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§tanding Committee on The Alberta Heritage Savings Trust Fund Act

Wednesday, Septemher 6, 1978

man’ Dr. McCrimmon 9700 a.n.

HAIRMAN: Good morning, gentlemen. MWe'll call the meeting to order.
ave with wus +this morning the Hon. Dave Russell, Minister of the
Qnméﬁt. Last year Mr. Russell did not appear before +the committee for
ain reason that he had spent very little money in the previous vear, so
not considered necessary to have him appear. However, there have been
ar developments in his department with respect to the heritage trust fund
the report of 1977-78. So, Mr. Russell, if you would care to make a few
i remarks with respect te vyour depariment's usage of funds from the
age trust fund, perhaps we could have questions afteruward.

USSELL: Okay. Thanks, Mr. Chairman.

+ of all with respect to last year's recommendations, I think there are
ttio that the committee made which have a direct bearing on the programs
‘are the responsibility of Environment.‘ I belizve I can sav we're
seéding with both of those: that "River valleys within municipalities
d be considered for development and upgrading for recreational use" is
inly something we're looking at, and we're starting to make progress in

field. The other recommendation was that "Consideration be given to
tment in water management.® Of course that's received a great deal of
tion.

sofar as the programs that are currently contained in the heritage trust
there are four. The first one is irrigation headuworks improvement, and
onment together with the Department of Agriculture is carrying on a ten-
program of investment and upgrading, primarily in the southern Albexzta
ation districts. Agriculture spends its money at points which we label
% the headworks, so that any of the systems that are the property or
onsibility of -the individual 1irrigation district or 1lands that are
tely owned containing works receive their funds through annual grants
the Department of Agriculture. From the headworks -- that is, the major
of control structures and anything above them, or main distribution
s below them —- are the responsibility of Environment. We're spending
honey on those on a contract basis rather than a straight annual
opriation.

second major program we have under way is land reclamation. This is a
one which is just in its second year now and proving to be, I think, very
h~while and very popular. We're doing improvements +to unsightly or
érous pieces of land located all over the province. We do this either by
Sferring funds to three other departments -- Transportation, Recreation,
S and Wildlife, or Energy and Hatural Resources -- wuwherein they apply
funds directly to their own projects within their own responsibility, or
' We have the big catch—-all of other projects throughout the province. For
Ple, these might include cleaning up and rehabilitating old sewage



up old gravel pits, dangerous or unsightly abandoned mine
of things.
Pgojects that are the responsibility of Environment are the
jial parks in the two metropolitan areas. Capital City' Park
§ éarried.out completely by Environment in conjunction with the
. When I say "completely by Environment", I nean what land
s was and what capital improvements were necessaxy were planned
4 5nvironment. The Fish Creek Park in the city of Calgary,
sort of t+he sister park to the Capital City Park, is carried out
ntly in that we use our land assembly division only for
and. When it is assembled we then turn it over to Recreation,
fe, which takes the necessary legislative steps to have it

40 answer questions at this point.
: Mr. Taylor.

$.In connection with the last point you raised, Mr. Russell. Having
eérience in Capital City, with your own department being pretty well
for the entire project, why is the Calgary one being handled

RUSSELL: I don't know. It's something that just happened prior to the
as Minister of the Environment. I think the former minister, because
ital City Park was in his constituency, had a very deep personal
in it and was anxious to see Environment take it on as a conplete
It is slightly different in +that it is not a legally dsclared
1 park. It's a series of existing city parks which are held together
zain improvements and rehabilitative measures that were carried out as
projects undexr the Department of the Environment.
parks are different in that the Capital City Park has the bulk of its
¢ ’in capital improvements, whereas in the Fish Creek Park the bulk of +the
‘axre going into land assembly. It's the unique and naturally beautiful
that we're trying to assemble for park purposes and, relativaly-

ng, very few improvements are going into Fish Creek as opposed to
. City Park.

AIRMAN: Mr. Notley.

NOTLEY: Mr. Chairman, I have several questions. But I must confess that
'coffeeholic' and I sze that the coffee has been delivered. Can we each
cup of coffee before we proceed.

CHAIRMAN: Well, we can; there's no reason why not. If everybody would
to get a cup of coffee and bring it back to vyour seat and carry on.,
s fine. )

ore we go on, if we complete Mr. Russell this morning we will be moving
' Mr. Dallas Schmidt. Those are +the only two ministers +that I have
ged for this morning, so hopefully by 12 when we will be adjourned, we
be able to get through the two departments.

hink you were next, Mr. Notley.



LEY: MWith respect to the land acquisition in Fish Creek Park, Mr.
;£; is the $12,923,787 on page 38 all allocated to land acquisition this
Wof are there any other investments under the fund vis-a-vis flood
1 or any other features?

sSELL: No, that's all land acquisition.

TLEY: And would that be with respect to the money that would be tendered
e five parcels remaining, the 426 acres remaining, oxr is there other
that has been voluntarily purchased during this particular report year?

USSELL: It's both.

oTLEY§ Can you give a breakdown as to the -— I realize you can't give the
that's been tendered while the expropriation proceedings are under way,
uld you give us the amount that has been paid out of that $12,900,000 as
1t of voluntary negotiations?

RUSSELL: There was +the purchase of the West Indies Airlines property,
. was 102 acres, which came to just in excess of $1.7 million. I'm
ing off figures now. There was Calmi Investments, which was 40 acres for
00. There was .

NOTLEY: Calmi, was that?

SSELL: Calmi.

re have been a number of payments made which aren't settled yet because
re what we call voluntary expropriations. Therxre are four parcels, all
ng  with the Shaw family, and they represent —-- one is 26 acres, another
s 31 acres, another one is 18 acres, and another one is 20 acres. We've
into the courts prices ranging from $173,000 to $550,000 for those
sels.

OTLEY: Could you give the group total, then?

USSELL:® Well, the total for those four Shaw parcels would be

“APPLEBY: Just read them off. Dr. Backus has his calculator here.

USSELL: It's just in excess of $1 million for those four parcels.
re was the purchase of a l4-acre parcel from Kelwood Corporation for
000, and that would be it.

- NOTLEY: So we're looking at 102 acres for $1.7 million, another 40 for
: 000, the Shaw properties for just over $! million, and Kelwood for about
7;000. If my arithmetic is right, that would be approximately $3,200,000
he other parcels?

RUSSELL: It sounds right. I perhaps shouldn't be doing this mental
thmetic this way. I realize we'll have to make all these figures available
tually because they're heritage funds and they're public. For the reason
the expropriations are before the court, I've been advised not +to give
exact figures wunless really forced to, because it would prejudice our



. So I'm trying to round out the figures and give you the dollars
jdentifying specific amounts against certain parcels.

TLEY: That's féir enough, Mr. Minister. I don't want you to give the
zigures, but I think we want to get some idea of the ballpark figures.
that would mean then, if ny arithmetic is correct, is that approximately
05000 would have been paid into the courts for +the five remaining
s, 426 acres. Would that be a correct assessment?

JSSELL: You'lre probably within a million, Mr. Notley.

(GTLEY: Well, C.D. Howe once said, "Mhat's a million?" But I would think,
following through your figures here, that that would be essentially the
ct figure. '

+ to follow that along, Mr. Minister, when the government decided to
ed with Fish Creek Park, was it the original concept +to include  the
;¢ area that is now in the geographic limits, including the 426 acres at
st end, or was that something the government decided to add as time went

RUSSELL: No, the entire park as it's now constituted and proposed was the
‘hat was announced in the news release in February of 1973. In fact, +the
was slightly bigger then. I have a copy of the neus release, and it uas
- 2,800 acres; the park will be slightly smaller than +that. We had to
some adjiustments as we got into some detailed survey work. We found that
roposed boundary split a couple of private residentisl lots in half, and
et +those things go. So are scme adjustments. There are a couple of
er parcels owned by religious orders that would have been nice to include
he park but weren't essential +to it. We weren't able to negotiate a
isfactory price, so those are out. But everything, including the Mannix
¢l, was proposed in the original park.

NOTLEY: When did the government decide -- I believe you've been quoted,
‘Minister, as saving that there was an RDA proclaimed. When was that
ided? Do you have the date?

RUSSELL: The RDA was put on in 1973.

NOTLEY: You don't have the date handy?

RUSSELL: No. I could get that, Mr. Chairman. I have scme transcripts of
sard here and we can easily get the date of the 0.C. that put that on. It
: during 1973.

