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MR. CHAIRMAN: I ' d l i k e t o c a l l t o o r d e r t h i s m e e t i n g o f t h e S t a n d i n g Committee 
on P r i v i l e g e s and E l e c t i o n s , S t a n d i n g Orders and P r i n t i n g . That's a m o u t h f u l . 

Perhaps i t m i g h t be a p p r o p r i a t e a t t h e o u t s e t t o c o n f i r m t h a t each o f you 
has r e c e i v e d f r o m t h e s e c r e t a r y o f t h e committee a photocopy o f t h e m o t i o n 
t h a t ' s b e f o r e t h e committee. One has bean p h o t o c o p i e d on t h r e e s e p a r a t e pages 
and i s a l i t t l e more c o n v e n i e n t t o work w i t h t h a n Votes and P r o c e e d i n g s o r an 
Order Paper. I s t h e r e any member o f t h e committee who does n o t have t h i s 
p h o t o c o p i e d v e r s i o n ? Good. 
« I a p p r e c i a t e t h a t members o f t h e committee w i l l p r o b a b l y want t o b e n e f i t 
f r om t h i s e v e n i n g ' s e x p e r i e n c e b e f o r e commenting i n any d e t a i l on t h e q u e s t i o n 
o f s c h e d u l i n g . But as c h a i r m a n , I would a p p r e c i a t e a t l e a s t a p r e l i m i n a r y 
i n d i c a t i o n f r o m t h e members o f t h e committee as t o t h e i r p r e f e r e n c e s w i t h 
r e s p e c t t o t h e days o r d a t e s t h a t t h e committee s i t s and w i t h r e s p e c t t o t h e 
s t a r t i n g and adjournment t i m e on each o f t h o s e o c c a s i o n s . I h a s t e n t o add 
t h a t y o u r chairman i s under some c o n s t r a i n t i n t h a t t h e m o t i o n f o r r e f e r r a l , 
as members w i l l r e c a l l , c a l l s f o r a r e p o r t back t o t h e L e g i s l a t u r e f r o m t h i s 
committee by F r i d a y , A p r i l 2. I f i n f a c t , as I a n t i c i p a t e , t h e r e p o r t w i l l 
t a k e me a c o u p l e o f days t o p r e p a r e , t h e n r e a l l y we're l o o k i n g a t s i t t i n g days 
o f March 22 t h r o u g h 25, and 29 and 30: a t o t a l o f s i x p o s s i b l e s i t t i n g days. 
A g a i n , I a p p r e c i a t e t h a t members would l i k e t h e b e n e f i t o f t h i s e v e n i n g ' s 
committee d e l i b e r a t i o n s b e f o r e t h e y make any f i n a l d e t e r m i n a t i o n s . But f o r 
some s c h e d u l i n g needs t h a t t h e s e c r e t a r y and I have, I would welcome a t t h i s 
t i m e any v i e w s o r f e e l i n g s w i t h r e s p e c t t o t h e days we s i t and t h e t i m e s we 
s i t on t h o s e o c c a s i o n s . 

MR. PAHL• Mr. Chairman, wasn't t h e r e a s u g g e s t i o n a t t h e o u t s e t t h a t we would 
j u s t s i t each s u c c e s s i v e day f r o m t o d a y , o r was t h a t o n l y . . . 

MR. CHAIRMAN: That s u g g e s t i o n m i g h t have been made, b u t I d o n ' t b e l i e v e i t ' s 
been made i n any o f f i c i a l way, c e r t a i n l y n o t i n t h e c o n t e x t o f a p r i v i l e g e s 
and e l e c t i o n s committee m e e t i n g . Can I t a k e i t t h a t t h a t ' s an endorsement 
f r o m you as t o s i t t i n g each weekday e v e n i n g u n t i l t h e committee has c o n c l u d e d 
i t s work? 

MR. PAHL: Yes, Mr. Chairman, I recommend t h a t we s i t Tuesday, Wednesday, and 
Thursday, p r o v i d i n g t h e House b u s i n e s s can accommodate i t , which I guess i t 
can. 

MRS. OSTERMAN: Mr. Chairman, I was g o i n g t o s u g g e s t , f o r a s t a r t a t l e a s t , 
t h a t we l o o k a t t h e e v e n i n g s t h a t we would n o r m a l l y be s i t t i n g i n t h e House, 
which are Monday, Tuesday, and Thursday. But i t may be t h a t Wednesday has t o 
be c o n s i d e r e d , i n l i g h t o f t h e t i m e c o n s t r a i n t s . I'm j u s t n o t s u r e what k i n d 
o f p r o g r e s s we're g o i n g t o make. O b v i o u s l y t h i s i s j u s t a p r e l i m i n a r y 
d i s c u s s i o n , b u t I ' d l i k e t o see us s e t something f o r t h i s week, ju d g e o u r 
p r o g r e s s , and t h e n p o s s i b l y make some f u r t h e r arrangements f o r t h e f o l l o w i n g 
week. 
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HR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as y o u ' r e an i m p o r t a n t v a r i a b l e i n t h i s 
and subsequent d i s c u s s i o n s , do you have a comment t o make w i t h r e s p e c t t o 
s c h e d u l i n g ? 

