations, boards, or councilz the Departnent of Culture has. There are
already in exiztence the Alberta Foundatio
Alberta Art Foundation, the Alb=arta Cultur

o

n for the Pexforning Arts, the

al Heritage Council, Historic Sites
Board, Alberta Cultural Heritage Foundation., et cetera. The point I nmade was
that the question reomains what input the partizipants in the artz and
hunmanities have in the decision-naling o hese boards, councils, and

£t
foundationz. I've nade the suggeztien that

an Alberta council sinilar to the
Canada Council could provide that conmnmunicatien between the participants and

these agencies of the Alberta owwern“-nt

2. BORSTAD: 1 agree totally with the principle., but I wouldn't like to s
just creating another body. I would like to s22 a dovetailing of sone of

¢ce usg
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theze aleong the lines of Mr. Sindlinger'z reconnendation to accomplizh the
things he's trying to get at. I don't agree with just creating more bodies to
keep . . . Government szeems to have that tendency to kecp adding morc bodies.
I would be nore along the line to try to sece semething nore dovetailed.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Borstad, would vou like to s=e a rewording of the
reconmendation, or not?

MR. BORSTAD: I agree with the principle, but I'm not sure I agree with just
creating anothexr body.

MR. MOTLEY: Would it complement the work of the Department of Culturs, so in
fact we . . . I think that's the point we all want to make: we don'i want two
bodies competing with one another.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Sindlinger, would you be happy with such an anendnent, and
if so would you care to articulate it?

MR, SINDLINGER: I +think that's an excellent suggestion, and to articulate it
all we would do is put a coama after "Albertans™ -- Y"complenentary to existing
Alberta government departnents®.

MR. CHAIRMAN: "Government programs". The council would be conplenentary to a
program as opposed to a department, I think. & subtle point.

MR. SINDLINGER: All right.
MR. CHAIRMAM: Discussion of the anendment?
MR. MUSGREAVE: Could I hear the whole recomnendation?

MR. CHAIRMAN: It's as written, number 5, with the addition of “complenentary
to existing departmental prograns®.

MR. MUSGREAVZ: Would thisc council have a separate grant, a foundation?
MR. CHAIRMAHN: Mr. Sindlinger, do you want to rezpond to that?

MR. SINDLIMGER: Yes, it would.
MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Appleby, did you wish to comment?

MR. APPLEBY: Mr. Chairman, I should, because I'm cpposed to it, and I should
say something. I feel it would just ke creating another bodw, as Mr. Borstad
said, to do the work be=ing done already. I don't agree that the Departnent of
Culture i3 juzt a cheque-uriting group, because thesy have drana workshops,
nusic workshops, dance workshops, and a great nany other activitiez to
encourage the artsz. I don't really zee any necessity for this Albsrta council
for the arts and hunanities.

4R. BRADLEY: Mr. Chairnan, I support the principle of setting up an Alberta
ceouncil for the arts and hunanitiez, and I think it nmay be zomething we need
in the province. But I have recally sirong doubis as to whether it should bs
funded out of the Heritage Savings Trust Fund @t this peint in time. If such
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a council were set up, at a fubture date, cnce it's eperating and hazs zone
paraneters, it nay then be eligible, or we nay look at an endounert to that
ccuncil to carry out zome of its activities. But ab t i n

would bea oppozed Lo zetting it up out of the Heritage But
I suppoxt the principle of cuch an crganization.

MR, CHAIRMAN: NMr. Bradley, I cperate fronm the azzunapiion, and I stand to be
corrected by the conmnitteoe, that any receomnmendations that are %zbled in the
Legislature freon thiz comnittee will have dirsct current relevance to the
Alberta Heritage Savings Trust Fund.

MR. BRADLEY: Then I would oppozz this reconmenduticon at this tine.

MR. R. SPEAKER: Mxr. Chairnan, for the record, that would he ny feeling as
well., I would like to see PMr. Sindlinger preszent a bill to the Legiszlature
vhen it opens, with thiz idea in mind. Certainly after it has been dizcussed
by the variocus interested parties, in principle I would zuppo

Houscea: there's no question about it. Following that, I1'd ¢

prepared, from the group's advice. to look at szome type of endaunent fron the
heritage savings trust fund. Pozzsibly a vear fron now Mr. Sindlinger could
come back . . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: After the pacssage of legislation.
MR. R. SPEXLKER: After the passage of the legislation, and nake a roquest to
us. I'd be quite open alt that tine.

WR. CHAIRMAN: Any further diccuscion? Those in supporit of reccan
nuabar 5, as arendsd by Mr. Sindlinger -- could I have a show o
Notlzy. These not in support of Mr. Sindlinge"s arnendaed moticn. M
Appleby, Speaker, Steuart, Eorztad, Clark, Musareave, and Bradley.
Reconnendation nunber 6, cubnitted by Mz, andlxnne*t
That low interest loars bz nade to small runicipalities for

Ll

capital projects undertaken to cormenorate Alberta's 75t
anniversary: and, that cperating grants for these projecis be given
on a decreasing scale so that after five years, the municipali
assunes rezponsibility for all expenszes.