« NOTLEY: I see. Mr. Chairman, just to follow it along, what consideration
given in 1973 when +the RDA was proclaimed to proceeding with-
APropriation? Now I don't pretend to be a lawyer, but as I understand The
\7ropriation Act, the seller of land, or the person who is being expropriated
I guess +that would be the best way of putting it -- has a year to decide
her or not to accept the offer that the government nakes, at which time it
then adjudicated by an impartial tribunal that will use the narket price
tWeen a willing buyer and a willing seller. That's my understanding of the
§islation we passed. With that in mind, why would the government not have
eeded in 1973 with expropriation of the entire area, not just the parcels



e subject - to controversy but the entire area? Lecause there was a
ale, as I recollect, of the Burns property early in 1973.

esELL: Yes, the park area 1is divided into two halves, split by the
Trail. There were a number of different kinds of landowners in the
on the one case you had land held by legitimate land developers who
all intents and purposes, plans of developing residential
in the park. As soon as they were told that there was going to
k¥ they were very anxious to get rid of their land and get land
So those uwesre the easiest kinds of purchases.
second class of people were speculators, people who had owned land and
st hanging on to it as an investment, generally raw, undeveloped land.
exe more difficult to deal with because they were in it to make money.
‘ hird group was a fairly difficult'QroUp too. They were existing family
néés, and generally they were very substantial residences, more what we
call country estates. Again that was a very difficult kind of
ition to make. I net with +the landowners as a group immediately
ng the 1975 election to try to explain to them what our plans were and
s would proceed, because we'd had a number of anxious inquiries. In the
e the RDA had been imposed during 1%73 and the land acquisitions had
d since then. We had publicly announced that the land acquisition would
y take a period of several years and that the park would be developed
ast to west, so that the pecple in the centre and the west end knew that
; be the last to be put out and go. In the meantime we tried to see uwhat
ments we could make insofar as relocating those families was concerxned.
: that background, some of the ©people 1in all groups -- that is,
speculators, and private residence owners - carried on
gtions with the government on a willing-buyexr, willing-seller basis, and
ired- a number of purchases that way. Two wsnt 1into voluntary
:iation and one is a forced expropriation. The forced expropriation is
 who owns a key parcel. It's small in acreage but by its shape -~ it's
narrow and very long and it splits what we call the Mannix property from
&t of the park. So it's a key parcel. MWe've just finished our second
2y  pursuant to The Expropriation Act. Having lost the first one, we had
through a second one. The commissioner ruled in our favor in that case,
)& commenced expropriation proceedings. In the case of the Shaws and Mr.
®, they've agreed to expropriation at this point.

NOTLEY: But as I understand it, after the money has been tendered to the
s they still have one year in which to accept.

RUSSELL: They have a year in which to acczpt or state their intentions of
ting the stated value. In the case of the Shaws the vear is nearly up.
‘You can see as you go along here, you're trying to establish as you go
g what are current narket values in order to give you a stronger base to
tiate your next coming purchase.

NOTLEY: Could I just follow that up, Mr. Chairman. It strikes me as being
onable that the government would wait for a period of time to try to
ciate voluntary purchases of the 1land. So I don't think there's any
tion about that. What I find a little difficult to understand is the tine
? in view of the rapidly escalating land prices, in Calgary especially. I
lize that the RDA was proclaimed, but the RDA is still not going to keep
values down at 1973 levels. There's still going to be huge inflation.



ther one talks about the current market value or the $20,000 an acre or
' or $23,000 that would be approximately what this figure represents,
1 a huge increase.

vestion really is: why did the government, after waiting a couple of
é;d making an earnest effort for two years, say from 1973 to 1875, +to
; voluntary purchases, why would we not then proceed with expropriation
Wentire thing so that evervbody would be treated fairly according to The
giation Act? Because in ny view The Expropriation Act does set out
'honest and fair guidelines for dealing with the rights of landholders.

USSELL: MWell, I believe that's essentially what we did. The first
iation we were involved in was the Shaw one, and it still has not been
i In our view that was a key one to decide whether or not the courts
oing to award values that we had negotiated voluntarily on a willing-
willing-seller Dbasis. So in our view the Shaw expropriations will
' be a key decision, and we were anxious to get those behind us prior +to
to any further ones. Now we weren't able to do that, but we came close.

OTLEY: Was there any consideration given in 1974-75 to commencing
riation on all the properties?

USSELL: Yes, that was considered. I should say that in the Capital City
nd Fish Creek Park that policy question came up, and we said publicly --
s 1t was wrong; I believe it was the right decision -- that we wouldn't
people out of their homes in order to build parks. I said that here in
egislature. In +the case of the Capital City Park, adhering to that
ple meant making several boundary changes and design alterations to the
to acconmodate existing residences when the people vouwed they were going
y there.

the case of the Fish Creek Park in Calgary there was always the question
s back of our minds as to whether or not the last mile -—- the west end,
annix property -— should be included in the park. It's a very expensive
of property to acquire. The acreage is very large. It's by far the
t parcel, and the improvements on it are very substantial. So we felt
to reserve unto ourselves the right whether or not to end the park at
boundary of the Mannix property or include it. It had always been our
ition to include it, but we wanted to have some idea of the price before
de that decision.

OTLEY: That really was the reason I asked the first question, what the
raphical limits of the park were envisaged to be. Because it seems to mne
if you're dealing with acquisition of land, obviously the first step is
£y to reach a voluntary settlement with the landowner. If land values are
lating very rapidly, it would strike me that the second step would be to
for either alternative land or to eliminate that land from whatever the
3¢t may be. The third step would be expropriation. .

I would ask vou, Mr. Minister: at what point did the government decide
Ly that it was necessary to have the Mannix parcel in order to meet the
tives of the park? It strikes mne that one of the obvious things we
d have done at some point is say, is it worth this or not?

RUSSELL: Yes, we considered that. When the park boundary was originally
and announced back in 1973, the Mannix property was included. It was
intention to tie up the whole valley. During the course of the




‘ations we of course watched what was happening to the rapidly escalating
”prices in Calgary, but felt fairly secure in that those were developable
rices that were escalating that rapidly. There's going to be a very
Vdébate on how much of +the Fish Creek wvalley is developable in an
sering and flood plain sense. That's a key factor with respect +to the
values that are applied.

we did 1in fact consider the exact things, looking for alternate land.
ed at land east of the Bow River and thought perhaps the park could go
d rather than westward and leave the Mannix parcel out of it. We gave
- idea for two reasons. HNumber one, the land had already been tied wup -
ptioned by Daon Development and formed part of +their annexation
ation. Secondly, it wasn't very attractive. We were looking at it as a
tial golf course site, and it was pretty barren land -- barren in the way
ral growth on it -—- and it was good, productive agricultural land. = So
e the decision that we should probably stay with the proposed park
ies as they had originally been announced. Based on 3just about an
acquisition of +the whole valley we made the offer on a voluntary
ation basis to the Mannix family. That's where the matter stands at
ent.

jfon't mind saying it's a large amount of money. MWe're debating for, I
a substantial amount, and that's why we're going into court. It's in
of 300 acres, and whether you're looking at the last per acre price uwe
$17,000 an acre, which was the Wlest Indies property, or the suggested
of $30,000 or $640,000 an acre by other people who are nmaking
ions, represents quite a difference. I don't think there's any major
nce 1in the value of +the improvements. We're not debating those,
a series of appraisers can give you a pretty accurate price on the
6f the barns and stables and the house, and they're very substantial.
are going to have a good debate over the land value.

LEY: 1In the final analysis, then, we can hope that the sellexrs of the
- the people we are expropriating will accept. But if they don't, then
the perimeters of the vear's time frame, whether it's fairly soon in
e of the Shaws or next Marxrch in the <case of Mr. Mannix, they will
l"to adjudication by an impartial tribunal.

‘question of +the land value in the area. You indicated, Mr. Minister,
" was in a flood plain, but Markborough Properties had, I believe, an
‘on the land for $30,000 an acre and felt that it in fact would be
able land had it not been set aside for a park. At least that's what
én given to understand.

¢ Well, we've had some interesting debates with various engineering
not only in Fish Creek but in Fort McMurray and other parts of
, as to what is developable insofar as a flood plain is concerned.
e you can nake all kinds of adjustments by putting in man-made fill
ting buildings up on stilts; there are all kinds of things. But I
¢ counter—-debate can be made that if you have to go into +those kinds
ovements, that affects the value of the land. It's not as valuable to
Per if he has to do those things. And the determination of where the
hundred flood plain contour comes is another issue for debate.

Y I +think we're on pretty solid ground in this debate on the
ations that are now under way. The history of that valley itself --
Vthere is legitimate question as to whether it would ever have been
the city for residential development, whether or not it was a park.



. another debate: just because land is located within & city doesn't mean
tomatically going to be zoned for residential develcpment. So there
t+hese kinds of debates going on. .
other question ‘and issue that's been raised, and uwe all raise it in
ﬁt:—ue look back at land we could have got at last vyear's prices and
;uhy didn't we do it? In going to the Provincial Treasurer for funds,
u make an offer on land you've got to put out the cash. Again there's
estion: are you further ahead or just as far ahead if he keeps the cash

the other party and let them work with it while you're fighting
propriation values while the land is increasing? I don't know what the
 line on such a balance sheet would be, but in all cases it's a judgment

hink +the important thing is that we've tried to treat all these people
v the same, whether it's a farmer at the Dixon dam'on the Red Deer River
mebody in the Capital City Park or in Fish Creek Park. MWe've tried to
arily acquire their land, let them stay on it with our money until they
need 1t or make their choice as +to when they leave. I feel
table that we've made that policy stick and that everybody has been

Mr. Minister, there would be a very substantial increase even in
ue of the flood plain land, because if we were looking at the flood
land in 1973 values we could also depress those values ccapared to
nding land values. 1In fact we have to compare apples with apples. = So
e past five vears, whether one is talking about developable land or land
s subject to some dispute as to how developable it is, nevertheless +the
value has gone up very substantially. I'm not here to argue the point,
I think that we could probably have some vyears at 9 or 10 psr cent
sest. to mnake up the difference between what any kind of land would have
orth in 1973 in Calgary and what it would be worth in 1978.

just brings me back to the other point I want to raise. The minister
ted, Mr. Chairman, that the government decided that there was no other
ative but the five parcels in the west because the east land was not
le. Was there any serious consideration given, Mr. Minister, to Just
g the size of the park by the 400 and some acres and just saying: we're
to have maybe not a Cadillac park or a Volkswagen park but a Chevralet
ue'll jﬁst leave the 426 acres out, and some of the people in Calgary

he minister, but so be it; we just can't afford that kind of additional
ment?