MR. R. SPEAKER*- Wednesday i s t a k e n t h i s week, I u n d e r s t a n d , so most l i k e l y 
Monday, Tuesday, and Thursday e v e n i n g s would be t h e b e s t t i m e s , I'm n o t s u r e 
what t h e d u r a t i o n o f t h e m e etings would be e i t h e r . I was g o i n g t o suggest t h e 
ftour b e f o r e s e s s i o n , 7 t o 8, i f we have n i g h t s e s s i o n s . 

MR. CHAIRMAN1 I c o u l d e x p r e s s my own p e r s o n a l v i e w , b u t f r a n k l y I f e e l as i f 
I'm i n t h e hands o f t h e committee w i t h r e s p e c t t o t h e q u e s t i o n o f t h e t i m e . 
Some have i n d i c a t e d perhaps a 7:30 s t a r t and a two-hour o r so d u r a t i o n on each 
o c c a s i o n , b u t I have no s t r o n g p e r s o n a l v i e w s . 

MR. R- SPEAKER* Maybe I c o u l d j u s t say t h i s , and i t w i l l h e l p a l i t t l e . Mr. 
Chairman, i n t e r m s o f t h e d i s c u s s i o n , what I'm h a v i n g t r o u b l e w i t h , i s t h e 
p o s i t i o n o f our caucus and t h e o t h e r members o f t h e o p p o s i t i o n . We r e a l l y 
h aven't asked f o r any r u l e changes. We t h i n k t h i n g s are g r e a t t h e way t h e y 
a r e . I see t h e p r e s e n t budget b e f o r e us t a k i n g a normal t i m e , n o t h i n g 
abnormal. I see no cause f o r alarm i n terms o f t h e s p r i n g s e s s i o n . L a s t 
y e a r , t h e f a l l s e s s i o n , maybe we had a u nique e x p e r i e n c e , and maybe i t w i l l 
o c c u r r e l a t i v e l y seldom. Who knows? But t h a t was t h e f i r s t t i m e i n 19 y e a r s 
I've been here t h a t something l i k e t h a t happened. And now t h e r e i s $12 
b i l l i o n t h e r e , so maybe we do need t h e t i m e . 

R e a l l y , I'm s a y i n g i t as p o l i t e l y as I can. I t h i n k t h e government i s 
o v e r r e a c t i n g i n w a n t i n g t o p u t i n t h e s e k i n d s o f r e s t r i c t i v e r u l e s . I n 
t o n i g h t ' s d i s c u s s i o n , I r e a l l y haven't got any f l e x i b i l i t y i n t e r m s o f 
n e g o t i a t i n g o r s a y i n g , l o o k , I can h a l f agree w i t h t h a t o r c a n ' t agree w i t h 
t h a t , o r I can agree w i t h t h i s c l a u s e and n o t t h e o t h e r one. My t e r m s o f 
r e f e r e n c e a r e : no changes. 

So I'm h a v i n g a tough t i m e : one, w i t h t h e d i s c u s s i o n we're g o i n g t o have 
t o n i g h t ; two, a d v i s i n g you on t h e s c h e d u l i n g , 
c 
MR. CHAIRMAN: I a p p r e c i a t e t h a t d i f f i c u l t y , Mr. Speaker, and c e r t a i n l y i t ' s a 
d i f f i c u l t y t h a t i s shared by o t h e r members o f t h e committee. I'm n o t a n x i o u s 
t o p r o l o n g t h e d i s c u s s i o n o f t h a t p o i n t , b u t Mr. Gogo, i f you want t o make a 
comment? 

MR. GOGO: Yes, Mr. Chairman. I c e r t a i n l y agree w i t h t h e Member f o r Three 
H i l l s t h a t , i n view o f t h i s week, p l a n s have been made. I agree w i t h Monday, 
Tuesday, and Thursday, i n view o f t h e f a c t p l a n s have been made by c e r t a i n 
members. As t o h o u r s , I would recommend your s u g g e s t i o n , i f i t was a 
s u g g e s t i o n , o f 7:30 t o 9=30 p.m. 

MR. CHAIRMAN' I a p p r e c i a t e we haven't had a g r e a t number o f members 
p a r t i c i p a t e , b u t i f I c o u l d perhaps summarize t h i s i n i t i a l consensus. The 
c o m m i t t e e , i f i t r e q u i r e s t h e t i m e , w i l l meet t h i s week: t o n i g h t , Tuesday, and 
Thursday e v e n i n g , from 7'-30 t o 9:30. But t h a t ' s s t r i c t l y a t e n t a t i v e 
s c h e d u l e , and t h e C h a i r w i l l c e r t a i n l y be open t o any q u a l i f y i n g o r 
r e d i r e c t i n g i n s t r u c t i o n f rom t h e committee, perhaps a t t h e end o f t h i s 
e v e n i n g ' s d e l i b e r a t i o n . 

MR. PAHL: Mr. Chairman. I was g o i n g t o suggest t h a t perhaps t h a t o p t i o n may 
be w e l l a d v i s e d f o r Tuesday n i g h t as w e l l , and w e ' l l t a k e a n o t h e r l o o k a t 
Wednesday. A l t h o u g h t h e r e are some commitments, i t may be something we can 
overcome, i f necessary. 
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MR. COOK" Mr. Chairman, I know the opposition has expressed a real interest in 
d e b a t i n g t h i s p o i n t and asked f o r t h e s e l e c t committee t o meet and d i s c u s s 
t h i s m a t t e r . I t ' s been on t h e Order Paper f o r some t h r e e weeks. I know t h a t 
a l l hon. members here would have had a l o t o f t i m e t o do t h e n e c essary 
r e s e a r c h o r c o n s u l t i n g o f caucuses. So I'm n o t sure we s h o u l d be bound by an 
a r b i t r a r y 9"30 d e a d l i n e f o r adjournment each n i g h t . I t h i n k we s h o u l d j u s t 
p l a y i t as we go and maybe have 9*30 i n mind, b u t c e r t a i n l y n o t be bound by 
t h a t . 