Mr. Sindlinger, did vou wish to speakX to vour reconmnendation?

-1
'.7‘

MR. SINDLINGER: Just three brief ccnnents, Mr. Chairman. Firs:, in r
the low-interest loans, I think we ought to establish that it would b= worth
vhile to consider an in-between point for invesinments of the haritags fund: a
point bztu2en those social investments uvhich do not have any rate of return at
all and those investnents rnade to give the heritage fund a reasonable rate of
return. That's one thing that should be establiched by this ccanittes.

The second thing is that I think it is wvorth while develeping projecis
cenmnenorating Alberta's 75th anniverzary. As a young person and even now, I

and ny fanilv and all Albertanz enjoy going to the Jubiles Auditoriun in
Ednenton and Calgary. I would suggest zormething else along thess lines.
Finally, the third point, operating grants for projects. Vazy ofiten
governnants provide capital grants for development, and the rezipients of
thoze grants find they're in a pozition where they can't operate then

imnediately. llowever, over a shorter pexiocd of time they can deovelop the
apability to oprrate a capital project given then through a casital grant.
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So I would suggest thut not only a capital grant but an cperating grant be
given which would ease the transition from the point whers a recipient had no
operating esxpenzes to cover to the point where all oparating expenzes uwould he

assunad by the recipient of a capital grant.
MR. CHAIERMAN: Dizcussion of PMr. Singlinger'zs recommendation?

142. MUSGREAVE: Mr. Chairman, as a former menber of the Alberta Provinzial-
Municipal Finance Council it was very revealing to me to learn tha t many
runicipalities in the pzrovince, excluding the major cities, ware debi-free.
Thiz was quite a surprice to me. The $250 per copita debt reduction progran
that we carried cut this year resultz in nany nunicipalities having their own
snall heritage zavings trucst funds. Because the ronsy was given on & per
capita basis and they had no debt, obviously they got the cash. I'n sorry, it
was $500. In the case of Calgaxzy it came out to $230 million.

I think there is substantial noney available to these zmnll comnunities neouw,
and if they want to do theses kindz of thingz they should nake it on their own
iritiative and do it in that regard. I an opposed to more of theze kinds of
things by the provincial governnent, because it does weaken the local
authorities. If we try to go thiz rouvte, we are weakening the ability of
small connunitiezs to govern. I don't think we should engage in any progran
that would contribute to that.

Similarly, it's my underztanding that the rate of interest on loans threough
the Alberta lMunicipal Financing Corporation vaz in the range of 8 to § per
cent. The prime rate at the bank today iz 13 per cent, and if you want to
borrow money it will cost you anywhexe from 14 to 16 per cent., despencding on
vour credit rating. So I think there iz already money available if they want

+o do thisz, and T would be strongly oppozed to this notion.

MR. CHAIRMAM: Any further cuestions of Mr. wacllng-~, or any ceanents in
general?

MR. APPLEBY: Mr. Chairmaon, this progran as suggested baszically has scne valid
foundation fer sonething that would be uzeful in Albz2rta's cmaller
conmunities, no doubt. But I see it as encouraging those small runlicipalit
to undertake capital expenditurss, and this clauze uvhich states that operatin
grants wvould be given would tend to lull then into a falce zense of ability t
naintain and support these capital erpenditures, these capital projects they
have undertaken. I know a lot of our saaller cowwun;txes have in the pasgt run
into difficulties by undertaking capital projects that vere perhaps beveond
their means to maintain. This is an increasing problem, thiz maintenance and
operating cost of projects.

Of course thiz would be a general budgetary item if there were to be an
increase in grants for operating costs for these types of projects. Under the
75th anniversary progranm a certain anount of noney is going to be available,
in addition to what Mr. liuzgreave has said
giving them their cwn heritage funds. Ther
money available in grants for this sort of
reccrnendation iz tinely at this precent s

G w2

jo N

in the debt reduction progran

e's going to be a cextain anount of
thing. I'm not very sure that this
tage.

ee with =one of the points Mz, Appleby
vince talking to local toun councils,

5 blens of gotting into najor cu»ital
projects where we've had cost-charing prograns available by the province. and

MR, HOTLEY: Mr. Chairman, I think I ag
hag nade. In travelling around the px
no end of ceoncern about the pr
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then what happens to the cperational costs. Thiz proposal nmakes it even nor
difficult for the town council, hzocawze a grovs that wants to build let's sav
a community h and they go to the town counzil and they zay, look, you guvs
are out of your nind; we can got the capital o5 build this thing pluc the
operational costs for up to five vearz -- and that'z certainly going to be
very difficult to say no to. But at the end o the five vears the town is
going to be ztuck with the coperational costs.
0f courze that's exactly the sort of thing vou get over and over again. UWe
find that we're caught with budgetary coraitnents that have been nade by other
pecple, and we don't have any control over our budget. So however useful the
project nay be, it does distort local pricritinss. It zecems to me that the
operational grant end of it is even trickier than our precent cchenes, because
it will make it alrmost impossible for nmany comnunitiez to sav no.