RUSSELL: Yes, we did consider that. There are two aspects to that. UWe
citizens' advisory committee and the public opinion peoll and a neuspaper:
rtising +thing whereby the overall design for the park was developed by
citizens, and it included that west end. We could have taken it off
e it's in one solid lump, the most westerly mile; it will be the last
we get, and I suppose we could take it off. There are +two aspects +to

Number one, it leaves the existing landouwner in the park valley in an
mely favored position, and I'm not sure if that would be a good thing to
r not. I don't think so. Secondly, I don't know how long we're going to
re, but ‘I like to think that 50 or 100 yvears from now people will  look

and say: that was a great thing those guys did back in the '70s, keeping
Valley for a park, just like they kept Central Park or Stanley Park in



So we're having our wobbles and our difficulties arguing over
. The acquisition, the assembly program has been an extremely difficult
ut we're nearly there and I think it will be a worth-while project when
shed. _ o
oint the hon. member made about land prices as they go on: of course we
folling sunnary of what our per acre price for the total park was
out to, both with certain parcels in and with certain parcels out.
resting because the area east of the Macleod Trail, when you figure
out, cane to $4,875 an acre. Then we got some more land west of the
Trail, and when you lumped that into it, it brought the average up to
As vyou go on you can make those kinds of computations that the more
ou acquire the higher it brings up the average. But the average is kept
ow by the big initial acquisition that was nade east of the Macleod
ron the Burn#';anchesJ which was-really a very good purchase.

IRMAN: Mr. Clark.

: RK: To the minister. Mr. Minister, would you go back and explain to us
+ nore detail what kind of commitment the heritage fund has as far as
pital City Park and the Fish Creek Park are ceoncerned, in dollar values
‘could. And, Mr. Minister, one of the problems I have in the course of
- discussions is to sort out where the heritage money stops and where the
ing budget of the province takes over. So if you could outline that for
t would be a place to start.

JSSELL: With the two parks the heritage funds are for capital items; that
fid assembly and, in the case of the Capital City Park, dimprovements to
ind . Now the only costs of an operating nature included in those would
ple who are involved in those activites, like consultants or management
appraisers or that kind of thing.

ARK: That would come out of the fund?

USSELL: They're billed against the item in the fund so that if there are
sers involved in the land acquisition from Calmi to the Fish Creek Park,
ost of that appraisal is billed against the Calmi land acquisition."
the park is operative, the sort of park operating expenses are then
against Recreation, Parks and Wildlife.

ARK: As far as Ednonton is concerned?

USSELL: I'm . talking about Fish Creek. In the case of Edmonton it's
a unique thing which is covered by an agreement signed by the city and
rovince wherein by agreemnent there are phased doun percentages of cost
g in the ongoing operations and maintenance of the park over a period of
Those percentages change downwards. Again in the case of the Capital
ark the same kinds of procedures are used. The cost of getting anything
is applied against that particular project. For example, land
ition and building the pedestrian bridges across the river, all the
ties involved in getting those things done are billed against the
1l costs of the project. But once the park is in operation, we go into
greement with +the city and share those operational costs as per the
eBnent. And those costs are not in the heritage fund.
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Mr. Chairman, then to the minister. Mr. Minister, would it be
s for you to get for the committee a breakdown of the money that's been
som the heritage savings trust fund as far as the Capital City Park and
ek? For Capital City Park I'm particularly interested in +the amount
sy for land, the amount of money for improvements. And if you could
ose improvements down.

§ELL: I could give you a pretty good breakdown of that right now.

LARK: Also then get a breakdown of the amount of money that was spent as
ppraisals and engineering, specifically with the names of the firms
ELL: I don't have firm names with me this morning.

And could you also indicate to us how the engineering and design
e done. MWas it done by just simply the selection of particular firms,
here regquests for proposals going out? Just houw was that done?
§SELL: In +the case of +the Capital City Park we hired by contract a
‘flanager, and that was all left up to him. But I can get you all those
I'l1l give vyou a very quick breakdown if you're interested at the
fi . . . This gets complicated. You want actual dollars spent to date

If I can.

or pro rated 197% dollars for the '78 fiscal year?

X: As of today.
SELL: Okay.

: And, Mr. Minister, also just while you're finding that informatioen,
be possible to get the terms of reference which were given +to the
manager? I +think +that was the term you used as far as the Capital
was concerned, wasn't it? The terms of reference which were given
“and also the amount of money we paid him for the project.

ELL: Okay. The projected +total actual spending on the park --
of land purchases, and I'1l give you those in a moment -- |is
+800. In addition to that, land purchases come to $4,270,124. Just
de, under the 1974 agreement as amended we undertook to spend $2%
 'When it's broken down into all the components. That works out to the
llion figure that I gave you. Again I've got different figures, if
to the end of this fiscal year that we're talking about. Committed
fo March 31, 1978, is $25,078,000 of that $36 million figure +that I

There'll be about $11 million spent this year.

LF Yes, there's a lot of money that was spent in the last few months
ark.
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K: Do you have a breakdown of what you anticipate the cost is going to
e operating budget of the province of the operating portion of Capital

5ELL: No. There are no estimates of that as far as I knou.

I thought vou said it was that loose.

We know what the operating costs for the existing city parks had
the city had all that. We undertook a percentage share of those, so
were historic and known. There was an estimate done, I'm sure, of what
hanced and inmproved operating costs would ke. But there are still iters
e under discussion, the major one being policing. We don't think
a shared cost, and the city thinks it is becauss we've given thenm
police projection grants already. So those kinds of things are
& for debate bsiween the two governments.

ARK: Recognizing that there are always going to be matters for debate
n the two governments, can you give the committee, perhaps not today but
i, some kind of indication as to what the province projects is going to
ortion of the operating budget?

USSELL: Yes.

RK: As far as the Fish Creek Park in Calgary, Mr. Chairman, that would

JSSELL: Llell, +that will be more difficult because it's not on such an
ent as there is in Edmonton. It's strictly like any provincial park
province.

LARK: Well, you'd just be able to get the projected coperating costs much
s wouldn't you? There wouldn't have any

SSELL: Well, Mr. Adair would have those.

ARK: But Mr. Adair doesn't come before the committee.

* No.

LARK: So you could perhaps get them from him, if you would, for us. And
You also outline for us, Mr. Minister, the procedure that's being used

as the capital improvements at the park in Calgary? Did I hear you say
£ that that was basically being handled by Recreation, Parks and
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scpLL: Yes, and that shows as a separate item in your statement.

RK: On page 38, isn't it?

ELL: On page 35. You'll see at the bottom of the summary on page 35
» Fish Creek Park, Environment and Recreation are broken doun into +two

A ARK: Have Recreation, Parks and Wildlife gone to a project management
sment similar to Edmonton?

SELL: I believe that they are. I know that they have a project manager
ere, a fellow who used to be with the city parks department.

IRMAN: Mr. Taylor.

LOR: I wonder if I could get clarification, Mr. Russell, of the average
I realize these are rough averages, but do those rough averages on
ast and the west include all appraisals, all costs or just the land

JSSELL: They include appraisals. But those are a very small portion of
st and I don't think would affect the per acre price to any degres.

iYLOR: So those are an average of practically all costs involved?

YLOR: Thank you. There are two other items I would like to pursue. In
ion with the suggestion that the government considered expropriation of
tire area at the very start, I would have considered that a very
nt procedure, because it just doesn't seem to be our way of doing
ss. I'm very pleased that that was +thrown out. I believe that
iation always costs mores than entering into agreements and leaves a bad
in peoples' mouths. So I really appreciate the attitude the government.
en in regard to these expropriations as a last resort. I hope that
Ues to be the policy.
- other +thing I'd like to mention is in connection with the size of the
eek Park. I haven't travelled through it extensively, but I have done
le in the area and I think the value of the park would bes substantially
if the Mannix property were not included. I think that's going to add
t deal +to the park. In '65 when I attended the opening of the Pan-
n Highway through Central America, I noted in almost every one of those
American states large areas of park right in the heart of the various
I inquired of +the officials through the interpreter who | was
nying us about the tremendous value that could be for other things, and
People put a tremendous value on the fact that they had a park right in
eart of their city. I think, as you mentioned, maybe 50 or 100 vears
W people will begin to appreciate Fish Creek Park far more because the’
property was included. I +think that that decision was correct.
lly I'm prepared to support that decision.
other point I'd like to mention is in connection with land reclamation.
e to commend the minister on this program. I don't know who thought it
2ginally, but I imagine it was the minister. In the areas that I have
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s has been a tremendous program. My first question is: is there =one
of putting more money into this program to continue it, or is it now
5 be phased out?

SELL: No, it's our intention to continue it; in fact I'm coming forwaxd
next fiscal year with a request for double the funds of last vyear.
new program, it took a few months to get it rolling. Notwithstanding
t‘that we didn't spend our entire appropriation last vyear, I'm still
to ask for substantially more. I can't take credit for it. It came
& department.

