March 10, 1992

Members Services 97

Specia Standing Committee on Members' Services

11:44 am.
[Chairman: Dr. Carter]

MR. CHAIRMAN: Hon. members, we have aquorum, and | think
we should proceed. We can certainly dea with some items. If
there'sanything that of necessity rel atesto the caucuswho are absent
at the moment, then we can put that on temporary hold, but | know
there are some things we can deal with, so we're called to order.

First, | would point out that if any of you are around later this
afternoon, there is open house in the Annex from 3 to 4 o'clock on
the ninth floor. We're going to have cake, coffee, and tea to mark
the 20th anniversary of Alberta Hansard, so if you want to drop by,
that's great.

MR. BOGLE: It should be noted, Mr. Chairman, that it was an
initiative by the government 20 years ago that brought in Hansard.

AN HON. MEMBER: Freedom of information.

MR. CHAIRMAN: And inthe last five years we were able to get
Hansard published within 24 hours to make sure everybody had
freedom of information. I'veawaysregarded asaplus, exceptinthe
Chair, that | get to hear about it so quickly, asto what really wasin
Hansard.

All right, with respect to business|eft over from yesterday, are we
ready to move to a motion with respect to freight and postage
expenditures for caucus offices?

MR. BOGLE: | would request that that matter be held. | think Pam
has an amendment that she wishes to make.

MR. CHAIRMAN: | believe where we could go and make some
progress, then, would be with respect to the budget of the Legidative
Assembly, but there again we can't pass an omnibus motion until
we've dealt with this particular motion about postage.

MR. WICKMAN: We could deal with the health care, Mr.
Chairman.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Is there a motion on that? Do you have a
motion to carry it forward?

MR. WICKMAN: I'll move that we bring forward the item on the
MLA extended health care program.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Okay; well go fromthere. Let'sjust take that
asagenera notice. Isthat agreed? All right.
Do you have a motion?

MR. WICKMAN: I'll movethethree-part motion aspresented to us.

Speakingtoit, Mr. Chairman, very briefly, | think, consideringthe
increase in costs of health care and that, that this is the way to go.
| particularly like portion 3, where there will be a subcommittee
struck to review the MLA extended health care plan so we can make
sure that what we're getting is fair to us in terms of utilizing
taxpayers dollars, that we have a plan that represents fairness and
looksat certain unique factors of agroup of uswhich consistsof less
than 100.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Edmonton-Whitemud.

I think all members have this series of three motions before them.
We would be dealing with motion one, please. Anyone speaking to
motion one? Taber-Warner or any others? Welll pause for another
moment or two to allow peopleto catch their breath from their other
exciting activities of the day.

MSBARRETT: Nation-building, you know.
MR. CHAIRMAN: Good.

MR. McINNIS: We've got areport.
MSBARRETT: Got areport.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Good.

The item before us, again, is the MLA extended health care
program review, and motion 1 is moved by Edmonton-Whitemud.
Any discussion, or is there the question?

HON. MEMBERS: Question.

MR. CHAIRMAN: All those in favour of the motion, please
signify? Opposed, if any? Carried unanimously.
Motion 2, Edmonton-Whitemud.

MR. WICKMAN: | actually moved dl three. My motion was to
take al three.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Fromtheviewpoint of the Chair they haveto go
one at atime, but thank you. I'll recognize you as moving that one.
Any further discussion with respect to motion 2?

HON. MEMBERS: Question.

MR. CHAIRMAN: There's a call for the question. All those in
favour, please signify. Opposed, if any? Carried. Thank you.
Motion 3 is moved by Edmonton-Whitemud. Is there any
discussion here?
Taber-Warner.

MR. BOGLE: The motion makes reference to the establishment of
a subcommittee “consisting of the following members,” but it
doesn't list the members. 1'd like to move an amendment to the
motion that

the members on the subcommittee be Alan, John, and Percy.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Cypress-Redcliff, Edmonton-Jasper Place, and
Edmonton-Whitemud. Cypress-Redcliff hasbeen volunteered to be
the chairman, iswhat I'm picking up.

All right. Speaking to the amendment. Question on the
amendment? All those in favour of the amendment to make this
subcommittee be under the chairmanship of Cypress-Redcliff,
Edmonton-Jasper Place, and Edmonton-Whitemud. All those in
favour, please signify. Opposed, if any? Carried unanimously.
Thank you.

Any discussion now on the main motion as amended?

MSBARRETT: Question.
MR. CHAIRMAN: Cadl for the question. All those in favour,

please signify. Opposed, if any? Carried unanimously. Excellent
example of dialogue and co-operation.
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| wonder, then, if we might move to the matter of freight and
postage. I'mgivento understand that Edmonton-Highlandshaswhat
is probably an amendment to the motion we had.

MSBARRETT: Yes, | do. | believe it was Bob's motion:
Legidlative Assembly Freight and Postage expenditures paid from the
MLA Administration budget to cover the cost of individual mailings
between MLAs and their constituents from the caucus offices and from
constituency offices are to be capped as follows.

The original figures | will not read. 1'm going to read my figures

which would amend:

Government members caucus for this fisca year, $48,000; Official

Opposition caucus, $40,000; Liberal opposition caucus, $20,000.

The formulation is that government members enjoy 25 percent
greater dollars for mailings, because in meetings they have
acknowl edged that they benefit also from the mailings that go from
cabinet offices. The Liberal figure would be 50 percent of the
Official Opposition's. Now, this configuration is that which 1
support in principle aswell becausethat caucusofficeishalf thesize
of ours. In fact, currently it's a little less than that, but for now |
would suggest we go with this figure, and if there'saby-election in
the riding of Calgary-Buffalo before the next general election, we
could revisit the matter if any change were necessary.

Anyway, | spoke in favour of the principle of this yesterday. |
was able to convince some other members on the committee to go
alittle bit higher than was originally proposed, and | certainly feel
comfortable with this. If we'regoing to use formulae for everything
else in the Assembly when it comes to caucus offices, | think we
have to use formulae when it comes to the amount of public dollars
used for mailings.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you. Could I just double-check the
figures again: $48,000 for government members caucus, and what
were the next?

MSBARRETT: For the Official Opposition, $40,000, and $20,000
for the Liberal opposition.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you.

What we have here, then, are amendmentsto the motion of Taber-
Warner, and the amendments are in the size of the amounts.