~

o
—
-

&

MR. CHAIRMAN: Any further discussion of recomnendation nunmber 67 If not,
could I have a show of hands for those nenberz of the connittee in zupport of
the reconmm=ndation. Mr. Speakexr. Those not in support of the recomnendation.
Messrs. Hotley, Appleby, Stewart, Borstad, Muszreave, and Bradley. The
reconnendaticn iz defeated.

We turn now to the next secection cf cur reconaendations, related to public
lands. The first iz too leng for the Chair to read, so I'1ll give the nenberz
of the conmittee an opportunity to read it and then invite Mr. Stewart to
speak to it. .

It appears the connittee nembers have now rzad your recommendation, Mr.
Stewart. Do you wizsh to speak to it?

MR. STEWART: Thank vou, Mr. Chairman. I don't think this resolution cones as
any surprice to the nenbers of the conmittee. I brought a resolutien before
the Legislature this spring. It was debated, and one of the few that got full
support; it was passed in the zpring secssion.

I think public land in this province is a natural resource that saw very
little initiative on the part of governnment, %o upgrade and take full
advantage cof. At the present tine, as ny brieof states, we have roughly 6
rillion acres of thiz land held under grazing reserves. grazing leaszs, that
are continually detsericrating through brush encrcachment. e also have in the
fringe areaz of our province nany farns that I consider are operating in a
bottleneck, for the simple reason that they cannot expand. The green area is
designating land that has very little forestrw potential that could be
absorbed into the agricultural portion of ou: economy and would create an
opportunity for people already there to keep their families togethex, expand
their farming cperations., and becone rnore viable enterxprises.

Throughout the bualance of the province, in the parkland area nost of our
lease land is unproductive az far as agriculture and any other capability is
concerned. But it's also an area where we've had the highest degree of
encroachnent by bruzh in the lazt 10 or 15 vears, to the point that the
grazing potential has dropped roughly 30 per cont. I think a progran of this
nature h 3 to be tinely with the ecconony of the province and the particular
induztry it's adapted ted that i3, the livesiock industry. When our cattle
nusbers are low we bave the local poople with the initiative to gqet involved
in a progran of this nature. The land that was held in private hwnd~ at the
drop in the c¢attle nmarxket in 1974 -- any cf it that had any other ogricultiural

potential waz brought under the plow and af the present tira iz p:odu:;ng
cereal grainge and things of this nature. With the high escalation of land
values since that tinme, there's very little Ylikelihood that nuch of this land
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will ever go back into grasz and be utilized for liveztock production in that
nature.

As a province we have a resporzibility. We have a natural resource that haz
.« . MWMe're probably the nozt fortunate province in Canada that has
undeveloped land with agricultural capability. In thiz recpect I'n talking
specifically of land that could be preducing grass and enhancing our livestock

econony. The progran haz to be timed. Uhen our cattle numbersz are louw, the
reasons I've given that they will not likely return to the numbers we had in
the past -- Alberta's got an opportunity to enhance its livestock production

back to its former numbers, when we were producing 40 per cent of Canada’
beef. MWe have a Canadian market for that product. This particular phase of
the industry recycles itself through several phases within the province. It
gives the barley producer a narket for his feed; it gives the packing industry
an opportunity to handls this product befeore it reaches the consuner.

I think we have a rezponzsibility as a government to take thiz Crcun land and
create a progran whexre it will come con ztrean in an orderly nanner that will
be acceptable to the people in the area. It deserves the sanme censideration
as our irrigation for funding. The whole progran needs to ke revieued. We've
got a great opportunity. We talk about diverzification in thic province.

It's an opportunity to enhance an industry we already have. For that reason I
would ask the support of the rerberz. I'd be glad to hear their vizupoints,
and hope that this rcconnmendation will go foruward from this cennittee.
MR. SINDLINGER: Mr. Stewart, ceculd you indicate the difference betuwe=en your
reconmnendation and the progranm already undertaken in the capital projects
division, the grazing reserves dovelopnent? Are you departing from that
srogram in your recemnendation?