AYLOR: Well, I'd like to say that cleaning up gravel pits and coal slack
waste areas like that is excellent.. But I +think therxe's another
I'd like to see your department look into pretty thoroughly; that is
areas in the 100-yvear flood plain areas, particularly those that are
e for habitation residences. The diking program that you propose in
aheller valley is going to have a very splendid effect on making a lot
.available that today is not available for subdivision. If some of our
aterials could be used to build up other areas aleng with +the diking
it would bring into use many, many acres == I wouldn't even hazarxd a
- how many but many, many acres —- of land that today are completely
nd, or uhere people live with the continual threat of being flooded
i the next big flood comes. I would like to see +the department look
e possibility of using this land reclamation program for raising areas
larly where pesople are presently living, as well as in areas where
en't living.

k¥ of the Newcastle flats after the '48 flood. People wexe urged to
r houses out of that area. It's a beautiful area except in times of
nd many people did move their houses. But now people like this and
ke a chance and go back in. I would think it would be a really
d serxvice if we could use public money to raises these areas so that we
> away with that 100-year flood threat. It mnay never occuxr in 100
on the other hand there is always that chance. 0One of the simplest
doing it is by raising that land. Sometimes it's only a matter of a
es. Along with diking, I think would be an excellent program that
3 happily received by people in all areas, whether they happen to live
reas ox not. Is there any thought of extending that program into this

SELL: Not specifically by way of the land reclamation program, although
i suggestion I hadn't considered, and we will, to see if it's possible.
are loocking on an individual basis at sites around the province.
the one you mentioned in Drumheller, and we've had a xrequest fronm
as a result of the works that are going in therxe to do the same; also
lurray. Perhaps we should be looking at this on a broader provincial
It's a +tricky thing because there's flood plain land on just about
ver in Alberta that could be developable if something were done.

RMAN: Mr. Notley.
'LEY: Mr. Chairman, I'd like just for a moment or two to move from the

ld reclamation to irrigation headworks. There's $3,009,000 listed on
Would the minister outline what that represents?
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sgLL: That represents works that we've carried out in the various
under the guidelines I mentioned. There are +three phases of the
6lved in each .one. There's what we call the progran, which includes
:ering consultant and the survey work; the construction itself; and
; separate component the Oldman study, which is now conplete.

ery quickly through the districts: in the Lethbridge northern there
$704,000, the two biggest items being $199,000 for consultants and
ahd soil testing on the nmain canal improvement, and $183,000 for
g right of way for canal and structure rehabilitation. In the
+. Mary component the total spent was $438,000, and the two biggest
= spending there were the replacement of the St. Mary spill slab for
and edquipment rental and .gravel for refacing the main canal for
in the united irrigation system there was $50,000 spent on
eous work. In the Carseland-Bow River headworks system, there was a
lion spent, the two biggest items being equipment rental and a
for the replacement of the waste-way number one structure. In the
quipment rental for reshaping and refacing the main canal, that was
excess of $200,000. And the waste-way contract I mentioned was
Going to the western headworks system we spent $185,000 there, the
expenditure being $165,000 for a drop structure on the canal. In the
View-Aetna system uwe invested $93,000; =again +there was structure
At Ross Creek, which is a little one at the east end, we spent

TLEY: Now +that the report is in from the conmittee studying the flow
¥+ on the O0ldman River, what is the government's tinmetable at this
*termns of dealing with that report and proceeding with the noney that
ined originally for irrigation headworks investment?

fﬁLLt Well, we're going as quickly as possible. A yvear ago at a public
'in Picture Butte I said +the government would strive <o reach a
on the najor structures by the end of 1978. HWe're still at this
yxking towards that objective, but I think it's becoming unrealistic.
rts are finished and the public hearings are due to begin the first
ovember. Now the chairman of the panel that's been selected has said
all 1likelihood we won't get their report until toward the end of
so we're at least two months behind there. We're still pushing

So at this point, assuming that vou don't get this report until
ﬂiof February, it would not be reasonable to expect a decision wuntil

SSELL: MWell, it may be a very easy report to deal with or very
I don't know. Obviously the government needs some time to consider
and make a decision.

It'1l be well after the election, anyway.

TLEY: Whether it's after the election or just before the election —-- but
?%eSUme it's after the election, in February, eh?

Minister, I want to raise this with the Minister of Agricutlure too, but
disucssions I've had with the irrigation people in southern Alberta
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1g a good deal of skepticism about the entire $200 million being within
A distance of being adequate. Some of the irrigation managers just
and say that one of +the districts alone could use the entire $200
How do we arrive at that figure? Are we committed to it? Is that
in stone? Because last year before the heritage committee we had the
er of Agriculture telling us that this was fine, this was all that was
; and all that could really be invested. But the irrigation people tell
otally different thing.

RUSSELL: Well, there's two aspects to it. Number one, I don't think it's
in stene. It was made public in this little brochure that received
wide distribution late in 1974 and early 1975. I think it's easier for
yister of Agriculture to deal with his: portion of that sum, because he's
90- million and he pays it out in 10 annual $9 million installments. Of
the various irrigation districts could use however much more you wanted
ve them. There are all sorts of things. You could line all the canals
crete, desalinize all the fields, put in underground tiles, automate
puterize all their controls; there's no limit to what they could spend.
ye committed to this. I think there's no question that the $110 million
ivironment proposed in 1974 dollars is substantiaily short of what a
nsive program will cost. We already have some indication of that in
mittee's repoxrt. MWe're up over $300 million just on the basis of their
dations.

JITLEY: So at this juncture, if we are to redeem the pledge made in 1975,
illion is clearly unrealistic and we'd be looking more at the
of the committee report. Would that be a fair assessment? In
are we looking at a substantial increase in the heritage £fund
oh to irrigation headworks?

SELL: I don't know, because many of the components of course can be
out within very close estimates of what those prices were. What I'm
to do 1is set aside the main storage or control structure. I think
no question that if we go into a meaningful program we'll have to put
ney into that. There was, I think, $65 million in here for that. But
r components I think are very close to being right.

TLEY: But the main storage structure is going to cost an awful lot more
nillion?

SELL: Oh, yes. And we have current '78 prices in here.

LEY: And that will come out of the heritage +trust fund in all
ood, if the government proceeds?

SSELL: I'm guessing; I would think it would, yes.

LEY: So this is something we can look at down the road?

.'ELL= Yes.

m‘ftEY: I see.
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1ysSELL: If the decision is made to go ahead with it, tken I'm assuming we
j want to continue funding through heritage funds.

NOTLEY: If " the decision is made not to proceed -- and I realize this is
g into another vear, so it's not entirely appropriate 1o raise it --
I would ask you, Mr. Minister, whether or not either vou or the Minister
jculture have assessed during the last year that this report covers a
Qency plan of shifting part of that headworks investment into the
nent of Agriculture rehabilitation section. Has that been given any
.deration?

RUSSELL: My understanding is that it would be unrealistic to separate the
MThere‘s not really much point in putting the investment into the
idual parcels which 1lie below the headworks system unless the systenm
is substantially rehabilitated'and the capacity expanded.

MNOTLEY: So in actual fact the headworks system, which almost certainly
include some form of water storage, is necessary in the government's vieuw
s time in order to meet the objective?

3USSELL: Yes.

MOTLEY: So one may be looking at what site, but we are looking at water
ge almost for sure, regardlsess of what the ECA says.

RUSSELL: Well, +the only caveat on that is whether or not you want to
irrigated areas. 5o we could, I suppose, make a policy decision
sime 1in the future that we won't try to expand the districts, and we'll
rehabilitate and service better what is there. O0On that basis the funds
have been cutlined are, I think, adequate. But the long-term planning is
llnly to substantially expand irrigated acreage. If we continue with that
on  —-- it's one that has to be reviewed from time to time —-- then we're
our kinds of argunments.

NOTLEY: This, I realize, is something that is within the_purvieu of the
er of Agriculture, but it also has implications for you because. if we-
d irrigation very substantially, it obviously has implications as far as
rks are concerned. Because we can't expand unless we have some major
ons on water storage on the 0Oldman River and possibly other river
s as well.

governrent is talking about 300,000 acres in this report. Some of the
tion people tell me that that's not realistic, with the $200 mnillion
we've allocated. But they say that the real potential is more in the
orhood of 5 million acres +that could be irrigated. What is the
ment doing in terms of coming to a conclusion on how far they want to go
rrigation, and has any price tag been placed on it?

SSELL: No. MWe're still going by the policy here; that is, first of all,
ance the land which is nouw irrigated. The second priority would be to
- acreage within existing districts, and the last step, way down the line
ere, would be to expand the districts themselves. So it's a three-part
n, and we're proceeding on that basis.

in +the long-term planning =-- and this is what the reports and, I
Se, the public hearings that are coming will point out ==~ if vou're going
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jeve the full expanded potential, there are certain things that are
sary, including on-stream and off-stream storage. So that's a major
9 decision that's coming.

LEY: And that surely must be a major policy decision before we get into
What I'm saying is: if we decide that the objective is to eventually
ate all the additional acres, that additional 5 million acres, surely
is going to have some impact on the decisions we make on headworks nou.
it be a reasonable proposition to have to make changes down the road?
gyery much like a major project being changed halfway through. If we're
V to go all the way and reach that total objective, it would seem to nme
¢hat kind of policy decision almost has to be made before we launch on
orks work; that is, major headworks construction.

RUSSELL: Yes, I think you're partially right, because the storage is the
feature of that. Insofar as canal, weir, drop structure, siphons, and
kinds of things, those go ahead whatever. Even if you weren't expanding
ore acre, vou'd want to carry out that rehabilitation work.

ar as expanding the capacities of, say, some of the canals from their
nt 500 CFS to 1,500 or whatever, that ties in with vhat storage right be
ble. At that point vou then get into: is the storage going to be off-
# or the ultimate on-stream? Then you get into this cost/benefit thing,
4hat's really what this is all about. The debate as to whether or not
kind of money should be put into irrigation I'm sure will be heard this

HAIRMAN: Mr. Clark.

LARK: Mr. Chairman, a number of areas dealing with this question of water
ent. Mr. Minister, when you outlined the three broad general areas
~your department spent money on this vyear, vyou talked in terms of
6éering and consultants, construction, and the 0ldman study. I +take it
what you said there that we're funding studies such as the 0Oldman study
f the heritage savings trust fund?

RUSSELL: Yes.