Edmonton-Whitemud, please.
11:54
MR. WICKMAN: Mr. Chairman, speaking to the amendment, let
me say I'm shocked. I'm stunned at the Member for Edmonton-
Highlands, who | thought was amember of aparty that at least made
noiseslikethey believedininformation, they believed in democracy.
Of al members of this committee to be making that type of
amendment -- | can't comprehendit. | listened here as her colleague
yesterday spoke on principle, the principles of freedom of
information, flow of information, and then we have this type of
restrictive capping. And it is restrictive; there is no other way of
describingit. It'll beinteresting when we come to the constituency
budgets and the member realizes she's only going to be able to send
out about 220 pieces a month on the average unless she has some
other amendment thereaswell. Talk intermsof priorities mixed up,
talk interms of prioritieswrong. Wetalk in terms of $60,000 there,
$60,000 here, and here in an instant -- one of the most vital
components of a democracy, one of the most vital components, is
flow of information, freedom of information. To restrict it to this
degreeis beyond principle.

Secondly, if you looked at a formula at al, the very least that
should have been looked at isthat there are global mailings that all
three caucuseswill do. Thegovernment caucuswill do alot of those

through cabinet minister offices. | would suggest that if we have a
globa mailing on municipa affairs, it could be just as large as the
New Democrat caucus. How many members we have in this
Assembly does not affect that mail-out; that mail-out is still going to
be the same size.

I'm angry about this, and | think it's ridiculous. For the Tory
caucus to do it is one thing, but for the New Democrat caucus to
restrict . . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order please. Thank you, hon. member.
Other memberswishing to speak to thisamendment? Edmonton-
Jasper Place, then Cypress-Redcliff.

MR. McINNIS: Mr. Chairman, listening to the speech of the hon.
Member for Edmonton-Whitemud, | wonder what he's speaking to.
My colleague hasjust moved an amendment to try to get some more
funds for the Liberal caucusto do more mailings. You'd think she
had taken all his money away from the indignation we've heard.

| guess, hon. member, the difficulty here is the data, which
unfortunately shows that the eight members of the Libera caucus
spend as much money in mailing as the remaining members of the
Legidative Assembly, | suppose aside from those who are members
of cabinet. | would think he's probably made the wrong speech on
the wrong motion, because | shudder to think what kind of speech
we'd get if there was an amendment to reduce the amount of dollars.
Then, presumably, world war three would break out. 1'm supporting
my...

MR. WICKMAN: Principle, John. I'mtalking principle.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order. Thisisnot question period. [interjec-
tion] Order.

MR. McINNIS: | know what it feels like to be on this side of the
House now. Hey, it'skind of fun, you know.

On this matter, | think the generosity of my colleague's gesture
should be supported by the members of the committee.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Cypress-Redcliff.

MR. HYLAND: Mr. Chairman, in listening to the comments from
the Member for Edmonton-Whitemud, I'm surprised. | don't know
what would have happened if we'd given him more than $3,000.
There'san additional $3,000init. We heard thelong story, but let's
talk about caucus servicesjust to put it in perspective. If wedivide
out like we did yesterday, because of an extra member in the
Conservative caucus and the loss of one in the Libera caucus, a
rough amount of $45,100 that the services are per member -- you
dividethat out inthe ND caucusor the Liberal caucusand seewhat's
left for theleader'sallowance. We havein the ND caucus $295,000,
which, if memory serves me, was based on the average ministerial
office, which was fair.

But we have in another caucus, the Liberal caucus -- it's half the
size -- $212,000; better than three-quarters of that. Why can't that
be drawn from, Mr. Chairman? If we talk about fairness, the
percentage is all askew in that. The one that is being treated far
better, obviously, isthe Liberal caucus or the Liberal leader's office,
and the onethat istreated -- | guess thisisn't the right word, but for
want of abetter word -- more poorly isthe ND caucus, because they
have twicethe members. | don't know what more the member could
ask for. | mean, if they run out of mailing, they can come out of
here. They've probably got an extra hundred thousand dollars in
their caucus, percentage terms, than what members would suggest.
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MSBARRETT: Yeah; that'swhy I'd like to adjust it.
MR. CHAIRMAN: Speaking to the amendment.
MSBARRETT: | have no comment.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I'mafraid, technically speaking, under Standing
Orders you don't have a chance to speak to the amendment in
summation.  Unfortunately, I've been doing an awful lot of
parliamentary reading again lately, so it comes out here. But thank
you.

MSBARRETT: Do get to speak to the amended motion though?

MR. CHAIRMAN: The amended motion, indeed.
Isthere acall for the question on the amendment?

HON. MEMBERS: Question.

MR. CHAIRMAN: All thosein favour of the amendment as moved
by Edmonton-Highlands, please signify. Opposed?

MR. WICKMAN: I'm voting against it on the principle.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Does that mean you wish to have a recorded
vote?

MR. WICKMAN: If you want to, you can record it.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Hon. member, it's not up to the Chair to decide
that.

MR. WICKMAN: | didn't ask for it.

MR. CHAIRMAN: You didn't ask for it. Okay. Well, it carries.
Thank you.

Now, on the amended motion, the Chair is only too happy to
recognize Edmonton-Highlands.

MS BARRETT: Thank you very much. I'd like to clarify this. |
want thison therecord. If | wasalowed to ask Hansard to put it in
bold, I'd ask for it to be in bold and at about 16 or 18 points, okay?

Let meberedly clear here, folks. Thisisabout mailings between
MLAsand their constituents. Theway I'vegot it figured, thereisn't
that much of avariation. | mean, there's sometimes abig variation.
Plus or minus 25 percent is pretty common, but plus or minus 25
percent does not compute to a difference between one caucus of
eight spending more in mailings to their constituents than the
combined caucuses of -- what?-- 74 MLAs. Thisisvery clear. This
isfor mailing between the MLA and the constituents.

| do two MLA reports a year and two -- what do you call it? --
town hall meetings. | do unofficia town hall meetings at al my
seniors centrestwiceayear, and I'm availableal thetime. | do two
specificaly mailed legidativeupdatesthat | havefromamailinglist,
and | send out to my constituents matters related to my shadow
portfolio. Even still, | have never once, not ever, had a complaint
that I'm not communicating with my constituents. They hear from
me -- | don't know -- six, eight timesayear. Probably if they heard
from me any more than that, they'd consider it junk mail.