MR. CHAIRMAN" I c e r t a i n l y d i d n ' t i n d i c a t e any a r b i t r a r i n e s s , I t h o u g h t , w i t h 
my use o f t h e word " t e n t a t i v e " . But p l e a s e a c c e p t i t as a t e n t a t i v e 
recommendation f r o m t h e C h a i r , based on an i n i t i a l consensus. 

W i t h t h a t d i g r e s s i o n w i t h r e s p e c t t o s c h e d u l i n g , perhaps i t would now be 
a p p r o p r i a t e f o r t h e members o f t h e committee t o t u r n t h e i r a t t e n t i o n t o t h e 
m o t i o n t h a t has been r e f e r r e d t o t h e c o m m i t t e e , M o t i o n No, 1. I have g i v e n 
some t h o u g h t as t o t h e most e f f e c t i v e way f o r t h e committee t o debate t h i s 
m o t i o n , t o d i s c u s s i t , t o exchange v i e w s . I t seems t o me t h a t perhaps t h e 
most a p p r o p r i a t e way we c o u l d do t h a t would be, on t h i s i n i t i a l o c c a s i o n , t o 
t r e a t i t more o r l e s s as a c o m p a r a t i v e l y — I won't use t h e word u n s t r u c t u r e d 

l o o s e d i s c u s s i o n . That i s , members s h o u l d f e e l f r e e t o comment on any p a r t 
of t h e m o t i o n , as opposed t o a more r i g i d o r more s t r u c t u r e d approach where we 
would t a k e one s e c t i o n a t a t i m e . The l a t t e r approach mi g h t appear t o be more 
a p p r o p r i a t e as t h i n g s t r a n s p i r e , b u t f o r t h e t i m e b e i n g i t seems more 
a p p r o p r i a t e t o me t h a t we j u s t t r e a t i t i n t h e more open f a s h i o n . 

W i t h t h a t , I would now l i k e t o open t h e committee d i s c u s s i o n t h i s e v e n i n g t o 
v i e w p o i n t s f r o m any members who f e e l a need o r a d e s i r e t o comment on t h e 
m o t i o n t h a t ' s b e f o r e t h e committee. 

MR. 60G0" Mr. Chairman, j u s t f o r c l a r i f i c a t i o n , do you suggest t h a t we go a t A 
t h r o u g h I i n a v e r y i n f o r m a l manner o r go anywhere i n t h e m o t i o n a t a l l ? 

MR. CHAIRMAN* My own p r e d i s p o s i t i o n , s u b j e c t t o change o f d i r e c t i o n f r o m t h e 
c ommittee, i s t o approach i t f r o m any s e c t i o n t h a t a t t r a c t s t h e members' 
i n t e r e s t . 

MR. R. SPEAKER* [ I n a u d i b l e ] r e j e c t i t and go home. Mr. Chairman, I a l s o move 
t h a t we r e j e c t t h e p r e s e n t a t i o n made t o u s , and we a d j o u r n . 

MR. CHAIRMAN* We have o u r f i r s t m o t i o n t h i s e v e n i n g , f r o m Mr. Speaker. 

MR. PAHL* Speaking t o t h e m o t i o n , I t h i n k a t t h e h e a r t o f t h e i s s u e i s whether 
t h e s e r u l e changes s e r v e t h e i n s t i t u t i o n and t h e people o f A l b e r t a i n t e r m s o f 
o u r o b l i g a t i o n t o them. Mr. Chairman, a f t e r h a v i n g s a t t h r o u g h what I would 
t h i n k i s a v e r y good example o f perhaps why t h e r e needs t o be some t i m e 
management — I f e e l t h a t t h e d u t y o f an o p p o s i t i o n i s c e r t a i n l y t o oppose and 
t o p r e s e n t i t s a l t e r n a t i v e s , b u t I d o n ' t t h i n k t h a t an argument p a r t i c u l a r l y 
i m p r oves w i t h r e p e t i t i o n . The p r o s p e c t o f managing t h e t i m e i n t h e 
L e g i s l a t u r e so t h a t m i n i s t e r s can c a r r y on w i t h d e p a r t m e n t a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s 
and MLAs can do t h e v e r y i m p o r t a n t j o b s t h e y have i n t h e i r c o n s t i t u e n c i e s , 
p r o v i d i n g t h e r i g h t b a l a n c e between t i m e i n t h e L e g i s l a t u r e and t i m e i n t h e 
c o n s t i t u e n c y , I'm a f r a i d I d i f f e r w i t h my c o l l e a g u e from L i t t l e Bow. I would 
e x p r e s s t h e c o n t r a r y v i e w , t h a t h i s m o t i o n be d e f e a t e d . I f t h e r e i s no 
d e b a t e , beyond t h a t I would c e r t a i n l y be p r e p a r e d t o move t h e o t h e r m o t i o n 
t h a t would n o t i n s p i r e any d e b a t e , and t o say t h a t we p r o c e e d . 