LARK: What other major studies are we funding out of the heritage savings
fund at this time, as far water management is concerned?

RUSSELL: None. It's the policy that I outlined with the two parks. The
6f consulting that belongs with a specific project is billed against that

CLARK: Mr. Minister, the reason I ask the question is that it seems to ne
'S a fairly significant difference here. The decision was made to go
on the Capital City Park and the Fish Creek Park, and then it logically
s that the consultants and so on would be funded out of here. At 1least
e surface it seems to ne sonewhat different as far as the 0ldman
ion is concerned, because if we follow +that policy along completely,
is a presumption there that vou're going to build the dam regardless of
scommendations?

RUSSELL: No.
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LK:4N0U1d you explain the difference to me, then?

: Yes. What we said we'd do is invest $200 million. We broke it

lion. Now that's what we're committed to as a minimum. When vou look
nd where to spend that $65 million, vou get into these reports. And I
he consultants and the studies that are background as to spending that
1ion on storage are legitimately billed against that component.

ARK: Okay. MWe can carry on that discussion some other time.

inister, what other water management projects across the province are
41y under consideration? I go back to the comment vyou made initially
when vyou said that your department is considering that recommendation
3id should "be given to investment in water management”. What other
ts, other than the Oldman, are we looking at?

Well, we've already announced the Paddle River project and the
slave Lake, and I would hope that both of those would be funded fronm

It's not in at the present time, and it's under consideration
ar or not it should be transferred. It was started, as you know, before
was a heritage savings trust fund. Yecu can make arguments both ways
er or not it should be transferrxed; it's possible that it could be. I
know if it will or not.

CLARK: At what stage is the government’'s consideration about lumping a
le anount of money available for dealing with the recommendations of the
onment Consexvation Authority on exosion in the northern part of the
nce? Axe we in a situatioen now where we may well allocate., let's say.,
million in that area?

RUSSELL: No. not that much, but there are considerable funds through nmy
artment in the operating budget this year for the recommendations of that
ttee report to be carried out.

; CLARK: 1Is there any. consideration being given to funding that out of
tage savings trust funds?

USSELL: No.

CLARK: Definitely no?

R. RUSSELL: No.
CLARK: One other area, Mr. Chairman . . .

RUSSELL: Just to explain that, it gets very difficult at times, because if
look at what the act says about how a capital project qualifies for this,
Uess you're looking at things that wouldn't be done under ordinary
‘umstances as an ongoing department responsibility. So you have to say
in all probability this capital project would not be done under ordinary
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stances. HNouw the erosion control measures in northuestern Alberta, I
a legitimate department responsibility. The Red Deer dam and
announced and commenced, the preliminaries were commenced, before
heritage fund.

Wasn't +the improvement and the continued maintenance of the
t+ion system in southern Alberta, which is being funded out of here, a
@hile project? In fact that kind of congoing maintenance work was being
ong before the heritage fund was thought of.

B{fSSELL: Yes, that's true. Whether or not they should just have continued
old basis is a good question.

‘', ARK: How do you as minister make those judgnents in the course of your
endations to the . . .

RUSSELL: There were +the +two agreements: the one with the fedsral

msent in 1§73, and then the later ones with +the individual irrigation

cts in 1975, which constituted two mnajor +transfers. So the

&ibility for the irrigation resources themselves was transferred fron

‘ederal government +to the province in '73. Then we took over the

ship in '75 of all these works, with the undertaking with the individual
ticn districts that we would improve them.

ARK: My question, Mr. Minister, and perhaps I didn't state it very well.
do you make a decision in your own mind as to what is on the operating
of +the budget? What kinds of projects come there? What kinds of
ts come out of the heritage fund? Because it seems to me that, well, as
olleague said yesterday, it becones a matter of judgment.

RUSSELL: Yes, it does. All the departments put in two lists, I guess
call them., at pre-budget time. One is the capital projects you want to
ake as part of the ongoing activities of the department, and the othex
r heritage savings trust funds and investments. We +try +to wuse the
ines according to the legislation. Now it becomes very difficult at
 to argue, well, this would have been done in any event, or -- 1it's a
difficult decision.

CLARK: Mr. Minister, you perhaps announced this already, but I missed it.
€ the individuals who are going to be on the panel for +the Environment
of Alberta and +their hearings in southern Alberta starting in

RUSSELL: The chairman is Dr. Arnold Platt, who was the nominee of Unifarm.
er menber is Tom Sissons, a local businessman from Redcliff and a
¢S§sional engineer by +training. A third one is Dixon Thompson, who is a
rsity of Calgary professor in the School of Environmental Design and I
has some special knouwledge in environmental and water management
lres. I'm trying to remember who the fourth one is. O0Oh, Mr. Crerar, uwho
tatute is vice-chairman of all theses panels.

3

CLARK: Just one last question here, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Ministexr, did I
tpret your remarks earlier to say that the Paddle project, the Dldman
ct, and the Lesssr Slave Lake project are thes only three projects which
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is time are heing considered as water management projects under the
ge savings trust fund, capital projects portion?

‘RUSSELL: Those are the ones I see in the immediate futur: as a long-range
s0k. Of course we're looking at the rivers that go through other cities
- than just Calgary and Edmonton. An RDA has besen put on the Oldman Rivex
4y in Lethbridge to Xind of protect it against furthexr development;
ser or not that will be taken any further I don't know. We've also funded
‘park planning studies for the river valley in Medicine Hat. We'll be in
.sition at a later time to make decisions on those kinds of projects, but
4&3 very tentative at the moment. So they're just in the planning RDA

CLARK: But as far as the major basins are concerned —- the Red Deerx, the
y Saskatchewan -- there are no major projects on those as far as the
:age fund is concerned?

RUSSELL: No.
'LARK: As far as the Peace, the same situation?
‘RUSSELL: No.

CLARK: The only major river system in the province where there'd be a
sct out of heritage funds now would be the 0ldman in the south?

RUSSELL: MWell, it depends what you call a project. MWe have the studies
e paid for for Dunvegan, and that's sitting there.

JLARK: But that doesn't come out of the heritage.

RUSSELL: No. But it's possible that if the government ever decided to do
hing, vou know, it could be considered for +that kind of +thing. But
s a big "if", and some time in the future. 1I'd only be guessing if I
sone kind of comment on that.

CLARK: So of the major river systems in the province, the 0ldman is the
¥ one where there's a major commitment?

RUSSELL: The major emphasis is on the South Saskatchewan basin now.
HORSMAN: Mr. Chairman, for the record I'd like the minister to recognize

while Mr. Sissons was born in Redcliff, he is a resident of Medicine Hat.,
® he was an alderman for a number of vyears.

'HAIRMAN: Mr. Taylor.

TAYLOR: For clarification, Mr. Russell. You mentioned the Carseland-Bow
23 I believe you said half a million dollars? I would like to have that
Ce . Secondly, did +that involve any storage, or 1is that simply
ghtening and . . .2
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is5ELL: Well, perhaps these things mean something to you if you know the
+ter than I do. There was $217,500 spent on reshaping, gravelling, and
%+ the main canal.

LOR: Two hundred and seventeen?

YSSELL * Yes. And again I'm rounding figures. Therxe's $157,000 for the
for waste-way number one. There was $36,000 for a power operator for
] structures on the south McGregor and Little Bow components. There uwas
9 for a new bridge, and $76,000 on seepage control, which involved

and construction of tile drain.

YLOR: There wasn't any actual money, then, spent on the headworks of the

$iSSELL: No, not during the fiscal period we're talking about.

f4YLOR: Thank you.

AIRMAN: Mr. HNotley.

OTLEY: Mr. Chairman, I just have several other questions that deal with
or four items, a couple of thsm for clarification. But first of all on
yestion of basin water management, the minister indicated the South
chewan system. Are we looking, then, at some additional heritage roney
the Bow, because that is eventually part of the South Saskatchewan systen?

USSELL: I don't Xnow. The department is only at the preliminarv stages
ting inteo any sort of significant studies on that.

OTLEY: There will be, however, studies on water management? I just

the discussion we had in the estimates subconmittee where the
ionment agreement with Saskatchewan had cccasioned studies on the Red
the Bow, and the South Saskatchewan. So at some point, then, it nay
be that we would be looking at not just the 0ldman system but an expanded

The work that's been done to date, really, is all the back-up
and the sort of comprehensive studies wherein the government reviewed its
on on the Bassano weir as opposed to a new structure at what's called
remore site. So there was a lot of work done on possible storage
1ties and variations of that in order to confirm that dscision.

e now into a second major study, primarily as a result of what's
ing in Medicine Hat, and that deals with water quality in +the Bow. I

it's well known, the stuff that's been done on the Red Deexr and the
ion taken there and the pending decisions that are going to have to be
on the Oldman, the last component of that river basin. In their report

talk about the assumptions that are being made insofar as apportionment
Sncerned and our agreement with the Saskatchewan government.

£ I'm saying is that I think the 'basic guidelines for the basin
Jement are pretty well ocutlined now. The skeleton is there, and it's just
to be a matter of firming up details; for example, water quality on the



...22.-

yTLEY: So . it would be a reasonable statement to move from what you've
> another area; that is, when we talk about river basin management, at
;int the PRIME project comes in. Is PRIME now dead as a doornail? Is
1ly finished in terms of a concept, or is it still 1lurking in the
of environmental officials and engineers?

jsSELL: It's not lurking anywhere. MWe're going forward on an individual
ﬁasin basis. HNow I supposes at some point it's inevitable that somebody
, future will talk about: why don't you transfer water from one basin to
9 The minute you start doing that, somebody will say, aha, that's
I perceive that day coming sometime in the future. Some government
s looking at that. But as far as we're concerned, PRIME is dead.