We're not talking about party mailings that go to your entire
membership list across the province. We're not taking about
massive propagandacampaigns. Thisprivilegegivento membersof
this Assembly is related to our role as MLAs and our ability to

communi cate with our constituents. | don't have my calculator here,
but I'll tell you I'd be very interested to take $76,000 that the Liberal
caucus spent last year -- or was it more? -- and divide that by eight
and then divide that again to see how many |etters were mailed out.
My guessisthat if | werein one of theridings represented by one of
Liberals, | would bereceiving probably two or three mailingsaweek
from my MLA. | do consider that excessive. Quite frankly, | do.
| don't think that's an appropriate use of the taxpayers dollars. |If
you've got party propaganda to bring out -- like we're going to be
doing tomorrow morning, okay? | mean, we're going to do a blitz.
The New Democrats are going to do a blitz, right? When we want
to go blitzing and knocking on doors, we do it ourselves.

End of sermon. Please type it in big typeface. Thisis between
MLAs and their constituents.

12:04

MR. WICKMAN: Mr. Chairman, either the Member for Edmonton-
Highlands has to go back and do a bit of homework, find out what
the rules of the House are, or else | do. Very clearly, there are two
portions to a budget. There is a congtituency budget, and the
constituency budget allows a certain amount of postage for MLAS
to deal with their constituents. The peoplein Edmonton-Whitemud:
that's through my constituency budget.

Thisisnot aconstituency budget matter. Thisisacaucusbudget,
and as a caucus we communicate with a great deal more than the
seven constituencies we currently represent. When we mail out
25,000 copiesof A Single Great Nation or wemail out 25,000 copies
of adocument on health care or the environment or whatever, were
not restricting that to our constituents, Mr. Chairman. | don't think
theintention of caucusbudgetsisto dothat. Theintention of caucus
budgetsisto allow usto communicate with all Albertans that want
to communicate with us, because those that are not in one of our
ridings at the present time may want to know: what do we
represent? What do the New Democrats represent as a caucus -- not
asaparty, asacaucus? What istheir position on health carein that
caucus? If the Member for Edmonton-Highlands does not
understand the basics of thistype of budgeting and communication,
| suggest she's got to go back to square A and get a bit of retraining
and find out what life in the big House is all about.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Other additional comments with respect to the
motion as amended?

Taber-Warner. This, then, isthe summation, now that I'vefinaly
gone back acrack here.

MR. BOGLE: It'simportant to recognize, Mr. Chairman, that weare
referring to costs of individual mailings between MLAs and their
constituents -- their constituents. Now, that's in addition to the
dollarsprovided under our constituency alocation. Sol believethat
the hon. Member for Edmonton-Whitemud is misunderstanding the
intent of this alocation. If, indeed, they're using the funds for
purposes other than contained in the motion, then they should
reassess their priorities. This order isn't something that we've just
dreamt up. What the motion and the amendment to the motion are
doingisrefining what we've been doing al aong. It'sclearly to deal
with mailings between the membersand their constituents. | believe
the member should sit down and discuss this matter further with
officialsin Leg. Assembly and get a clearer understanding of the
purpose.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you.
The motion beforeus. . .

MR. WICKMAN: Well, | do havea. ..
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MR. CHAIRMAN: I'm sorry, hon. member. You are out of order.
Asthe Chair had mentioned before, the comments of Taber-Warner
were the summation of the main motion as amended.

The motion before the committeeis:

Legislative Assembly Freight and Postage expenditures paid from
the MLA Administration budget to cover the cost of individual mailings
between MLAs and their constituents from the caucus offices and from
constituency offices are to be capped asfollows. government members
caucus, $48,000; Official Opposition caucus, $40,000; Liberal
opposition caucus, $20,000.

To read into the record for clarification:

These amounts are calculated on projected expenditures for 1992-
93 using the 1991 calendar year as a base . . . and the basis for
calculations.

The two tables are attached to the original document.
If any caucus exceeds their designated amount they will have to
pay for additional mailings out of caucus funds.
The Legislative Assembly Office will be required to monitor
expenditures on amonthly basis and provide a status report to the chiefs
of staff.
That's the motion about to be voted on. Those in favour, please
signify. Opposed? Carried. Thank you.

Yesterday there was a second aspect to this with respect to
constituency offices. | think most of you have the handout there
moved by Taber-Warner.

MR. BOGLE: I'll read it into the record, Mr. Chairman.

The constituency office portion of the freight and postage expenditures

paid from the MLA administration budget is to be capped at $100,200.

Thisamount isto be divided by the number of constituencies, 83, which

will provide each MLA with $1,207 per year for postage for individual

mailings out of the constituency offices.
The addition we put onis:

The Legidative Assembly Office will be required to monitor

expenditures on a monthly basis and provide a status report to the

Chiefs of Staff.

Theintent of the motion, Mr. Chairman, isthat the monitoring of
the expenditures by the Leg. Assembly Office will keep the chiefs
of staff and the respective caucuses briefed so that, for instance, in
the ND caucus, where there are 16 members, the dollars in essence
are pooled. We're not breaking them out on a constituency-by-
constituency basis, but the cal culation isbased on each member, and
therefore there's some flexibility in each caucus as to how the funds
areused. Theonly rolewe're asking the Leg. Assembly Officeto do
is to keep our chiefs of staff informed of the outflow of dollars so
that they can monitor, based on the percentage of the year I€ft, the
amount of funds which have been used.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Edmonton-Jasper Place, followed by Edmonton-
Whitemud.

MR. McINNIS: | recognize this as a consequential amendment to
themotion just passed. Asatruedemocrat | haveto respect thewill
of the mgjority. 1'd like to suggest an amendment that | think is a
friendly one and that would perhaps just tighten up the wording a
little. Basically, start with theword “constituencies,” thenumber 83,
strike out the rest of the sentence, and substitute:

and allocated to a global budget for each caucus on a per-member basis.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Isthat afriendly amendment in the eyes of the
mover? The answer is yes, so that is now subsumed into any
discussion.

MSBARRETT: Question.

MR. CHAIRMAN: | have acal for the question. However, | did
recognize Edmonton-Whitemud as wishing to participate.

MR. WICKMAN: Waéll, you cut off the mailings, Pam; you might
aswell try to cut off the free speech too, eh?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Hon. member, that's totally out of order. Do
you wish to retract your remarks, apologize, or something like that?

MR. WICKMAN: No, | don't, Mr. Chairman.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Wadll, then | have to allow the member at least
the right to respond.