O b v i o u s l y o u r caucus has spent a good d e a l o f t i m e on t h i s and has g i v e n i t 
the type of consideration I think it deserves. 



MR. CHAIRMAN" Any o t h e r comment w i t h r e s p e c t t o Mr. Speaker's motion? 

MR. MACK: Mr, Chairman. I have g i v e n t h i s p a r t i c u l a r m a t t e r o f b u s i n e s s a f a i r 
amount o f t h o u g h t and c o n s i d e r a t i o n , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n l i g h t o f t h e f a l l 
s e s s i o n , t h e amount o f t i m e spent i n t h e f a l l s e s s i o n and t h e b e n e f i t s d e r i v e d 
t h e r e f r o m ; more i m p o r t a n t l y , t h e c o n s i d e r a t i o n s o f p a r l i a m e n t a r y 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y , and t o ensure t h a t t h e c i t i z e n s were w e l l s e r v e d and t h e 
m a t t e r s coming b e f o r e t h i s L e g i s l a t u r e , which a f f e c t s them v e r y p r o f o u n d l y , 
are w e l l a i r e d , w e l l debated, and f u l l y c o n s i d e r e d . 
; ; I n d o i n g some r e s e a r c h on t h e d ebates t h a t went on l a s t f a l l , I b e l i e v e 
t h e r e i s a c l e a r i n d i c a t i o n as t o whether t h e debates were, i n f a c t , c a r r i e d 
on f o r t h e b e n e f i t o f t h e c i t i z e n s and t h e L e g i s l a t u r e o r were t h e y perhaps 
f o r u l t e r i o r m o t i v e s . I'm n o t p r e p a r e d t o a p p l y a d e f i n i t i v e m o t i v e o f why 
th e y were, b u t I t h i n k i t ' s c l e a r t h a t much o f t h e debate r e q u e s t e d v e r y 
s p e c i f i c , d e t a i l e d i n f o r m a t i o n on a r e p e t i t i v e b a s i s , as my c o l l e a g u e f r o m 
M i l l Woods i n d i c a t e d . 

I asked m y s e l f t h e q u e s t i o n , when one would c o n s i d e r t h a t we must ensure 
t h a t adequate debate i s a l l o w e d and adequate debate t a k e s p l a c e so t h a t a l l 
v iews are c o n s i d e r e d , a p p r e c i a t e d , and h e a r d . I n f a c t , t h i s was t h e case. 
There was no d e l i b e r a t e a t t e m p t t o dampen o r deafen t h e ear o f t h e c o n s t i t u e n t 
and t h o s e whom we s e r v e . Having made t h a t assessment and a n a l y s i s based on 
th e a c t i v i t y o f t h e L e g i s l a t u r e , I , w i t h r e s p e c t , would v o t e a g a i n s t t h e 
mo t i o n t h a t we do n o t need r u l e changes. I b e l i e v e we do need r u l e changes, 
and I b e l i e v e t h e p u b l i c would applaud us f o r d o i n g i t , p r o v i d e d i t i s done 
w i t h adequate room f o r debate. I t h i n k we do have t h a t . There i s a 
d i f f e r e n c e between adequate room f o r debate and a d e l i b e r a t e a t t e m p t t o s t a l l 
p a r l i a m e n t a r y p r o c e d u r e . 
• Thank you. 

MR, D. ANDERSON: Mr. Chairman, I ' l l make my remarks r e l a t i v e l y b r i e f . I would 
a l s o oppose t h e m o t i o n by t h e Leader o f t h e O p p o s i t i o n . I f e e l a t any t i m e 
t h a t t h e r u l e s o f t h e House have one r e q u i r e m e n t and t h a t ' s t o e x p e d i t e 
b u s i n e s s . True, a t a l l t i m e s we've g o t t o ensure t h a t t h e r e i s p r o p e r and 
complete debate on i s s u e s . But as f a r as t h e c o n s t i t u e n t s o f C a l g a r y C u r r i e 
are concerned, t h e y want t o ensure t h a t we are n o t s i t t i n g here d o i n g n o t h i n g 
o r r e p e a t i n g arguments, b u t r a t h e r are i n a p o s i t i o n t o move s w i f t l y and 
t h o r o u g h l y t h r o u g h t h e b u s i n e s s and t h e n proceed w i t h t h e problems t h a t are 
f a c i n g A l b e r t a t o d a y . 

I have c e r t a i n s p e c i f i c t h i n g s I might p e r s o n a l l y c o n s i d e r changes t o i n 
t h i s document: perhaps t h e Leader o f t h e O p p o s i t i o n and t h e P r e m i e r need two 
ho u r s i n s t e a d o f 90 mi n u t e s t o speak; perhaps 25 days on Committee o f Supply 
i s t o o generous and we need 20. Those are t h i n g s t h a t I t h i n k we can d i s c u s s 
o v e r t h e n e x t few days. But i n g e n e r a l , I t h i n k we now have t o l o o k a t t h e s e 
r u l e s , which are r e a s o n a b l y t a k e n i n most l e g i s l a t u r e s and p a r l i a m e n t s i n t h e 
B r i t i s h system, as a p r o v i n c e t h a t has a good number o f d i f f i c u l t i e s t o d e a l 
w i t h , l i k e a l l o t h e r s , and t h a t has t h e r e s p o n s i b i l i t y o f b e i n g e f f i c i e n t as 
w e l l as t h o r o u g h and j u s t . 