MR. STEWART: This wculd supplement that progran. The grazing rezerve progran
iz specific to identifying a parcel of land of sufficient scope that a grazing
rezerve operated by the provincial goveznment can be developed and utilizad by
farnmers who can deliver cattle to the project, and they are totally undzx the
contrel of the administration of the gruazing reszerve during the tine they'rs
there. Thls program would it the other areas that could not conmply to a
grazing reserve type of operation. We have grazing associations that are
self-contained as far as their adninistration or nanagenent is conazrned.
Throughout the provinces we have many individuals uith grazing leases that vary
from a quarter section to several sections. This progran would facilitate the
upgrading of these perticns of land that are under the control of private
individuals and grazing asczociations. The opportunity, with th2 expansion and
irprovement of zome of this Crown land, would make a reallocatien of come of
these grazing leaczes poscible seo that nore peopls could becone involved and
utilize them. It would tak¥e nothing away from the grazing ressrve progran,
but would zupplencnt it.

M2, R. CLARK Mr. Chairman, I plan to support Mr. Stewart's recommendation.
But in zaving I'm going to do that, I want to rake the point now, and I don't
want to nake it repaoatedly vhen other recommendations conme

understand lMr. Stewart’s recomnmendation, it's really a rnatter of holping
individuals, grazing allotnonts, or grazing associations improve crazing land
w2 have today. I'm very zuppertive of that. e have sone noninal prograns
now that make small, perhapzs halting, steps in that dirsction. Sone have been
in place for a nunber of years, scne ars nore recent.
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The point I want to make to the nmemberz, and that I don't want to have to
nake tinme and time 2gain -- nake the cpcech aza

in == iz what we're roally
doing here iz building on a prog that i3 in the noxnal coerating budget of
the preovince. Py coclleaguez and I ha’: made recorncndations thae lazt coupl
of yecars about thiz., In n:;ncxplc, I think it zzn't right. Buit ws're now

starting to vse the fund thiz vay: in other uords, fcr cperating beds in
honpitals or vhatever. If we'rs g : hat
and that now appears to be an ac

{

c
the recommendations the government nakes to the Legizlature, I see no
c

why we shouldn't nove on thiz re

T
yvou, pr. Stewart, speak to Mr. Clark'zs ressrvation aboul the uze of
n

heritage fund for thisz kind of progran as ogpeosed to usin

M. CHAIRMAN: Before acknowledging Mr. Borzstad's deszire to pa
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MR. STEWART: Mr. Chairran, I think we have prace t5 in believing that this
sort of program should be funded from the Heritage Savingz Trust Fund. I use
the irrigation rehabilitation progran az cne of the prine obviocus examples. I
also zee this program going beyond the existing leasess in the fringe areas of
our province, to developing and redefining scome of the green areas that have
linited forestry potential. In ny travels -- and I'a sure flz. Clark and NMr.

Notley will agree with me -- I think that in the fringe areas of our
agricultural part of the province we have nany fzarne }
their ability to expand, bscause they'ras sitting next
green area. Scne of it has forest potential, some of it is quect
It'z an opportunity to give those people the chance to expand, the chaﬂcc to
heep their families tcgether and expand our agricultural uss cf this
This is another justification of why money from tha heritage *trust fund
When we talk aboul diversifving our esconony, I think we have a go
opportunity here to invest money that will recycle through the ceonnuni
through the econony to the ext ent the rehabilitation of irrigaticn wil
For this reason, I think we have a juctification of bslizving that this
should be cyclad through this progran, and it will return to the pecople of
Alberta and give us a much better eccnony.

MR. BORSTAD: I totally support Mr. Stewart. Coning from the nexrth, I'n not
quite fariliar with the arcas in southern Alberta he's talking about, but I
know in the north there are grazing lecases tounships in cize. Any
inprovenents to thoze in the way of clearing, brushing, and seeding is sure a
heritage for the future, as far as I'm concernad. I guess the other
reconnendation I had hzre about homesteads falls along the sane lines Mr.
Stewart just mentioned. I know a couple of areas in ny constituency where
there are 25 or 30 fanilies living almost tetally izolated in & gre=n area
pocket. They want to increase the size of their area so that their children
can stay there and take over the farns, but naturally in tod

ay's econony you
have to keep expanding if vou're going to keop the bread on the table. In
thiz one particular area I'm talking about, there's no way of expansion unde
the precent systen, becauss it's totally in a ¢grea2n area. There‘s no forest
po1ﬂntlwl thexre whatzoosver —-- it'z poplars.  Any expanzion aleng that line
probably leads intc ny other recommendation. I'd leave it at that

MR. HOTLEY: I was going to say that, i
i

zt of all, we <o have sav
reconnendations, but thecse reconnendati ¢

e
leal with honestead zale in the
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vellow area. UWhat we're talking about here i

area. I certainly zupport the recomnendation Mr. Steuzxt h:
Just in tzrns of our report, theough. pex it n

Stewart to sunnmarize it for our reconne

fairly long to put th= entirz recommendati

amount <of argument, all of which I agre

argunentation in cur lict of recomnendsat
The argunsnt that thiz in fact could ¢

i
cme under the oparating budzet -- 1
guess that's true with z¢ many thingz. It

t's very difficult to drew the line,
Az Mr. Borstad pointed out, if what you're doing in a grazing resezve 1
bruzhing and fasncing, you're adding to the capital of that grazing
in the sanme way that we aze wvhen we spend meney on irrizaticn rehzd
If we can conait noney from the heritage trust fund to irrigation, and
properly so -- and we have a number of recommendations vhere we'lre eve
to propose increazing that comnmitment to irrigatien -- then the zane arg
could be made just as validly. One could say, u2've got ths grazing res
That's truve. We've got the grazing reserves. But hevond the graz=ing reser
the question Mr. Stewart raises of econonmic units where in fact we nay have
leasas that could be upgraded to make a more viable farm unit in a given a

S iv area.
So I think it's an idca that haz a good d=2al of nerit. and one that chould

be supported ctanding on its own. Then we'll leok at the honostead questien

separately.