MS BARRETT: That's right. On a point of order. | caled
“question” while | waslooking down, and not hearing anybody else,
| assumed that that meant that there was no controversy. | don't feel
| have an obligation to turn my head all the way around the room to
see if someone may or may not have stuck their hand up while | was
or was not looking. | couldn't know. If you'd put your hand up 60
seconds before that, | wouldn't have noticed. So please, member,
don't be rude about this.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you, hon. member.

MR. WICKMAN: Mr. Chairman.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Are you about to apologize or what?
MR. WICKMAN: No, Mr. Chairman, | haveno. ..

MR. CHAIRMAN: Okay, thank you, hon. member.

We haveamotion beforeus. Any other discussion on the motion?
Isthere acall for the question on the motion? All thosein favour of
the motion? Opposed? Carried. Thank you.

I'm sure you'll have opportunity to dialogue el sewherethan in the
committee.

Other items of business. | think now we've picked up everything
that's going to reflect on the budget, Clerk?

DR. McNEIL: Just in order to implement the last two motions. We
estimated the amount of funds for postage originally at $300,000.
As a result of these changes, we now estimate that the postage
budget will be $260,000. That's the number that we put in the
budget here, so we'll need an approval of the MLA Administration
budget figure which includes that reduction. It was listed as
$300,000 yesterday; it's now at $260,000 today.

12:14

MR. CHAIRMAN: On that, with respect to the procedure, having
taken into account these motions of the last two days, the Chair
reguests some direction from the members. Do we wish to then go
back and approve each section of the budget all the way through?
Or we'll take one omnibus motion to deal with it? Omnibusiswhat
I'm seeing. Thank you; in a moment.

Cypress-Redcliff, on another matter.

MR. HYLAND: Accept asamended, MLA Administration budget.
Right?

DR. McNEIL: We've reflected that in here now.

MR.HYLAND: Or should | say, “aspresented,” not “asamended” ?
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MS BARRETT: No. The best thing to do is just a motion to
authorizethat theserecal cul ationsbe deemed accurate and givethem
the authority.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Okay. We have amotion to that effect, bearing
in mind the recalculations.

MSBARRETT: Isthat okay now?
MR. HYLAND: Yeah.

MR. CHAIRMAN: That everything would be approved as decided
by the committee. Isthere acall for the question on that?

HON. MEMBERS: Question.

MR. CHAIRMAN: All those in favour, please signify. Opposed?
Carried. I'll take that as being our omnibus motion for the whole
issue. Thank you.

All right. Red Deer-North with respect to another item of
business.

MR. DAY: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Just for information
purposes for each of us here and for members to take this
information to various caucuses should they wish to do so, the
government caucus hasbeen | ooking at the question of pensions, and
well be proposing legislation in the spring session that will affect
pensions, specifically in two areas. One would be the area of total
contributions by current MLAS to be increasing by 33 and a third
percent. MLAswould pay 9 percent of salary and contributionsand
an additional 1 percent surcharge.

The other area that has received some study and some decision
from our caucusisthe area of the so-called double-dipping practice
of paying pensionsfromthe MLA pension planto sitting MLAsand
government employeesin respect of their previous positions. That
was something that was brought in in 1969 by a previous
government. The legislation will propose that that practice will
cease, and it would be subject to three conditions. Ex-MLAswho
arecurrently employed by thegovernment would continueto receive
their pension but only for the duration of their current job and then
that would cease. Also, current MLAs who would be receiving
ministerial pensionunder thesameprinciplewill ceasereceivingthat
benefit at the next election if they areto bere-elected. That benefit
would then cease. Current ministers who leave cabinet before the
next election, again, may draw the ministerial pension under the
present provision, but only until the next election. At that point, that
would cease.

That's provided by way of information, Mr. Chairman.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Well, this little consultation here is about the
fact -- because | need to put the question to the committee: do the
members feel, given the jurisdictional authority of this committee,
that we should have one or two motions coming out of thisthat the
committee endorses, or is it your wish with respect to your own
responsibilities and authority to have the government just go ahead
and present aBill? That'sthe reason I'm having some difficulty here
in the Chair.
Edmonton-Jasper Place, Edmonton-Highlands.

MR. McINNIS: Mr. Chairman, thisis a matter, as | understand it,
which does require legisation regardless of what happens in this
committee, because we're operating under transitional provisions
which expire August 31 this year. To say that there will be
legidationisjust aplain fact of life.

If thiscommittee wereto attempt to block legislation, it would put
us in a difficult if not impossible situation. If we were to have
motions on the matter in this committee, they might not be the
motions that some people expect. Given that this matter will be
debated in the Assembly, therefore it is in the Assembly's court
because the Assembly did pass legislation with a sunset clause. |
don't think they do that unless they anticipate dealing with it before
the sun shall set. So | think the information is received and noted.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Edmonton-Highlands, and then Edmonton-
Whitemud.

MSBARRETT: No; John said what | was going to say.
MR. CHAIRMAN: Edmonton-Whitemud.

MR. WICKMAN: Mr. Chairman, | believe this is a good
opportunity for thiscommitteeto discusstheimplicationsof pension
reform. | think it'slong overdue. | see the electorate out there that
are demanding pension reform, and | mean pension reform that puts
our pensions morein linewith what's happening out therein thereal
world. It should be dealt with in public; no need to deal with that in
camera.  To have this committee make recommendations,
particularly if al three caucuses could agree to it, for good
constructive change to our whole pension plan | think would be
enlightening. It would demonstrate to Albertans out there that we
are concerned, all three caucuses are concerned, that we want to be
fair about this.

It's easy, | think, for us and the New Democrats in opposition to
sit back and take a role where we're not going to be responsible,
wherewe'regoing to say that we'll let government bring that forward
during the Legidative Assembly because we know we're going to
opposethethingin al likelihood anyhow and government members
are going to boot it through, so we're going to get the cake and we're
going to get to eat it too. | think here, though, gives us a more
detailed, a more meaningful opportunity for discussion, where the
same rules don't apply, where some member can't call closure for
debate and so on and so forth.

I commend the Member for Red Deer-North for bringing forward
some preliminary initiatives. | don't believe they go nearly far
enough, but at least it'sastart. At least he's addressing it, and | say
let'stakethat and build uponit, and | et'sdo something good herethat
we can recommend to our entire Legislative Assembly that all three
caucuses support and all three caucusesin the Legidative Assembly
can report and show all Albertansthat all MLAsaretruly concerned
about thisissue.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Red Deer-North, and then Edmonton-High-
lands.