MR. GOGO: Mr. Chairman, I t h i n k I'm t h e l a s t one who would e v e r want t o g e t 
t e c h n i c a l w i t h r e g a r d t o t h e r u l e s . My a t t e n t i o n i s r e a l l y d i r e c t e d t o 
S e c t i o n H, because I j u s t assume t h a t m o t i o n s t o a d j o u r n are n o t d e b a t a b l e and 
here we've been d e b a t i n g i t . Maybe i n d i r e c t l y I'm a s k i n g f o r a r u l i n g . I 
wanted t o speak t o a s p e c i f i c , and here' s t h i s m o t i o n t o a d j o u r n , which I 
r e a l l y d o n ' t t h i n k i s d e b a t a b l e . We p r o b a b l y s h o u l d have c a l l e d t h e q u e s t i o n 
some t i m e ago. I guess I ' d l i k e y o u r g u i d a n c e . I ' d l i k e t o speak t o a 
s p e c i f i c i s s u e , b u t I ' l l t a k e your guidance i f you i n s i s t I speak t o t h e 
m o t i o n t o a d j o u r n . 
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HR. CHAIRMAN1 B e f o r e t h e chairman f e e l s q u a l i f i e d t o g i v e such guidance* he 
w i l l t u r n t o h i s a d v i s e r . 

The C h a i r a p o l o g i z e s f o r t h a t d e l a y . He i s a d v i s e d t h a t because t h e m o t i o n 
i s n o t a s i m p l e adjournment motion . i t i s d e b a t a b l e . We've now he a r d f r o m 
s e v e r a l members o f t h e committee w i t h r e s p e c t t o Mr. Speaker's m o t i o n . Are 
there any o t h e r s who wish t o p a r t i c i p a t e b e f o r e I c a l l t h e q u e s t i o n ? 

tfR. GOGO' Mr. Chairman, because o f what you s a i d . I g l a d l y w i s h t o p a r t i c i p a t e 
now i n opposing» e s s e n t i a l l y , what Mr. Speaker has proposed. Members o f t h i s 
committee have been i n p o s s e s s i o n o f t h i s m o t i o n f o r some t i m e . I t h i n k t h e y 
c l e a n l y r e c o g n i z e t h e need t o address t h e q u e s t i o n o f r u l e s o f t h e House. For 
iay p a r t * l o o k i n g a t t h e number o f days, t h e 25 days and so on. I t h i n k i t ' s 
e s s e n t i a l i n t h e i n t e r e s t s o f government . . . I'm n o t a member o f t h e 
E x e c u t i v e C o u n c i l , b u t I presume t h e y have t h i n g s t h e y have t o do. I ' d l i k e 
to see us g e t on w i t h changing t h e r u l e s . I'm n o t s a y i n g t h a t what's i n f r o n t 
of me i s t o t a l l y s a t i s f a c t o r y . The Member f o r C a l g a r y C u r r i e r a i s e d a p o i n t . 
and I'm q u i t e i n t e r e s t e d i n h e a r i n g t h a t p o i n t o f view. 

On t h a t b a s i s . I would oppose t h e m o t i o n by t h e hon. Mr. Speaker, t h e Member 
f o r L i t t l e Bow, t h a t we a d j o u r n * 

DR. PAPROSKI5 Mr. Chairman. I t o o oppose t h e m o t i o n made by t h e hon. Member 
f o r O l d s - D i d s b u r y — L i t t l e Bow r a t h e r . I'm s o r r y . I w o u l d n ' t want i n any 
way t o make t h a t m i s t a k e . I f e e l t h a t t h e m o t i o n t o change t h e o r d e r s has an 
element o f f a i r n e s s t o i t t h a t has t o be e x p l a i n e d f u l l y . We haven't had t h e 
o p p o r t u n i t y t o debate o r d i s c u s s t h a t . I t h i n k i t s h o u l d assure t h a t t h e r e i s 
n o t h i n g unusual i n t h a t p a r t i c u l a r r u l e change m o t i o n , I d o n ' t t h i n k t h e r e i s 
a n y t h i n g u n u s u a l * as compared t o o t h e r p a r l i a m e n t s . F u r t h e r m o r e t h e a b i l i t y 
to a d e q u a t e l y debate a budget — o r . i n t h i s case, a l s o t h e H e r i t a g e Savings 
| r u s t Fund ~- i s t h e r e . I t ' s ample, based oh h i s t o r i c a l a c t i v i t y o f t h i s 
House and o t h e r Houses. I t h i n k we s h o u l d d e f e a t t h a t p a r t i c u l a r m o t i o n . 

MR* CHAIRMAN1 Any o t h e r comments b e f o r e I c a l l f o r t h e q u e s t i o n ? 