MR. BRADLEY: Mr. Chairman, I'd like to lend ny support to Mr. Stevart!

proposal. I agree with Mr. Notley that perhzps Mr. Stewart would e able to

e w0
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put it into a .recomnendation form rathzr than the form it's in rich
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rcsource, our land -- upg-ﬂdlng of lnnd -- iz a very appropriat :z2 of
Heritage Savings Trust Fund moneys. I can think ¢f areaz in the f-othills
where a lot of grazing land has besn encroached
would enable us to increaze the carrying capacity of T

investrent in land that I think will stand the test of what a heritage
investnent should be. So I would cerxtainly support it.

N o
H
(1]

MR. CHAIRMAN: Do I sense, then. that ws have con
raconnandation from Mr. Stewart, vith the underz
his discussion into a recemmendation form?

BN
-

e}
r}' 3
rJ e

QH'

ee agrecment on thi
iing that he will sxnmarize

HOXN. MEMBERS: Agreed.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you.

In vieu of the fact that Mrs. Fy e iz not here today, I'd like *to suggest to
the comnittee that we pass recomnendation nuamber 2 and return to it zon
Tuezday, and continue with a dlS“L"S on of receonmnmendations 3, 4, and 5,
inaznuch az all three deal —-- althouzh not identically -- with the quastion of
homesteadz. If I do have that agreement. could I then ask Nr. Clazk to speak
to recermnendation nunber 3.

N

<t
b

+

MR. B. CLARN Mr. Chairmzan, the purpoze of reconmnendation 3 is cbviously to
enable us te get nore honestead lands available. When the ninister was in, I
think he talked in terns ¢f 50 secticns a vear. Ma've arbiitrarily talked here
in ternz of doubling it. DBut tre purpose of thiz receamendatieon fron us i3 to
say that ws zhould doubls cur effort in this area. I don't think I need to
zay a great deul nore than that.
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MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. hot‘ﬂy would you care to dizcuzs your reconmendation in the
context of this di szion, cr would vou prefer that it be treated zeparately?
MMR. MOTLEY: Ho, I think it should be trecated in tha zame discuzsion.

Basically all three are vexy zinilar.

The question is really uwhether we zhould set ocut an obiective. This
resolution has besen accepted for the last two years. fr. Clark's resolution
would double the number. Frankly, I think the important roint to make is that
we uwant to underscore the importance of getting on with the job. Fifty
sections a yvear iz rather a leisurely pace.

Having reprezented a rural arxea in the north for seome tinme and dealt with
the Department of Public Lands and Wildlif-, I have a ce:tain anount of
synpathy for the new minister, uho tzkes over a depaztment that I think needs
to be upgraded in terms of its lﬁportancc. and probably ..eds more staff so
that it can do the job properly. Me have bazk-ups on inzcpections for a year

or two years. It's a personnel problem, bacausze wve den't
in the field.

What I think is needed iz, first of all, a recognition of the inportance of
this as a priority item. Second, if we're going to open up henesteoads, ue do
need the infrastructure, and that meang there haz to be
can't just say to people, w='re ¢oing to open up 500 ho

there are no roads, no pouwsr, no scheols, none of the infrastructure. Mr.
Borstad and I both emphazize the infrasztructure. Third, I think we have to
take a look at the queztion of finwnc;ng and even tnhe ierns of sale. I find

le
it very difficult to understand cone of the prises charged for publi

izes ic land,
for example in the La Crete area. Ule've come a leng way fron the day uhen the
honssteadesrs zaid, $10 und a quarter zection of land. If's now a different
situation entirxely. I've talked to a nunber of people in the region on that
score, and it was discuszed zt the Asc culturn North conference az well.
Basically, ny reccmnendation is to str the need to got on with the job,

upgsrade a department =0 we can get on ui*h the job, and recognize that in
doing that we're going to have to take a nultidepartnental approach so the
infrastructure iz there.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Borstad, did vou wish to speak to your rzeceomnendation?