MR. DAY: Thanks, Mr. Chairman. | appreciate the Member for
Edmonton-Whitemud appreciating thisinitiative. | think, however,
he's misread maybe the intentions and remarks of Edmonton-Jasper
Place and possibly my own as it related to this being a piece of
information. Asthe Member for Edmonton-Jasper Place said, this
will becomingto the Legislaturefor avery full, open discussion and
debate, even more full than we are having here today, although |
think the member was mistaken. | think he thought we were in
cameratoday, and we are not. So for those reasons and because his
caucus may well have other information or suggestions that they
may want to add, the full Assembly is legitimately the place for
thesediscussions. That'swhy thishas come out asinformation only
today.
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MR. CHAIRMAN: Edmonton-Highlands.

MSBARRETT: Thank you. Well, | speak against the Member for
Edmonton-Whitemud's comments, that we should be dealing with
thistoday in this committee. | think thisisthe same sort of territory
that should go to an independent committee and should not be dealt
with by people whose lives are directly affected by the outcome; in
other words, it'sa conflict of interest issue, as far as1'm concerned,
for MLASs to be dealing with their pensions. | don't think it is
appropriate for this committee to be dealing with that. | also don't
think it's appropriate for the Legislature itself to be dealing with it,
unless it is in the form of accepting a recommendation from an
independent committee, one that operates at arm's length from us.

I don't know; did Percy make a motion for us to dea with this?
Because if he did, I'm going to move that we send this matter to an
independent committee comprised of ajudge, the president of the
chamber of commerce, the president of the Alberta Federation of
Labour, and one person who's living on afixed income, just like |
did before. | just do not want this matter to come to this committee.

MR. CHAIRMAN: | think, hon. members, that perhaps we could
have afive-minuteadjournment hereand reconveneat 12:30, please.

[The committee adjourned from 12:24 p.m. to 12:34 p.m.]

MR. CHAIRMAN: All right, hon. members. Prior to the break
there was some exchange of dial ogue between acouple of members,
s0 the Chair doesn't know whether there's a motion on the table or
not. Are there some motions to come from Red Deer-North or
somewhere?

MSBARRETT: What do you want to do? | mean, I'm prepared to
proceed with mine. Do you have a separate motion?

MR. DAY: No.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Okay. Well, now that | understand that you
have some motions, since you brought the matter up, then | realy
feel we should deal with those motions or motionfirst. Okay? Then
we can go from there. First off, from Red Deer-North.

MR. DAY: Well, given the discussion we've had to this point on the
information which | previously brought forward as information, |
would make two motions, then, that would deal with this
information, the first being
that the committee would agree, in terms of contribution rates, to total
contributions by current MLASs to be increased by 33 and one-third
percent, MLAs paying 9 percent of salary in contributions and an
additional 1 percent surcharge matched by the Legislative Assembly.

MR. CHAIRMAN: That was number one. Thank you.
On the motion, Edmonton-Highlands, followed by Edmonton-
Whitemud.

MSBARRETT: Yes, Mr. Chairman. | need clarification of avoting
metter here. My motion would say that we're not dealing with this
subject matter at all, that an independent commission would. Soin
that case, am | allowed to absent myself from avote on this?

MR. CHAIRMAN: You could do what would be normal practice:
if you wish to go make aphone call before| call the vote or when |
cdl thevote.

MSBARRETT: But | can't officialy say | refuseto vote on this?

MR. CHAIRMAN: No, becauseit's asin the Chamber: you have
to vote. But you can take a brief walk, if you wish.

MS BARRETT: Yeah, okay. Well, I'd like to be on the record,
then, as commenting and saying that | really do not believe MLASs
should be dealing with thisissue. | understand that what Stock is
saying is that we're going to pay a great deal more in our pension
contributions. Generally speaking, | think that's probably realy
appropriate, but the minute you start saying what is appropriate and
what is inappropriate, you're into a big, substantive issue which |
believe putsusall into an inherent conflict of interest, because we're
voting on things that pertain to ourselves.

| object to this motion. Because | can't officidly, you know,
abstain, I'll have to leave when the question is called.

MR. CHAIRMAN: That'sin accord with Standing Orders. Thank
you.
Edmonton-Whitemud, Taber-Warner.

MR. WICKMAN: Mr. Chairman, I'd like to make an amendment to
the motion. The amendment would read:

.. .as an interim measure, to be followed by the establishment of an
independent commission to review and recommend on al aspects of the
MLA pension.

Speaking to theamendment, | think what the member hasdoneasan
interim step is good.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Hon. member, | now have another difficulty.
Because I've had previous notice from the Member for Edmonton-
Highlands that that would be the substance of a motion which she
would proceed to offer to thisgroup after disposition of the motions
by the government, therefore | have to rule your amendment out of
order.

MR. WICKMAN: But the difficulty, Mr. Chairman, if you'll allow
me, isthat an amendment normally is dealt with first to give oneself
direction as to whether you can then agree with the overal
philosophy of that main motion. That's the purpose of an
amendment, to adjust the main motion so it becomes compatible
with one's philosophy.

The motion as presented, without some assurances that the
amendment isgoing to be part of it, is not acceptable to me because
that's only an interim gap. We've got to go beyond that. | want to
see if we can first nail that down, and then we can get to the main
motion with the meat on it. From a parliamentary point of view,
normally that is the way it's done.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your comments speaking to the
purported point of order, but the Chair still rules that your
amendment is out of order.

Now, with respect to the motion by Red Deer-North.

MR. WICKMAN: Yeah, but can | still speak on it though?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes, if you keep your remarks to the motion,
please.

MR. WICKMAN: Mr. Chairman, as an interim measure, as one
measure of what | would hope would be many, many measures in
terms of pension reform, yes, | can support this, because it is one
step in that direction towards pension reform that | think does send
out a proper message to Albertans. What it means is that we as
MLAS recognize that our contribution in the past has not been up to
par, that our contribution hasled to an unfunded liability within our
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plan of somewherein the neighbourhood of $30 million. And when
we're asking other people or when government is asking other
peopleto pay asurcharge when our planisso blatantly underfunded,
it makes it difficult for people to see any seriousness behind any
intent of dealing with the unfunded portion of the pension. So |
think that thisisaninterimstep. It'sonegood interim step, but there
are many more steps that have to be taken to ensure overall pension
reform.
So on that basis, yes, | will support this one aspect.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you.
Edmonton-Jasper Place, Taber-Warner.