MR. R. SPEAKER'- J u s t a c o u p l e o f comments. Time management: c e r t a i n l y I can 
see t h e argument, b u t we see i t as t i m e c o n s t r a i n t and s h u t t i n g us o f f . L a s t 
f a l l , we d i d something unique t h a t we f e l t — we can b o t h debate what t h e 
b e n e f i t s were. But one o f t h e t h i n g s I f o u n d o u t f r o m t h a t debate was t h a t 
more A l b e r t a n s knew something about t h e h e r i t a g e f u n d t h a n t h e y knew p r i o r t o 
t h a t d e b a t e . I t f o c u s s e d t h e i s s u e . I t r a i s e d t h e m a t t e r . T h a t ' s p a r t o f 
t h e debate t h a t goes on i n t h e L e g i s l a t u r e . A l l t h e s e y e a r s I ' v e s a t around 
here and spent h o u r s and h o u r s a s k i n g q u e s t i o n s on t h e e s t i m a t e s . When I go 
home I f i n d t h a t my c o n s t i t u e n t s say. where were you? Where have you been? 
I n Ottawa? But l a s t f a l l t h e y knew I was i n Edmonton, and t h e y knew what t h e 
s u b j e c t was. They c o u l d r e p e a t t h e arguments. That was one o f t h e most 
e f f e c t i v e t i m e s t h i s L e g i s l a t u r e has worked. We as members s h o u l d r e c o g n i z e 
t h a t ; 

C e r t a i n l y i f you t a k e t h e t a l l y i n t e r m s o f p o l i t i c a l b r o w n i e p o i n t s . I 
t h i n k we i n t h e o p p o s i t i o n g a i n e d a few. That's p a r t o f g i v e and t a k e i n 
government. On t h e o t h e r hand, t h e government has t i m e t o i s s u e a budget, has 
t o t a l d e t e r m i n a t i o n o f what t h e programs i n t h e H e r i t a g e Savings T r u s t Fund 
* r e • I f t h e y meet t h e needs o f t h e p e o p l e and p u t o u t t h e r i g h t k i n d s o f 
programs, t h e y w i l l s c o r e more b r o w n i e p o i n t s t h a n t h e o p p o s i t i o n does. But 
l i m i t i n g debate t o t h e d u l l , how many p e n c i l s are i n s i x p e n c i l boxes t y p e o f 
q u e s t i o n , j u s t s t e r i l i z e s t h e whole t h i n g . T hat's why we're s a y i n g , g i v e t h e 
L e g i s l a t u r e a chance t o work; don't p u t t i m e c o n s t r a i n t s on i t . T h a t ' s how I 
see t h a t p r a c t i c a l e x p e r i e n c e t h a t went on. As much as some o f you f e e l 
s e n s i t i v e about what happened, i t was a good e x p e r i e n c e i n t e r m s o f t h e 
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l e g i s l a t u r e i n v o l v i n g i t s e l f w i t h t h e people o f A l b e r t a . We need more o f t h a t 
& i n d o f t h i n g . I t ' s h e a l t h y f o r t h e d e m o c r a t i c p r o c e s s . 
jsiWhen I say t h e y t h o u g h t we were i n Ottawa o r t h e y d i d n ' t know we were i n 
Edmonton, I'm s u re t h e r e are people s i t t i n g on t h i s s i d e o f t h e House who 
heard e x a c t l y t h e same comments I have over t h e y e a r s . That's because 
Sometimes we d o n ' t a l l o w t h e system here t o i l l u m i n a t e i t s e l f t o t h e g e n e r a l 
p u b l i c . Both o f us can score e q u a l l y w i t h t h e open ground r u l e s . L e t ' s keep 
i t t h a t way. T h a t ' s my f i r s t p o i n t . 

Secondly, t h e amounts o f t h e b u d g e t s : we are spending — o r i n v e s t i n g , 
a l l o c a t i n g * t r a n s f e r r i n g , w hichever t h e t e r m i s j u s t about $21 b i l l i o n 
t h r o u g h o u t t h i s p r o v i n c e . T h i s week, Saskatchewan j u s t came i n w i t h a $2.1 
b i l l i o n b u d g et, p r i o r t o t h e i r e l e c t i o n . We have 10 t i m e s as many d o l l a r s t o 
S e a l w i t h * 10 t i m e s as many whatever. I t h i n k t h a t needs a more open-ended 
sc h e d u l e . For us t o c l o s e o u r e a r s i s u n f a i r , I t h i n k . The p u b l i c w i l l g e t 
to"know t h e government programs b e t t e r i f t h e government backbenchers — and I 
Say t h i s w i t h a l l s i n c e r i t y - T t a k e p a r t i n t h e d e b a t e , f i n d some o f t h e key 
i s s u e s i n some o f these b u d g e t s , and debate them w i t h t h e m i n i s t e r s . We c o u l d 
»se t h e t i m e w e l l , 
i / Over my y e a r s , and on t h i s s i d e o f t h e House as a backbencher, I t h i n k o f 
t i m e s and o p p o r t u n i t i e s I missed t o p r e s s t h e m i n i s t e r s on s p e c i a l p o i n t s t h a t 
needed i l l u m i n a t i n g and i l l u s t r a t i n g t o t h e g e n e r a l p u b l i c . I t may n o t have 
Me&rt t h a t you were t r y i n g t o embarrass t h e m i n i s t e r , b u t you c o u l d have r a i s e d 
q u e s t i o n s a b o u t , l e t ' s say, t h e h e r i t a g e f u n d . We as a government spent some 
$900*000 t r y i n g t o communicate t h e h e r i t a g e f u n d t o t h e people o f A l b e r t a . 
I f > on t h i s s i d e o f t h e House, t h e backbenchers would l o o k a t s p e c i a l k i n d s o f 
i t e m s i n t h e h e r i t a g e f u n d and i l l u m i n a t e them, we have a medium here f r o m 
which we c o u l d g e t i t o u t t o t h e p u b l i c . But t h a t wasn't t h e case t a k e n , n o t 
used t o t h e advantage t h a t i t has h e r e . I t h i n k t h a t s h o u l d be examined by 
government as w e l l , c e r t a i n l y , as t h e o p p o s i t i o n . That t a k e s t i m e , n o t j u s t 
12 days, because i n 12 days you spend an hour o r two a day. That goes v e r y 
q u i c k l y i f everybody i s d o i n g h i s j o b . 