MR. BORSTAD: My recemmandation iz zimilar, Mr. Chairnan, but I would like to
see land added to those arcas. I'm thinking in particular of the La Crete and
Fort Vermilion areas, wheres nachine agesncies aze closing becauss there is not
encugh farmland to enabls them to carry on. If u2 were to add to those areas
by expanding the infrastructure along the periphery of the zettlements as they
stand ncw, I think we could establizh a betteor farming coamunity. Also we
would establish machine agencies and the othor services that go along with it,
to enable thoze farmers o carry on. Right now we have nmachin2 agencies
because there are strictly not enough farmers in the arex to wvarrant a nachine
agency. So they have to go to lianning, Peace River, or comeplace elce

M2. R. CLARX Perha I zhould have made this connen
renaxks. It scens to me that one possi 1 c 1
consider at this time i3 that -- and thiz iz baszed on the a:
everyone on the connittees feelz that the land b

beefing-up of this conmittes. llere's

say to the Legizlature, not in a critical nannerz: |
which we think haz got to be substanti
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arn of governnent
should do.
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Mr. Chairman, if that feeling is prevalent within the connittes, iz go back
and have a couple of nenbers of the connittes take the intent in these three
proposals and cone back to the committers next day with a recolution that
incorporates whal's here, but also really savs, look, the land branch in
Alberta needs to be becfed up and elevate itz priority a great deal. That
would be a new role for this connittee, but one I think this connittee zhould
seriously consider shouldering, and one I'd be prepared to zay is worth the
earnest concideration of the committee.

MR. CHAIRMAN: W2 've now had introductory commenis by each cf the submitters
of these2 three honestead-related reconmendationz. Me've had Mr. Clark's
suggestion that these three form an ad fioc zubconnittee with the purpose of
drafting a concolidated rececmmendation that would ot least implicitly, if not
explicitly, indicate the committee's feeling of inadequacy as to the present
progranaing. Discussion of Mr. Clark's suggeztion?

MR. SIKDLINKGER: I'm not tco zure where we stand on that, Mr. Chaiznan. s Mr.
Notley haz indicated, theze zanme reconnendations came from the connittee in
the tuo pricxr years, '77 and '78, and the reozponze given by Mr. Hyndnan when
he was here was that these things are being done, and bkeing done on a phased,
orderly basis. The departments responzible for them are Energy and Hatuxal
Resources, Agriculture, and Tranzportation.

iIR. NOTLEY: I think it's precisely the response that we got this year fron MNr.
Hyndnan on the reconmmendations lazt year, that I think Mr. Clark'szs propozal is

p

a very rcasonable one. I'm not blaning anyonz. 1 thirnk the Departrment of
Public Lands and Wildlife has a very difficult aszignment with the personnel
it has. Wkhen you've got back-ups in inspecticns for nore than a vear, I don't

blane the people doing the ingpectionz. 1 really question vhether w2 place
enough emphazis in develeoping the syzten so that we can handle it efficiently.
I think that's bazically what Mr. Clark has sugogested here.

Me could pazs the rezolutions —= we've wordsed them very gently and politely.
I zuppose even putting the resolutiens in again would indicate to the
government that, notwithstanding the responze by Mr. Hyndman, we fecel thiz iz
a prierity that should b2 addrezzed. But bevend that, I think therzs's sons
rerit in saying to the Legizlaturz that we really thirnk there should be an
upgrading and that that's something the ninizter and the Executive Council
collectively would have to consider.

o

MR. CHAIRMAN: Any further discussion of Mr. Clark's suggeztion of a drafting
of a consolidated recommendation?

MR. APPLEBY: Mr. Chairman, the responze we have received to this
recommendation as it has gone in the past tuo vears leavez some roon for doubt
in ny nind as to whether we have received a saticfactory answar in respcct‘to
its disposal. 1 feel this iz something that rates very high priority and that
has not received the recognition it zheould have received when it waz bkeing
considered for Heritage Savings Trust Fund investrent. Therefore I would be
very pleazed to ze2o it go forward once again.

Also, with regar ! Clark's cuggestion, I zspeak from a very personal
viewpoint ot the p ima. My view haz a@lwavs been that here in this
province the statuz given to the Departnent of Lands and Forests, as it

originally was zet up, and the other departments as thev doveloped ocut of that
in the lazt few years, has never baen as high az that of certain othar
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departnents, and cezrtainly never received the recegnition that 1t zhould b

v ave
as far as government was concerned. I feel thers iz a very, wvery urzzent need
for a dofinite upgrading of the nanner in uvhich we deal with dzveloprent and

try, oz fzr oz I'n

dizpezal of Croun landz. This alco appliez to forezt
conczrnad. I vould be very happy to ze2,. 1f we thin

Y IS K atz, thisz
comnittee nake scone reconmnendation that we fesl there iz an vigznt need for
this upgrading, that uz feel the tire lag in decizicn-makin

e
departrent regarding lands i35 in a very zad situati
to be done very quickly in order to bring it into l
should receive.

ti2. BRADLEY: Mr. Chairnan, I support

regard to hormestead programs, increas
strean in that program. If wae're tal
of Public Lands and Wildlife, I thin% that s o
debate would better take place in the budgetary p
the heritage fund connmittee.