MR. HYLAND: | think Taber-Warner was first.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I'msorry. That'scorrect. Wrong piece of paper
here.

MR. BOGLE: Well, | wanted to begin by reminding members of the
committee that the matter was brought to our attention by Stockwell
as a report in his capacity as Whip of government caucus. The
matters which he reported to us on are matters which have aready
come before government caucus and have been decided upon, so he
was | etting the committee know. We are strengthening that now in
terms of a motion so that the matter can be debated in this full
committee.

| think it's important that members of the committee reflect on
previousdecisionsmaderegarding the pension contributions. Percy,
you might wish to do a bit of research. You'll find that indeed our
contributions were increased when Lou Hyndman was Provincial
Treasurer. We added to the amounts being paid by members of the
Assembly towards their pension plan.

I'm fully in support of the motion which has been made by
Stockwell. Members will realize, when comparing the proposed
new premium rates here with those of the federal government, the
two territories, and the nine provincesin Canada, that that will bring
us to the top range. Many other jurisdictions are doing far lessin
terms of contributions being made toward their pension plans.

So | think the matter has been outlined properly by Stockwell, and
| support the motion.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Edmonton-Jasper Place.

MR. McINNIS: Mr. Chairman, | want to make it clear that my
position isthat every element of an MLA's pay and benefits should
be set by an independent tribunal -- and my colleague has outlined
the structure and form of such atribunal -- if there's any opportunity
at all to make such areferral, which seems to me is a typical way
that this committee deals with motions that are put beforeit. From
time to time we refer matters to subcommittees; we refer matters
elsewhere; for example, to the minister of public works, who is a
member of thiscommittee. So| don't think it'sat all out of scopefor
this committee to refer this matter to acommittee or at least to make
such arecommendation. In fact, I'm not certain whether we could
actualy doit.

I just would like to respond to my hon. colleague the Member for
Edmonton-Whitemud. His position, as | understand it, is that he
wants to deal, himself, with every element of the package that he
thinksispoliticaly popular --i.e., anincreasein premiums -- and to
refer every matter that he thinksisunpopular, perhaps an adjustment
in benefits or qualification or something along those lines. | would
say, with al respect, that you just can't cherry pick on amatter such
as this. If your position is that the matter should be set
independently, then that should be your position. You shouldn't say,

“Thethingsthat | think | can defend in my constituency I'll vote on
and speak on, but the things that | have trouble with | want to have
somebody else refer to.”

| also take very great exception to his comment to the effect that
there's a cake-and-eat-it-too position here, because there's not.
There's a clear position, and it's not one that we're likely to deviate
from.

I think that I'mjust asking for clarification here. Istheruling that
this matter can't be referred from this committee?

12:44

MR. CHAIRMAN: What the Chair has said isthat theintent of that
amendment | will not accept asan amendment here, having madethe
commitment prior to Edmonton-Highlandsthat after dealingwiththe
two government motions, her motion -- and then depending on the
wording of her motion as to the route of referra -- would then be
dealt with. So at that time we would then deal with it, when we get
what the exact wording is of that particular motion.

MR. McINNIS: Thank you for the clarification. It just seemsto me
that it's difficult to structure a motion to refer without having a
motion to set up thetribunal. My preference would beto tableall of
these motions until the motion with the tribunal is set up, and then
we can decidewhether or not to refer these matters or deal with them
or what to do with them.

MR. CHAIRMAN: In that case, hon. member, the Chair cannot
advise you what you should do, but you have mentioned one
recourse of action that you could take under advisement. You could
act upon it with respect to the one motion that's before us at the
moment.

Motion to table. No discussion? Thosein favour of tabling this
motion, pleasesignify. Opposed? Motion totablefails. Thank you.

Additional speakerswithregardtothismotion? Cypress-Redcliff.

MR. HYLAND: Mr. Chairman, just briefly. Even the acceptance
of this motion that outlineswhat will be in the Bill doesn't stop any
debatewhen that Bill isintroduced, becauseit'saseparate Bill of the
Legidature. It can be amended by anyone or any caucus in the
House. We can changeit. It doesn't mean to say that it goes out of
the House like it comes into it. It can be in whatever form we so
desire, becauseinreality thisisjust thefirst kick at it, in comparison
to what it may look like when it leaves here.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you.
Additiona speakers? Call for the question?

HON. MEMBERS: Question.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The motion before usiswith respect toa33 and
athird percent increase, and this givesthe percentage plus 1 percent
surcharge. For the record let it be noted that the Member for
Edmonton-Highlands has absented herself from the voting.

Those in favour of the motion?

MR. McINNIS: Mr. Chairman, | think because of the way this
thing's gotten moved around, | have to join my colleague.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you. For the record let it be noted that
Edmonton-Jasper Place has absented himself.

All those in favour of the motion, please signify.

Now, what's this? |s this summation?
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MR. DAY: Yes, summation. Just briefly, reiterating what was said
by the Member for Edmonton-Highlands: all this comes beforethe
Legidature. Any number of variationsor amendments can be added,
and with deference to the Member for Edmonton-Highlands, it
should be noted clearly and . . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: Excuse me half amoment.

Edmonton-Jasper Place and Edmonton-Highlands, pleasecomein,
because | will record that you left when the vote took place. It was
not my understanding that there was to be summation, so out of
courtesy you should indeed be hereto hear this, and then welll doiit.

Please continue.

MR. DAY: Just in deference to some comments made by the
Member for Edmonton-Highlands, these are sensitive issues, and it
should not be construed from her remarks that she is voting against
this in principle but because another motion is coming forward. |
just wanted to make that point and also to say that thisis coming
before the L egislature for any amount of amendment, discussion, or
debate.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you.

Now themotion. Thosein favour, please signify. Opposed? Let
the record show it's carried unanimously. Thank you.

All right. Second motion, Red Deer-North, please.

MR. DAY: The motion, Mr. Chairman, would read:

The practice of paying pensions from the MLA pension plan to sitting

MLAs and government employees in respect of their previous positions

will cease subject to the following conditions:

(1) that ex-MLAs now employed by the government would continue
to receive the pensions only for the duration of their current job,
and then they would cease;

(2) that current MLAS receiving ministerial pensions will also cease
receiving that benefit at the next election if they are elected; and

(3) that current ministers who leave cabinet before the next election
may draw the ministerial pension but only until the next election
if re-elected.

Having said that, if | can get some clarification on the definition

of part-timejust before | close, I'd add that in there. | wonder if that
could be clarified for us.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Clerk, who is going to do this.