ATLEY: And as far as all the studies that the government undertook before
amitment on irrigation was made to southern Alberta, we could even reach
million acre expansion without undertaking a modified version of PRIME.
‘have enough water in either the 0ldman or the Bow to handle the full
ton, not the 300,000 acres cited in this report but the full, potential

n without getting into the entire PRIME concept, which . .

ISSELL: No. You know, the water supply is limited. Even if thev go into
8v call the management bv manipulating the ground cover-up and the
tars, oxr bringing groundwater into +the river basin component, it's
So that would be znother major decision; for exanple, bringing water
rom the Athabasca or the Peace system inte sovthern Alberta. But I
:hink that would be considered, certainly in my texrm hera.

OTLEY: I suspect that, bearing in mind the costs, T wonder how many of us
till be around. At least I'd nate to be around to pay for the costs of
the Peace River.

SSELL: Yeah. I think vou've zeroed in on it, because the costs of even
1at might be called a reasonable expansion of the irrigation facilities
ithern Alberta are going to be approaching half a billion dollars.
@ large investment by anvbody's yardstick. So if you look at the £323
here that talks about storage components and desalinization and those
£ things, and if you add that to what my department has already spent
at the Minister of Agriculture is allocating on a yearly grant basis,
already exceptionally generous funds either committed or under
ation, without taking into effect transfer of additional waters.

TLEY: If I may just move from there. But if there's a supplementary
n on that I have a sort of related question, but it is in a slightly
nt area. So if there's a supplementary on that.

IRMAN: Mr. Tavlor.

LDR: Yes, possibly two questions. One is: undesr the agreement with the
an government we always have to permit a certain perxcentage of the water
river into the next province. Do you know offhand what percentage
Is it half?

It's 50 per cent, but there's a qualifying clauss, in that we
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AYLOR: Arising out of that -- and I'm thinking largely about the WID,
wany farmers last year found that they lost money because they couldn't
ster the last +two weeks of the irrigation period when water was very
jal -- are we anywhere close to the maximum amount of storage we could
fom the Bow River at the present time?

6SELL: No, we're not. It's a question of how it's managed. The earlier
6 reports talked about using existing Calgary Power structures as a
sent tool, and that's one option. But there's some additional off-
fstorage combined with the Bassano weir that would give us additional

ty-.
YLOR: Thank you.

OTLEY: Mr. Chairman. what would be the potential number of acres, Mr.
sr, if we nmade full use of the Oldman and the Bow? We were talking
the 5 nillion, and you indicated we'd have to talk about some fairly
icant shifting of water in +the province. But what would be +the
al if we just took those two rivers? Let's separate the Red Deer for a
~and just look at the two.

HSSELL: I don't know. I would have to get that for vou. I've seen ths
figures you're using, and even in the 0Oldman there's disagreement among
nsultants, the Department of Agriculture, and the irrigation districts
hat 1s the ultimate. I think they're working on 800,000 acres here.
with the Bow, I don't know; I could probably get vou that figure if

[LEY: Please, if you would.

ofider 1f I could move from there to another water basin gquestion. The
on had arisen yesterday -- and this is really Mr. Musgreave's area --
estion of power dams or electrical powsr investment. The Provincial
e¢r indicated yesterday that the government hadn't made any commitments
estment in this area but would be looking at it. HNow it would seem to
at some point the Department of the Environment would have to becone
ery much involved if we proceed with, for example, Dunvegan or with the
the Slave. There would have to be major commitment by not only vyour
ment, Mr. Minister, but undoubtedly the heritage trust fund might be an
source of investment.

estion really is +twofold. The Dunvegan study was completed several
and suggested that the study be undertaken on the Slave. MWhere does
ally stand now? I gather there have been some problems.

SELL: Well, we're trying to keep in touch with the B.C. government with
to Dunvegan because there's an important econcmic policy decision
‘it's what +they <call low-head or medium-head that may eventually be
ed there. The medium-head is more attractive on an econonic basis +to
berta government but at the present time has some concerns for the B.C.
nt. So that's kind of sitting on the shelf at the moment.

Power 1is doing some preliminary studies of its own at the Mountain
site, and the question remains whether we should let them continue as a
company or perhaps assume the responsibility for the studies
¥€S. That decision hasn't been taken yet.
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BTLEY: Could it not have been made, in view of the conclusion of the
én study which, as I understand reading it, was +that before we do
on Dunvegan ‘we should be looking carefully at Mountain Rapids? At
oint, after the government had commissioned the Dunvegan study, why did
4+ take the next logical step, it would seem to me, and commission a

SELL: I don't know if I understand +the question, because it is
ding.

EY: But why did the government of Alberta not commission the study? I
é Calgary Power is doing somne studies but it's not, as I understand it,
comprehensive study similar to the Dunvegan study of 1974.

SELL: Oh, well what they have in nind is very comprehensive. It'll
jce what Dunvegan would cost. As I mentioned, the question is whether
the government should undexrtake that and have complete control of it or
¥ Calgary Power on its own initiative under a permit system should do
I can't perceive at the present time if it really matters who does it.
work has been going on for two years now, the aerial work, some of the
suring, and the ice monitoring. So it is under way.

TpEYi When will it be completed?
SSELL: The whole thing?

[LEY: Yes., the study on the Mountain Rapids site.

ELL: You're looking at about a four or five-vear period there,

ELEY= What discussions have taken place with British Columbia in view of

-t that they are now well towards completion of their second dam and are
g at the possibility of a third dam on the Peace River?

SELL: I don't mind these questions, but we're so far away from what's
report in front of us that . . .

LEY: Well, I raise it in the light that at some juncture we may be
§ at invesiment in power from +the heritage +trust fund. That was
to us as a possibility vesterday by the Provincial Treasurer. It
me that this committee is uniquely equipped to try to get some of the
'm planning that the government has, if it has any.

5SELL: All right, the reason I said that is that I don't have a specific
to give because there's no specific action being taken on Dunvegan.
fiffing there, and every +time another thermal generating plant is
2d we go back and review whether or not it makes sense to continue with
onal thermal plants or at what point Dunvegan should be brought in. Tke
On on Dunvegan is: is it low-head or mediun? I'm only guessing, but
.Seens to be sonme softening of opinion on the B.C. side as to whether or
nedium Dunvegan should go ahead. If that were a possibility, I think
e that we should examine very closely. What we do is look at bringing
Jer generated from the low-head Dunvegan on-stream in conjunction with
= and there's a variety of thermal plants under consideration at the
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ent time, as vou know. It all comes down to the cost of power, and the
nal plants are still the more attractive.

~0;(;'HAIRP"H‘-\]NH Are there any further questions to the minister?

NOTLEY: Mr. Minister, I have just one small question here to clarify, back
se Capital City Park again. Wes looked at the $12,923,000 and the minister
ined the parcels: 102, 40, and then the Shaw family. Would the $9,700,000
is left involve the five parcels that are now before expropriation or
d that just be the Mannix parcel? Just so I have that clear in my mind.

'ARUSSELL= No, it involves all of then.
NDTLEY: All five of them?

RUSSELL: Yes.

:‘ TLEY: I see.

CHAIRMAN: If +there are no further guestions, thank you very much, Mr,
stex. If you would see that the information on those one or +two points
{ be given to Mr. Notely and Mr. Clark. We appreciate yvour coming. This
first real go-around vou've had with our committee, and we appreciate

SSELL: Thanks, Mr. Chairman.

CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Mr. Minister.

~“we - could <call a break for five minutes now to go and get Mr. Dallas
It, we could reconvene at 11 o'clock.

ink we'll call the meeting to order.

have with wus the Hon. Dallas Schmidt, Associate Minister of Energy and
1 Resources. Under his portfolio, with respect to +the heritage +trust
¢ome the grazing leases. 50 if we would more or less keep our questiorns
ed to the area that Mr. Schmidt is responsible for that comes undexr the
ige trust fund, it would probably facilitate everybody. Mr. Schmidt, do
Ve any opening remarks with respect to your portfolio as it pertains to
itage trust fund?

HMIDT: Thank vyou, Mr. Chairman. The anount allocated to the grazing
'€ program under the heritage savings trust fund was $1 million. The
that were expended were expended on six basic grazing reserves, of
Ouxr wexre in the northern part of the province and +two in the grey-
areas, one in the east-central and one in the west-central region.

hink it would be easier, Mr. Chairman, to ansuwer any questions that come
was the first vear of construction, really, and the first vear of
g the grazing reserve program under way.

IRMAN: Mr. Clark.

ARK: Mr. Schmidt, perhaps you could help us by giving us some idea of
Yview of the program. Do you just see these six being done? Is it a
a larger program? Where do you see it moving to from here?
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FuMIDT: Well, the program itself is an ongoing program. It should run
4yearS- with the total expenditure in +the vicinity of $26 million.
of the size, nature, and planning that go into grazing reserves, and
of the actual physical aspect of bringing them on-stream, we hope to
on between four and five each year on an ongoing basis, depending upon
f within an area for grazing. Ssecondly, land assembly is one of the
55‘ t+hat does exist. We have areas that are in need of grazing in one
another. To meet the requirements of a grazing reserve, land assenmbly,
e, becomes one of the bigger problens.

é hope to bring on about four a year. Those that we started in the last
5f course, will take between four and five years for +total completion.
% is the intention that as we go along with the grazing reserve program,
. about year two and three, as we have grazing available, ws will bring
-stream so we can serve some of the needs of that area even though
ill be continuing work going on to complete themn.

ve striving at a size of about 15,000 acres, depending upon the location
.course the need. For tuo basic reasons ue feel that we should meet the
ing need at the present time, and on the completion of the program should
e flexibility to meet beyond that demand for grazing and be able +to
, any slack as that demand increases over the period of vears.