MR. MOTLEY: Nith great rezpect, I think what hazs happened is that we've put in
ihe recoamendation -~ incidentally, the unaninous receonnendation from both the
1977 and '78 comnmittees -- and the reszponse vz got fron the
don't want to put this in any partisan sense -- was eszentia
the kest we can. I think that as a conmittee we have to =o
thile it is certainly proper, Mr. Bradley, that in the bu
spring uwe discuss the eztinates of ths Departnent of Publ
Wildlife, the question here, in addreczing & resolution £
if we think there should be a speeded-up pregran . . . B
Hyndnan's recponcse uwas completely accurate within the cente: £

strength of the Depaxtment of Public Lands and MHildlife. Probably ue are
doing the beszt us can.

But what Mr. Clark has said, and whal people in the field have told ne, and
vhat I feel very =trongly mysels, is that we have to upgrade fhe iepartnent.
ir. Appleby is conmpletely right: the Public Lands departne
the unwanted child, but the not front-and-contre child in th
far too long. We're saying it's important enough now, that
could be used for honecteading in this province is sufficient
an objective that we want this to be given sens attention by e invesinent
connittee. MWe have 1o say it, not in rude tezas but in fairly direct terns,
to convey clearly our senze of the n=ed to rmove and upgrads the importance of
this departmnent.

v inpeortant as

MR. BRADLEY: Mr. Chairman, if I can get back in, I support the discussi
ard to homesteading, that we should be roving in that direction and

reg
incrcasing the znount of land available. But I really have a great deal of
difficulty in discuszing in the Heritage Savings Trust Fund Connittee the
upgrading of the Departnent of Public Lands and HNildlife. I really think that
that debate or discussion should be urged in the Legislative Azzenbly in a
different nattex, 1f it is the judgnent of menbers of this Assenbly that the
upgrading of that department should take place. That debats should really
take place in the budgetary process.

I cannot support the idea =-- and I'n extending this princi to anv
govcrnnnn* departnment -- that ws chould be taking Heritage Savings Trust Fund
comnittes recomnendations that we should upgrade a certain departnent vhich
cornes under the nornmal operating budgsat of the province. I juzt cannot agree
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with that concept or principle, that we sheuld upgrade a departrnent of
k
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government fron Heritage Savings Truzt Fund roney. If w2 na icizn
== and naybe rightfully so -- that a ceriain departnent zheould be unzraded, it
should be within the normal operating budsetary prozezz of the province.

MR. R. CLARK Mr. Chairman, in responding to Mr. Bradley’'s connments, I thin}
the connittee is at comeunat of a crozsroads. 1 believa thiz is the only
recomnendation the comnittee has passed unaniwously for two years, uvherxe tha
cabinet has cone back to the conaittez and said, we're doing all we can

possiply do.

The comnittee has three choices, I guess. One, we can say, thank vou very
much, and we will make the zane reconnendation a third time, uw a
to ne the very gentlemanly thing to do. Second, we can zav, look
the recommendation in twice, and nothing of substance haz take
send it a third time. O0r third, we can sav, lock, we'zre =
recomnendation. Despite the fazt that we've zent it in tuice, and we
told twice that the government is doing all it can under ¢
circumastancesz, we still feel there's a need for us to expan
in thisz arca. So we zay, despite the fact that we've recomnendad
and no great action has taken place, uve're ﬁnying we want to s
increase honestead land that can bes availuble for young Albertans as a
diversification for Alberta and for the ‘utu e.

The comnittee iz really saying, doggone it, whatever has to b2 done to rmake
that possible, let's get it done. We'xre really saving, leok. the lands branch
15 the place it has to starxt. Because I i

(8

get the feeling the poor oid lands
a

branch -- it used to be *his way in the past, teoo, unfortunately -- has ve:sy
little leverage when it comes to Transportation and getting money to put roads
in the La Cretec area as opposed to getting roads up where the next oil sands

plant is going ahead, or to get the at
when they've got cother coamunities g

services. It'c pretty hard to get Agricu tu:c': attention for
expansion.

So I urge nerbers of the comnittee to think: isn't the ceomnittee at consuhat
of a creoszroads here? For two yearsz we've made the recormendati
been told, wa're doing all we possibly can.  If the connittee st
need to expand this area -- and I get the {eeling we do -— then uve have
take sons ucdltlonal step to imprezs the Legiszlature énd Al
needz to be done. Mr. Bradley, the tinme to mzake the argune
making, I believe, with great respectl, is when the report o
cores before the Hous= and we're debating it. We need to zav, X, theso
things ha"e to be done in the landz branch. Thiz cornittee, I hope very much,
will speak out and say, we're not zatisfied with the reaction to date, let's
move from there.

be s
nt that you're
£ e connittes

MR. STEWART: Mr. Chairman, I think the function of thiz connittee
recomnendations relative to the heritage truzst fund. £ this had been the
first time thiz recommendation was coming feorwaszd, I think M-, Bradl
argunent may have been in order.