DR. McNEIL: It's my understanding that at least under the public
service management pension plan there is a provision that if the
period of employment exceeds four months or 84 working days
during a calendar year, then the payment of pensionsis suspended
until the termination of employment, and there's a provision, upon
written application by both the employer and the pensioner, to
extend the period of re-employment to eight months or 168 working
days per year without affecting the pension.

MR. DAY: Then the part-time provisions will apply in respect to
this motion. That's just to cover the fact that if aretired MLA is
asked to sit on aboard a couple of times ayear, it'snot going to cost
him or her their pension.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Okay. We have those elements within this
motion.
Taber-Warner.

MR. BOGLE: Aswas the case in our caucus discussion, | would
excuse myself for the discussion and any vote.

MR. CHAIRMAN: All right. The Member for Taber-Warner, for
therecord, has now left the room because elements of this proposal
relateto himself. He'll be absent for the discussion aswell asfor the
vote. Thank you.
| always wondered about the provisions in Standing Orders for
that, and it's nice to see the dust come off them.
Edmonton-Highlands, please.

MSBARRETT: | speak infavour of the principle of this motion but
against some of the details. As members of this committee will
know, it's the New Democrat caucus that has sponsored legislation
dealing with this issue before. It is our view that the minute the
legidation is passed is the minute it should become effective for
sitting MLAs. However, | don't think I'll bein contradictionif | say
that I'm going in favour of the principle of this motion. We'll deal
with the subject matter when legisation comes in front of us,
becausewewill certainly be sponsoring amendmentswith respect to
the legidlation.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you.
Other comments? Edmonton-Whitemud.

MR. WICKMAN: Mr. Chairman, again my comments are very
similar to my comments on the previousmotioninthat itisastepin
theright direction. Itisapositive measure; however, againit doesn't
go far enough. It talks in terms of no double-dipping with some
exceptions; in other words, a member is allowed to double-dip for
the remainder of a term in the sense that they may be part of a
cabinet when they're shuffled down. If they're shuffled down as a
private member, they're till alowed, in my interpretation of the
member's motion, to draw a pension based on the difference for a
period of time.

Under no circumstances should double-dipping be alowed. We
have situations, Mr. Chairman, where we havetriple-dipping, where
we have people that will leave this particular government or the
federal government and run for another level of government,
meanwhile drawing a pension. They go on to receive pay as an
elected representative in some other office. After that, there's
another pension they're eligible for, and sometimes we see political
appointments made to those same people. On top of al that triple-
dipping, they leave this House with up to 12 months pay. So there
isno question that it isvery, very lucrative for those individual sthat
choose to follow that particular manner.

| think that should all be stopped. | don't think there are any
excuses whatsoever for any matters that involve double-dipping.
The office of elected representative, of Member of the Legidative
Assembly is very sacred. It should be held in the highest of trust.
The taxpayer out there should feel comfortablethat MLAs arethere
to benefit the community, to benefit Alberta, not to see how they can
enhancetheir pensionsand draw from political appointmentsand do
by themselvesvery, very well. | think it'swrong. | think it'stimeit
stopped, and we have an opportunity to stop it.

12:54
MR. CHAIRMAN: Additiona comments?

MR. DAY: The provision for the practice of paying pensions to
sitting MLAs and government employees is something that was in
placel believein 1969, before this government. Our caucus and, as
| recognize, other caucusesal so are agreeing that it'snot appropriate.
That's why it's being dealt with at thistime.

The other principle involved is that since this has been in place
since 1969, people made career decisions and financial decisions
based on what was aready in place and offered in contracts. So that
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principle is also being acknowledged. It is going to stop; the
practice will be over. As you know, an election has to be called
within five years of the last one, which would be 1994, so we're
talking that because of prior contractual agreement, some few cases
may continuefor another year or year and ahalf at themost. But the
practice has, in fact, and will cease.

MR. CHAIRMAN: All thoseinfavour of themation, pleasesignify.
Opposed? Carried unanimously. Perhaps you can invite Taber-
Warner back in.

As chairman and as Speaker, I'd like to make just a brief
comment, because part of my role and responsibility is to try to
adjudicate fairness on behalf of all members. | want to share with
you alittle concern about the word “ dipping”; that in the public eye
anumber of people seethat as getting something you're not entitled
to or that you perform no service to entitle you to get it. | think a
number of people see it as being some very seamy activity, that
you're accessing fundsin asecretive manner. That, of course, isnot
the case, asyou al know. | think that's the difficulty | have when |
hear the word “dipping,” when in actual fact the people that are
receiving these various pensions -- one or two or whatever -- in their
present employment are having what they're legally entitled to. My
only concern in raising thisisthe fact, hon. members, that no doubt
you're more creative than | and we could find some other phrase for
thisthing which creates less of afedling that something nefariousis
going on. | applaud the fact that the whole matter is headed towards
aresolution.

Thank you, hon. members.

Now we have the motion from Edmonton-Highlands. Let's hear
what the wording is, please.

MSBARRETT: Thank you. | think thewordingisvery similar to
that which | proposed a couple of years ago when deliberating our
level of pay. | can't undo the motions that just passed, but what |
now proposeis
that all matters related to setting MLA pensions, pay, and benefits be
referred to an independent committee comprised of a Provincial Court
judge, the president of the Alberta Chamber of Commerce, the president
of the Alberta Federation of Labour, a member of a rural municipal
district, and a person living on afixed income, for determination.
| wrote that out, Louise, if you want it.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Chair must ask two parts to this for
clarification. Firgt, it'sthe understanding that this committee cannot
strike such a committee legally. So the first line would have to be
something aong the line of “would urge the government” to do so.

MSBARRETT: Yeah, okay.
MR. CHAIRMAN: That would look after one.

MSBARRETT: “That this committee recommend to the Assembly
that all matters. . .”

MR. CHAIRMAN: I'm sorry; it hasto be “the government.”
Mr. Ritter, would you like to spesk to that so they can hear you.

MR. RITTER: Yes, Mr. Chairman. Either the Members Services
Committee or the Assembly only has theright to strike a committee
or a subcommittee comprised solely of their own members. Only
government can create acommission whichinvolvesoutsidersof the
House.

MS BARRETT: That's not true. The Leg. Assembly created the
commission for electoral boundaries.

MR. RITTER: Mr. Chairman, that wasin fact a creation of statute,
the Electoral Boundaries Commission Act.