I know c l o s u r e had t o come down l a s t y e a r t o end t h e d e bate. Both o f us 
r e c o g n i z e d , maybe on b o t h s i d e s o f t h e House, t h a t t h a t may have been t h e o n l y 
medium t o c l o s e t h e d e b a t e . But t h a t ' s a unique e x p e r i e n c e , good f o r a l l o f 
us, ; as I've s a i d b e f o r e . I d o n ' t t h i n k t h e h a r s h measure o f l o n g - t e r m 
s t a n d i n g r u l e s i s t h e s o l u t i o n t o t h a t problem. I f t h e government has done 
something o r l e f t t h e m s e l ves somewhat open on a c e r t a i n t o p i c * t h e debate must 
be p r o l o n g e d . I n t h a t s i t u a t i o n we d i d . I n t h i s House, I t h i n k i t s h o u l d be 
t h e same way, 
c We o n l y have a s m a l l o p p o s i t i o n . The f i r s t o p p o s i t i o n i n my 19 y e a r s was 
t h e S i x C o n s e r v a t i v e members on t h a t s i d e o f t h e House. P r i o r t o t h a t t i m e , 
we had t h r e e members- two L i b e r a l s * one Independent. I c a n ' t r e c a l l p r i o r t o 
t h a t * b u t t h e y were a v e r y q u i e t o p p o s i t i o n . We had no q u e s t i o n p e r i o d a t 
t h a t t i m e . We had Very few r e s o l u t i o n s on t h e Order Paper. We had v e r y few 
n i g h t s i t t i n g s , because we c o u l d c a r r y on most o f t h e b u s i n e s s i n t h e 
a f t e r n o o n . There were v e r y few r u l e s . 

Then t h e s i x o p p o s i t i o n members came i n , and we l e f t as much l a t i t u d e as we 
c o u l d . At t h a t t i m e , we i n t r o d u c e d t h e t h r e e - q u a r t e r s o f an h o u r q u e s t i o n 
p e r i o d . We a l l o w e d f o r s p e c i a l r u l e s f o r t h e o p p o s i t i o n . I t h i n k t h e y d i d n ' t 
have t o second c e r t a i n r e s o l u t i o n s . C e r t a i n s p e aking arrangements were made. 
The C o n s e r v a t i v e o p p o s i t i o n under Mr. Lougheed had t o t a l open r u l e s t o s t u d y 
t h e budget and a n y t h i n g e l s e . We e x i s t e d under t h a t p e r i o d o f t i m e . As a 
government, we l o s t i n 1971. I f t h a t was t h e reason f o r i t , maybe t h e 
government has a reason f o r b r i n g i n g t h e s e i n now. But h o p e f u l l y , j u s t t h e 
change i n t h e r u l e s i s n ' t g o i n g t o save t h e government f r o m d e s t r u c t i o n . But 
i t e x i s t e d v e r y w e l l t h e n . 
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I4e have s i x people o v e r t h e r e , n o t u n i t e d - Look a t t h e desks t h e r e : t h r e e , 
f h e * one* and one. We a l l i n d e p e n d e n t l y p l a n hoy we're going t o approach t h e 
ftudfet. I n t e r n s o f t h a t , I t h i n k use o f t i m e c e r t a i n l y i s n ' t g o i n g t o be any 
$©re t h a n i t has been under normal c i r c u m s t a n c e s i n o t h e r y e a r s . So I see no 
A l i s o n why we s h o u l d be s c r a m b l i n g t o t i g h t e n up t h e r u l e s l i k e you are a t t h e 
p r e s e n t t i m e . 
^ A l i t t l e e a r l i e r , someone s a i d 1 e x p e d i t e b u t n o t suppress. Sure we want t o 
e x p e d i t e . But I t h i n k common sense has p r e v a i l e d over t h e y e a r s . Nobody i s 
$ u t t o t a k e advantage o f t h e s i t u a t i o n . I f t h e reason t h e r u l e s are t o be 
Changed i s t h a t t h e o p p o s i t i o n may be i n c r e a s i n g i n t h e n e x t L e g i s l a t u r e o r 
th e L e g i s l a t u r e a f t e r t h a t , maybe t h e r e i s a reason. But a t t h e p r e s e n t t i m e , 
l a i t h s i x people and t h i s s i t t i n g o f t h e L e g i s l a t u r e — t h i s i s t h e t h i r d 
{ l e g i s l a t u r e I t h i n k we s h o u l d l e a v e i t up t o t h e n e x t L e g i s l a t u r e t o l o o k a t 
Jftile changes. I t worked f o r t h e f i r s t two y e a r s . 
f I t h i n k t h e government i s o v e r r e a c t i n g t o what happened l a s t f a l l , by t r y i n g 
t o suppress us and c u t us o f f . I t h i n k t h a t ' s n o t t o o i m p r e s s i v e . I f t h a t ' s 
t h e r o u t e t h e government wants t o go, we 111 have t o scream i t t o t h e r o o f t o p s 
fed t e l l A l b e r t a n s t h a t ' s what i s happening t o us. I t h i n k we're making more 
out o f t h i s t h i n g . The government i s c r e a t i n g a problem t h a t j u s t d o e s n T t 
have t o be t h e r e . We f e e l t h a t way i n our caucus, and I know t h e o t h e r 
members on t h e o p p o s i t e s i d e o f t h e House f e e l t h e v e r y same way. I t ' s 
d i f f i c u l t f o r us t o u n d e r s t a n d why t h e government i s pus h i n g i t ahead, I 
# h i n k t h e government s h o u l d r e c o n s i d e r i t i n t h e i r caucus. 