LARK: Mx. Chairman, a supplementary dquestion +to the minister. Mr.
er; what areas does the program view as the areas where the need is nou?

CHMIDT: lWell, +the program itself deals with the grey-wocded aress. In
garameters. it starts somewhere in around Rocky Mountain House area --
jld be a little bit south because it falls very close, in some cases,
‘the Eastern Slopes —- and goes in a sort of circle around the <¢ity of
on and off to the east and of course the total north part of the
: We have areas of need existing at the present +time in the Rocky"
There 1is a request and the need somewhere in the Drayton Valley area,
» one in the Edson area. O0f course those in Whitecourt area and beyond
‘like some expansion. Some of the reserves that have been in existence
ne time may need some further expansion, and of course the program would
§ that opportunity.

e that we've started on, of course, are mostly in the north, as I've
+« The four we started this last vear, of course all in the north of
Prairie, were Bear Canyon, Blueberry Mountain, Fort Vermilion area, and
¥airie. Wolf Lake in the east-central, we've started on that one; and
ension to Medicine Lake, which is just west of Winfield and serves that
2inbey, Winfield, Buck Lake, Alder Flats. Although there are community
in some of the areas, they can't handle the demand that exists, so
gone to the expansion. It's interesting to note that Medicine Lake is
‘the three that has sheep grazing on it, which seems to be an. increasing
¢ross the province. " We will have to look at, perhaps, an area where we
it directly +to sheep itself, although in Medicine Lake we use a
ed grazing between sheep and cattle and it's proven satisfactory for

ARK: Mr. Chairman, to the minister. Mr. Minister, you may not have this
ation with vou, but can you give us some indication of how many grazing
25 and grazing allotments are presently in operation, just so we can get
of a balance?
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CHMIDT: I don't have that figure. I could make it available to vou.
11y we have grazing co-ops, grazing associations, of course, which
e Crown land, that are administered and run by the menbers themselves.
rovide a need in an area. We have community pastures; ithey are perhaps
~ grazing reserves in comparison to what we're looking at now. We have
grazing ressrves that were on-stream and some that were partially started
iadn't been completed. I could get that number and either provide it to
hairman or directly to you, if you so wish.

., CLARK: If you would. And, Mr. Minister, if you could give us a breakdoun
5 the size and also a ballpark figure as to the capacity?

CLARK: That would allow us then to draw some comparisons. And could you
15 a breakdown also of the anticipated capacity of the six that are in
rocess now of being developed?

CHMIDT: The six that are being developed: in fact all of them last year
sh equal amount of development. The first year, we were aiming at 2,000
of brush being cleared and of course, ongoing, 2,000 acres of breaking
eding. But we managed to achieve the 2,000 acres in all six of the
\y reserves that were started last vear.

“GLARK: I'm thinking in terms of the anticipated carrying capacity of

0f what the end result would be on cenpletion date?

’LARK: Yes, of those six. And are all the contracts and everything
led by your lands people?

HMIDT: Yes.

CHAIRMAN: Mr. Notley.

{0TLEY: Several of the questions I was going to ask have been asked. Mr.
tér, I'm sure you don't have this information with vou, but I wonder if
ould supply at least me with it; that is, the money that was allocated
ear was $685,000 from the trust fund. Could you give us the figures as
€ amount that was spent on each of the six grazing reserves? I don't
t you to have that . .

HMIDT: I have that here if you wish.
ITLEY: Well, if you have that, could vou give it to us, please?
CHMIDT: At Bear Canyon, there was $167,997.80 expended on the contract

clearing and piling. ' At Blueberry Mountain -- and of course these are
r 2,000 acres -- the expenditure was $74,760. In Fort Vermilion,
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If vou wish, I would go back and give you the exact number of acres
re cleared.

{TLEY: Yes.

¢HMIDT: Bear Canyon was 3,788 acres. On Blueberry Mountain, there were
/ eared and piled. Fort Vermilion, 2,400 acres, and in High Prairie
was $112,860 expended for 1,980 acres. In Wolf Lake, which is east—
; there were 913 acres cleared for an expenditure of $39,030.75. In
e Lake, +there were 2,366 acres cleared for an expenditure of
0.40.

brings the +total amount expended for clearing and piling on the six
razing reserves to $592,955.95 for the clearing of 13,127 acres. We
stimated . the cost at $800,000, but fortunately the tenders that came in
clearing were lower than we had anticipated. In +the tendering
re, many +tenders were received in each area on each grazing reserve,
course there was terrific variance betwsen the low bid and high bid.
estimates were rather difficult. We could only go on past experience
we do clearing on an ongoing basis each winter, but it wvaries
upon the availability of equipment and, I guess, how hungry the

EY: Mr. Minister, what is the projected amount for the current vyear?

HMIDT: I think that's available hexe. 1I'll check it out for you. Fron
I think it's $3 million.

TLEY: I see. I assume if it's $26 million over 10 vears, it would be

MIDT: Well, of course the program will have to continue on the six that
tarted.and it would continue on roughly +the same basic, plus the
of what has been done. 5o it would exceed what's been expended on the
t have been started. And the new ones that would be announced would
on on the first stage of roughly 2,000 acres, give or take. It depends
area itself and, of course, the weather conditions.

TLEY: What do vyou +think the average cost would be? Do you have
€35 now? t's encouraging to see that the tenders have been slightly
our estimates, but what are we looking at for the completion of each of
eserves? Something in the neighborhood of obviously $1 million plus.
we have any figures on, say, the six that have been announced to date,
are looking at by the time we get the fences up and the 1land broken
ded in places, and barns and corrals and what have vou?

HMIDT: If we use the average that about 60 per cent of the grazing
area would be improved because of the multi-use concept that is going
t, +there is about 40 per cent of it left in its natural state to meet
uirements of wildlife, the environmental aspects of watershed and, of
some +topcgraphy which is left in its natural state. In the odd one
od lots are included if they happen to fall within the grazing reserve
Rather +than exclude +them, +they are part and parcel of the grazing
and of course will be utilized as wood lots in the winter season.
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suld appear that we're looking at roughly -- and this would certainly be
imate, but at the prices that are coming in on the average =--— betugen
00 and $900,000. for the improving of all the 60 per cent of the area
hould be improved, plus the cost of fencing, plus the cost of watex
if it's necessary in the area, plus the cost of a residence and corrals
full-tinme pasture manager. In some cases access road, of course, is
of it. We don't want +to establish a grazing reserve and because of
cause any hardships on either the municipality or the individual, so we
, that as part of the grazing reserve itself.

f would say you're looking at about $9 million, give or take. Some are
¥ than others because of land assembly -- it's difficult to reach -- and
irse the need may not be as great. So it would vary, but you would be
lose, somewhere in the million dollar class.

MOTLEY: Among the six reserves that have been established, to what extent
have to go through land assembly procedures? Most of it, I know in +the
¥eas in my constituency, is Crown land; but I assume that there would be
rivate parcels that we have to pick up here and there?

CHMIDT: The majority, in fact I would say closes to 99 per cent of the
ye are looking at for land asszembly, are Crown owned. There is the odd
in land assembly where we do run into some deeded parcels and we have,
three options. In sorme cases, if the individual does not reside on
arcel, we can exchange land mutually, so we are both in agreement. If
dividual lives on his total holdings within the reserve and wishes to
we can then negotiate and purchase out of the reserve area those parcels
d2d land. If the individual wishes to remain, this hasn't caused us any
ns. We usually +try to pick up an option., so if he wishes to continue
g; ranching, or whatever his operation happens to be, he can continue to
with no hardships to him. At the end of the times he wishes to call it
why we just exercise the option.

he few instances that we've had to deal with, ws've had excellent co-
ion from the individuals. Sometimes we have to shift the boundaries if
up some deeded land so that we don't cause any hardships on the
flual. But it hasn't been a problen.

EY: Mr. Minister, by and large I think I'd have to say that in my area
gram has been very well received by ranchers. There have been several
ints, though, that in the brushing and clearing, some of the contractors

of the natural clumps of trees +that should be left to offer
have been taken doun. To what extent are vyour people in the

keeping an eye on this? 1I'vé seen one area whexe I think it looks
like a lunar landscape. It's a pity because it will depress the value
 grazing reserve, where if we'd just had a few of the natural clumps aof
eft, I would think it would be much better for the cattlemen.

MIDT: It is a problem, first of all because you're dealing with
€tors; secondly, you're dealing with a very large area. Ne‘found after
'Year's c¢learing that, to my knowledge, there is one instance where the
iher went beyond and cleared an area that was designed to be left. In
>ase, of course, it will be fenced off and reforested to get back to the
t it was left in the first place.
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spd large we are well pleased with the type of woxk that we got done by
& contractors. But because of the experience we had in the first vyear,
6ur intention to place a project manager while the clearing is going on
sure that we stay within the basic bounds of the area that has been
d out. Perhaps this will alleviate the one problem that I'm aware of.
we agree that if you're not familiar with the grazing reserve planning
involved, it's the collective planning really of all the departments
re most closely related and all those that it touches and borders on.
apning comnittee that looks at the area for land assembly covers the
‘ent of Agriculture; our own department; Department of the Environnment;
:ion, Parks and Wildlife; Municipal Affairs; Transportation. It's +the
- gstudy that is done by each and every one that we come out with the end

6ld concept of community pastures, of course, used to be block clearing;
ﬁked out a block and it bzcame very square or rectangular. But we found
he period of years that if you're going to set up a grazing reserve in
s we're looking at, to meet the requirements of all the departnents,
fer words to have something that is workable and recognizing that multi-
e of concept, we find that somne of the clearing now follows what the
aphy will let us do. We've gone away from block clearing and that, of
is another aspect. It makes it difficult from the catskinner's point
to follow some of the contour lines which he is given to follow.
why we feel perhaps a project manager, on-site while the clearing is
would give this type of expertise and that we would end up with those
leared that we wish to be cleared.