MSBARRETT: Oh, | see what you're saying. Okay, sorry. Yeah,
you're right.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Okay. So this, then, would be amended to:
“urge the government” to do so.

MSBARRETT: To: “urge the government . . .”

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you.

| need to ask another question here. | understand that flowing
from these recommendations, the item of pensionsisindeed within
it.

MSBARRETT: Yes.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thematter of pay hasnot been at issuehere. As
chairman | don't hear any vibrations to say that we want to go out
and have our pay schedules re-examined or new pay stuff or the
benefits. That's my concern here. I'm quite willing to have alittle
break to talk about thewording, if that's needed, but if not, carry on.

MR. McINNIS: Don't forget that this is a motion that's not
necessarily related to the other. You see, when we decided to break
them apart and dea with the other motions first, clearly it's our
position that pensionsareapart of the compensation package. What
we're not saying is that one part has to go to arbitration and the
othersdon't. So that's why it's worded in that way.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Again from the Chair, | just don't want us to
raiseany false. ..

MS BARRETT: No, | understand. If | can clarify. Thisis very
similar to amotion | sponsored acouple of yearsago, and | used pay
and benefits. | hadn't had in mind anything about pensions, so now
I'm just saying pensions, pay, and benefits. | meant at the time of
moving the last motion for it to be a catchal for that, for the
compensation package, so that is the general intent.

MR. McINNIS: On a point of order. There's no anticipation on
anybody's part here that the pay issue is on the table at the present
time. Thisisfor future reference.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you. So to borrow a phrase from
Edmonton-Highlands earlier, this then would be in Hansard
underlined, bold-faced, 38 point, and so forth -- neon lights. The
issue hereisto try to come to grips with the pension matter solely.
Thank you.

All right, that is the motion before us. Do you wish to speak to
that, Edmonton-Highlands, or todoit in summation? Any additional
points? Thank you.

Edmonton-Whitemud, then Red Deer-North.

MR. WICKMAN: Mr. Chairman, I'm pleased to be able to support
the motion as brought forward by the Member for Edmonton-
Highlands. It'svery, very close, in fact identical, with the exception
of the last component, the last person on the commission, to the
public affairs program | did on CBC some time ago which referred
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specificaly to amember from the seniors community. The member
hereisreferring to aperson on afixed income, which isfair enough
because most seniors are persons who are on fixed incomes. So
whether one uses the terminology “seniors’ or the terminology
“fixed income,” | think it's good because it represents that fifth
component that | think is so vital. It'svery interesting. Again the
wording from my script there was very specific: from a municipal
district. So it does cover those components.

I commend the member for keeping an eye on public affairs and
when she sees a good idea, to latch onto that idea and try and
promoteit. | thank youfor doing that, to the Member for Edmonton-
Highlands. There's no shamein being afollower occasionaly.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Red Deer-North.
1:04

MR. DAY: Mr. Chairman, it's not so much a matter of a problem
withthe principleof themoation, just asEdmonton-Highlandshad no
problem with the principle of the motion | a few minutes ago
proposed, but there are some elements of practice herethat havejust
raised questionsin my mind so that I'd have to oppose the motionin
terms of practicality at this particular point.

First of all, there is agreement on the two items that have already
been mentioned in terms of raising the rates by 33 and a third
percent and ending the practice of paying pensions from the plan to
sitting MLAs. We dready said that there could well be other
amendments that come forward, and at that particular time in the
Legidlature this one, I'm sure, will come forward and al members
will have an opportunity to discuss. Thereis a sense from our own
caucus that at least on the two items that we've aready voted on,
we've aready heard from a committee, and it's the committee of all
thetaxpayersintheprovince. They havetold usdirectly without the
need of an independent committee: deal with theseitems. We'd like
to show and demonstrate that, that we are listening to the taxpayers,
listening to these concerns, and in fact without an independent
committee, we are suggesting at | east these two particular concerns.

So for those particular areas and a so because I'm not quite surein
my own mind about our areaof jurisdiction in thisparticular areain
terms of the independent committee, and although | do appreciate
the explanationsI've been offered, those arethe reasonsthat | would
be voting against this.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Further discussion on this motion? Question?
MR. HYLAND: Question.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Edmonton-Highlands, | just wanted to check.
Your colleague seemed to be on aflight of something here.
Edmonton-Jasper Place.

MR. McINNIS: | simply want to praise my colleague from
Edmonton-Highlands for her consistency on this issue over the
years.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Therewe are. It's always nice to compliment
each other. There's not much encouragement sometimes in this
business.

All right. Edmonton-Highlands in summation.

MSBARRETT: Insummation, first | should acknowledgethework
of my predecessorsin theresearch officewhere | now work, because
along time ago they made these recommendations to the late Grant
Notley, who also sponsored such motions in committee and in the
Legidature. So I'm sorry to tell the Member for Edmonton-

Whitemud that what he said on Provincial Affairs a few weeks or
monthsago isnot by hishand. | know that thisison record fromthe
late Leader of the Official Opposition as early as 1975, Mr.
Chairman. Soif anything at all, onewould have to congratul ate the
Member for Edmonton-Whitemud for finally coming onside. |
recall twice, in August and September of 1989, when he opposed me
on this motion, so I'm very pleased that he's come onside.

Also, | would like to say that | understand the position that the
Member for Red Deer-North made with respect to hisconcerns, and
I'm glad that he isin principle supportive of the concept of this. |
agree he is right in one respect: he has heard from the taxpayers.
But | still maintain that even if you're not hearing from the
committee of the taxpayers, you should have this stuff dealt with
independently. You never have to put yourself in a conflict of
interest situation again.

Withthat | thank all the memberswho are supporting this motion.

MR. CHAIRMAN: All thoseinfavour of themoation, pleasesignify.
Opposed? The matter is defeated. Recorded vote: 5-3.

[For the motion: MsBarrett, Mr. Mclnnis, Mr. Wickman]

[Against the motion:
Kowalski, Mrs. Mirosh]

Mr. Day, Dr. Elliott, Mr. Hyland, Mr.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you, hon. members. The Chair believes
that we've come to the end of our agenda.
Cypress-Redcliff.

MR. HYLAND: Mr. Chairman, | would move that we adjourn and
that the next meeting is at the call of the Chair.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you.
Those in favour of the motion, please signify. Opposed, if any?
Carried unanimously. Thank you all.

[The committee adjourned at 1:08 p.m.]