But this comnmittee sat for two years recognizing this problen, reconnmending
on this problen, and the Provincial Treasurer has come back and gaid, wve':
noving az fasti as we can. If we're sericus in our responsibilitd
think it's cuxr prercgative at this point in tine to nake thiz res

again, recognizing that it's been in here twice bafore, and be very
the fazt that w='re not satisfied with the progress that's baen n

pEpe
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have nade the staterent tha heir people are working to the best of their
ability. Tt's within ocur jurizdiction to make the ztatenent that if that's
the best we can get from that many peoople, maybe we den't have cnough le

t think we're out of line in naking thi

2 n -. pecple.
I don 1z ztatenent, L1n view of the fact
that this committee has zat and made that zame rzescolution three w=arz In a
row.

MR. CHAIRMAN: With the concurrence of the conanittee, then, I'd like to ztrike
an PH heco subconmnittee ceonprising Mezzrs, Clarzk, Netley, and Borzind, perhaps
with the chairnanzhip of lir. Azpleby, with a vieu to bringing a consolidated
reconnendation th1t reflects the connentz passad today, for this connittee's
review next Tuecsday. Mr. Bradley, uould vou like to speak to the Chair's

suggesticen?

MR, BRADLEY: I want to get in o point of rebutial perhaps, teoo. I szuppo

that recornmendation of the Chair, to zet up the conmittee. I guess navbs I'n
getting into a question of semantics and terninology. I support t r
terms of increazed honestead lands being brought on stream. 1 =0l
that. [y quesiion iz in ternz of the definitizn of vupgrading w
the depaztment, and I just put that o

ut there azailn: in terns o
reconnendations of upgrading departnean

s, I don't fecel that's the thrust uwe
chould be taking. I do support quite strongly the homestead in
proposal.

rt i

MR. NOTLZIY: One other point I'd like to make. 2asically I think that's true:
we shouldn't bas getting into discussing natters that properly should bke dealt
+h when the budget comes up in the spring. 2ut we can't just nake these

w

reconnendations in the aovztract. The vehicle of all cur recommendations. or
nost of thenm, iz going to be the government of the province of Alberta. If
there zeens to be zone preblen with that vehizcis, there really izan't a he cf
a lot of peirt in making the reconmendation again in the abstract. NMe than
have to identify the problem. HMr. Stewart haz guite properly pointed out that
1f this had been the first vear, fair ball; but this is *

think mozt of us perceive a problen in the way the gover
respond to our previous reconnendaticns, ound where that
attention to it.

-

the thizd vear. So 1
ment haz been able to
t

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Sindlinger, and then I'd like to suggest to the comnittee
that we will have ample opportunity to discuzs these very principlex when we
have before uz the redrafted consolidated reconmnendation.

MR. SINDLINGER: Two things, Mr. Chairman. Firzt, I'd 1
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I support hin wholeheartedly in what he has said. The second thing i3 in
regard to these receoanendations we nake. 1'd like to make this note now but
bring it up again at -ﬁotbﬁ time when the connittee is da2liberating cther
natters. That‘" the quezticn of the respenze ¢f the goveransnt to these
recoarendaticns., I would rather not wait another year to sit down here and
then sav, unat kaz government done in responze fto these recommendations. I'd
like to cec if we couldn't incorporate sconme machaniszn wharaby throughout the

year we could sonehow rmonitor the responsz
raceonnendations the ceommittes has nade.
up again at a future tine.

of the governnont to the
want to note that now, and bring it

—

MR.

o)

HAIRMAN: The Chair has talken due note of Mr. Sindlin
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ME. R. CLARK Could I just add, IMr. Chairnan, I think it's an ewxcel
conmnent. All of us have to remember that unforiunately ths buds
starts about June or Julw. For the budget that i

ztarted lazt July. That vnascrscores the reascen 27z us To rethink
structure this comnittee co that we get sore input back in June
the Peaberr for Calgary Buffalo -- becauze 1if ws don't cget th

e i
. It's virtually teo late now, izn't 1%, for the budgzt next ve
to a vezy great degree. 50 1 suppeort ztrongly the point nade.

RiMAN: On that real te, then, I'd like to a

1 is o 5
vou clear on the expectations of thisz aed loc subconnmittee?
MR. APPLEDY: I hope so.

MR. CHAIRIMAM: Cood. HMith that, then, we neet next at 9 o'clozk Tussday
norning. I'd like to point out that we will not meet in the legislative
chanbers; apparently zone work will be being done on tha sound sy

been suggested that we neet in roca 312. Uith that, cculd I have an
adjournment notion? PMr. Notley. thank vou.

-

The mecting adjourncd ct [1.35 a.m.