I have a question, Mr. Chairman. Have you worked out, as yet, the
hedule vou'll be charging peopls putting cattle in the grazing reserves?
£ be similar to a comnunity pasture, or will there be an effort to
- somz return on the capital investment that we are allocating from the
e trust fund? Will that be a factor in determining the fees?

HMIDT: The intent behind +the grazing reserve program was a fee-for-
basis, recognizing of course that in the past the grazing reserves
st have a fixed rate for them, and depending upon, I guess, whose eyes
% through whether there is a subsidization or not to the industry. But-®
tent is for a long-term recovery over a period of years to cover
ly the operating and some of the capital over a long term, so that the
reserves themselves achieve first of all the purposes for which they
‘ablished, and secondly would carry themselves.

the reserves that will come on-stream, the costs will not be any
nt from those reserves that exist. It's rather difficult +to have a
ce system because one happ=ns to be under one fund or another. So they
Yy on on the price per head for which each individual 1is responsible
azing. As they are nouw, they will be reviewed on an annual basis. O0f
there are many factors. Some are tied to a formula that we use, and
Uctuates with the price of finished cattle. It's a system the ranchers
>le in the livestock agree with and, of course, it will fluciuate back
rth. There will be a differential between thoss who use grazing
S$; those who pay straight lease rental as individuals and the price
charged to co-ops and grazing associations, because they don't benefit
from the type of improvements that we're doing on the grazing reserve
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JTLEY: What I'm getting at in asking that question is® because there are
70 be reasonably substantial investments involved of approximatély $1
n, what I wouldn't want to see happen is to have a fee schedule that is
arly connected to getting a return on the heritage fund that we are
ng too much, and that livestock producers who have th:=ir cattle on the
'ﬁg reserves that we're setting up would have to pay more at some juncture
of a return on the herltage fund than, say, the ranchers in the
areas where their formula is related to the cost of finished cattle.
nk there are enough problems in northern Alberta now in the livestock
y that, if anything, I would like to see more of an incentive through
razing reserve, even if that means getting a very small return from the
Ve fund point of view. Call that a subsidy if you will, but I think
omething we should be looking at. '

EHMIDT: Well, the grazing reserve program, of course, was an investment,
vestments are not aluays figured in dollars and cents. It's an
ment, first of -2ll, in the livestock industry; and it's an investment in
ople basically themsszlves, which gives them the opportunity to diversify
- operations on their deeded land. Secondly there is an amount that of
accrues to all Albertans, because as you improve Crown land you improve
lue, and those improvements are always there. The ownership is retained
. Crown, which is the ownership of all Albertans. I would think that the
that were established -- well, they're already established on those
g reserves that have existed over the period of years, and those factors
ken into consideration. It's long-term. Part of the invesiment may not
6llars and cents that come back on an annual basis

the fee will be set up on a reasonable fee-for-service basis. We must
ome semblance of equality betwe=n those who rent deeded land and those
ave the option to rent lease land for a szinilar use so the grazing rates
& reasonably conrparable.

IRMAN: Mr. Clark.

LARK: Mr. Chairman, I'd like to ask the minister if he has looked at any
e area south of Calgary, Mr. Minister, where there is grazing in the

Slopes now but where the grazing will be cut back somewhat because of
flanaskis Park-Kananaskis Country kind of thing. First of all, have you

here, and are you looking it?

CHMIDT: I personally have spenit several trips in the Eastern Slopes in
rticular.area and met with the various ranchers. At the present time,
razing +that had been ongoing is continuing. Other than a few minor
we don't see any great problem. They will continue to do so.

of the areas that were grazed, of course, are in the forestry area and
e by pexrmit. In fact the grazing reserve program terms of reference do
it that type of use. But through the normal operations in the departnent
+looking at areas of pasture inprovement within the Eastern Slopes in
‘areas uwhere, bscause of zoning, at the expiry of a lease if a portion
venes that zoning and is withdrawn from the lease, we're trying to meet
two requirements: either providing land of an equivalent size,
Lent carrying capacity, or upgrading the carrying capacitv of that
hat's left so that we still maintain exactly what had been ongoing.
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can't foresee any major problem as vet in that area. We've been meeting
rquirements that existed and we have some upgrading, even in the forested
., for pasture improvement which is done on a permit system on a year-by-
pasis.

CLARK: Following up with the minister. Mr. Minister, why does that area
rneet the criteria? Is that not grey-wooded soil in +the area, in the
naskis Country and the Eastern Slopes?

§CHMIDT: I suppose there would be areas that are true grey-wooded; the
conditions there vary. MWe have taken as a broad issue, of coursé, the
coded area because it denotes mainly the north -- the costs that were
ed —— and that was the basic area where the grazing reserve program was
established. We feel at the present time, through our normal annual
ents, that we can meet the requirements down in +that area vyou're
sing. If it gets to the point where we cannot, then indeed -- of course
yends on the demands in the areas that we can neet in the grazing reserve
m, and if the program is still continuing, perhaps we should be loocking
;ér areas.

at the present +time +the costs involved to upgrade grazing in that
lar area are indeed less, on a price per acre, than a new grazing
je are’ in the north. So we're trying to meet that in our normal day-to-
serations, annual budgeting, and keep the reserve program in those areas
the costs are extremely high.

;ARK: Grande Prairie is grey-wooded soil too, is it?

HMIDT: We have set basically the grey-uwooded area because it denotes
} the north and that broad shield as it runs around the basic foothills
* the Eastern Slopes.

ARK: Would you say the Wolf Lake area was?
HMIDT: Wolf Lake is out in St. Paul-Bonnyville, in that classification.

ARK: But just to get back to the situation in the Kananaskis Countiry
hen that area would be excluded from the program because, one, the
may not be there; secondly, the cost of improvement per head or per
uld be considerably less. Those would be the two major criteria as
. to its not being in the grey-wooded soil. Is that accurate?

: Not particularly, but the =zZoning system would make it very
first of all through land assembly, to meet all of the requirements
grazing reserve program. It's easier to go in and upgrade those arsas
ist in smaller parts. O0f course, as you come east brush contreol is
_pasture management out there, and the cost involved is a lot less.

are conflicts in the eastern =zoning part of +the area that you
ed because of the very close-knit zone system. Besides, secondly, most
grazing area there is held by individuals or groups of individuals,
ions, under lease. It's our intent to maintain those leases and reneuw
aen  they come up for renewal, excluding in some instances those areas
he zonation systen has sort of made it difficult and would be
WNn. There are leases out there, that cover broader areas than what can
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azed. Of course, some of those boundaries may be redefined to meet the
g area and still meet the zonation system of the Eastern Slopes.

HAIRMAN: Mr. Taylor.

TAYLOR: Mx. Schmidt, has there been any study made of the number of
“ity pastures or grazing leases in the central part of the province in
4 to the actual need? From time to time -- I haven't had any requests
:ear -~ farmers in the Rockyford area have had a difficult +time f{finding
ity pasture. I'm wondering if any consideration is being given to
1ishing somewhere in the Rowley, Strathmore, High River areas?

§CHMIDT: I would say, generally, the answer would have to be yes, Mr.
% Through cehtrél,v§6uth—central,‘énd the south of the province uwe
course, many large blocks of land that are held by lease by private

Wle are finding many requests now by smaller ranchers who would
availeability of a portion -- if they could get rid of 25, 30 head
sumnex it would relieve some of the pressures at hone on their deeded

of the leases come up for renewal, and meeting the requirements of
00-animal unit being the maxinum size, we are through 1land assenrbly
g blocks of land that we will be able make available. I'm thinking row
one in the settlement of the Ross ranches which left us with a fairly
block, which we are utilizing in the reserve concept, providing perhaps
50 individuals the opportunity, depending on the carrying capacity, of
g somewhere between 25 and 40 head on an individual basis. We feel
meeting the demands in this way of many smaller people who have a need
ing as well.

¥equests, of course, are increasing in the area east and south of
er. MWe have requests to look at an area, if it's ©possible, thrcugh
sembly and we are doing those studies to see what is available. There
s where there is a certain amount of Crown land that we may be able to
~under irrigation. Then of course the size of the assembly can be a lot
and the carryving capacity would be much greater. So there is a chance
will be able to meet most of +those needs. But the demand is
.ing from a smaller individual type for some type of relief during the
Fortunately we've been able to meet not all of them, but we've been
. them on a very gensral basis.

iIRMAHt Any further questions to the minister? If not, thank vou very
s Schmidt.

IDT: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

IRMAN: We appreciate vyour coming and, of course, answering the
s If you could get the information to Mr. Clark, I think it was,
committed vyourself to, I think +that would clear you with the

e for this session. Thank you very much for vyour co-operation and
e.

DT: Thank you very much, gentlemen.
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HAIRMAN: At this time I think we'll adjourn the neeting. The next
ng will be, as we agreed yesterday, in this room on Segtember 18 at 10

k.

NOTLEY: Mr. Chairman, have vou been able to determine yet which minister
be present?

 AIRMAH= I haven't had time. I'm hoping to do that this afternoon.
OTLEY: If you could let us know ahead of time.

HATRMAN: We will notify your offices in plenty of time as to who will be

eeting adjourned at 11:42 a.m.