Mr. Chairman, we're a t a sta g e r i g h t now where I am l o c k e d i n t o a p o s i t i o n . 
I know t h e government caucus i s l o c k e d i n t o a p o s i t i o n . We a r e n ' t g o i n g t o 
i o l v e i t t o n i g h t . I t ' s j u s t i m p o s s i b l e . 

ME. CHAIRMAN* Ready f o r t h e q u e s t i o n ? Mrs. Osterman, d i d you wis h t o g e t i n 
here? 

MRS. OSTERMAN"* Mr. Chairman, t h e Leader o f t h e O p p o s i t i o n has made some v e r y 
e x c e l l e n t p o i n t s . O b v i o u s l y we have a d i f f e r e n c e o f o p i n i o n i n t e r m s o f where 
t h e p r o p e r balance l i e s i n how much t i m e we spend i n t h e L e g i s l a t u r e and how 
Much t i m e we spend i n our c o n s t i t u e n c y . I would o n l y say t h a t a g o o d l y number 
o f us f e e l t h a t , i n d e e d , now i s t h e t i m e t o d i s c u s s r u l e changes, i f we f e e l 
t h a t we would be more e f f e c t i v e w i t h some t i m e management whereby a l l o f us 
know w i t h some degree o f c e r t a i n t y when we come here t h e number o f days t h a t 
are g o i n g t o be spent on c e r t a i n t h i n g s . Of c o u r s e , when i t comes t o 
l e g i s l a t i o n , t h a t opens i t up t o a whole o t h e r area and p o s s i b l e t i m e w e ' l l 
spend t h e r e . 
" B u t i n t e r m s o f t h e balance and t h e t i m i n g o f d i s c u s s i n g t h i s , i f we l e a v e 
i t t o t h e heat o f t h e moment, when we end up w i t h a major problem i n t h e 
Assembly where one group f e e l s t h a t t h e y ' v e h i t on a s o - c a l l e d s o f t s p o t i n 
government and want t o c a r r y a d i s c u s s i o n on and on and on, g o i n g o v e r and 
over t h e same p o i n t s , o b v i o u s l y I d o n ' t t h i n k t h a t ' s a v e r y good t i m e t o do 
i t - So when, do you say, i s a good time? A f t e r you've had an e x p e r i e n c e l i k e 
t h a t and everybody has c o o l e d down, i t p r o v i d e s you w i t h a v e r y e x c e l l e n t 
o p p o r t u n i t y t o observe and t h e n t r y t o make some r a t i o n a l d e c i s i o n as t o how 
&QU s h o u l d i n d e e d manage y o u r t i m e , i f you b e l i e v e i t s h o u l d be managed. I 
f o r one would say t h a t my c o n s t i t u e n t s b e l i e v e my t i m e s h o u l d be managed. The 
ftonth t h a t I b e l i e v e was l o s t l a s t w i n t e r was one we may pay d e a r l y f o r . We 
®e© a number o f governments spending many, many months — maybe a good p a r t o f 
t h e y e a r — i n t h e L e g i s l a t u r e o r i n P a r l i a m e n t . The people w o r k i n g f o r t h a t 
government are p u t t i n g i n t o e f f e c t programs we v o t e f o r h e r e , by way o f 
l e g i s l a t i o n , a budget, o r whatever. We r e a l l y d o n ' t have a way o f a s s e s s i n g 
j u s t how e f f e c t i v e t h e y a r e . 
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5o I would say t h a t * i n d e e d , I b e l i e v e t h e r e s h o u l d be a b a l a n c e . I t h i n k 
t h e o p p o s i t i o n has some a b i l i t y t o , number one, p i c k t h o s e s o - c a l l e d s o f t 
»reas» i f t h e y b e l i e v e t h e y ' r e t h e r e and c o n c e n t r a t e on them. W i t h i n t h e t i m e 
management we're t a l k i n g a bout, t h e t i m e a l l o w e d , I t h i n k t h e y ' l l have t h a t 
o p p o r t u n i t y * and t h e y ' l l have t o choose w i s e l y . 

I b e l i e v e t h a t t h e people o f t h e p r o v i n c e have a r i g h t t o expect t h e 
p o l i t i c i a n s who are making p o l i c y , p r o m o t i n g s o - c a l l e d programs f o r t h e good 
o f t h e people* ought t o be o u t t h e r e f i n d i n g o u t how those programs are 
wordi n g . I f o r one haven't had t h a t k i n d o f t i m e . I t h i n k we have t o have a 
balance. I t h i n k t h e balance we have t r i e d t o s t r i k e by t h e r u l e changes i s a 
go6d one. and I f o r one c e r t a i n l y would not advocate a c c e p t i n g t h e hon. 
member's m o t i o n . 

MRS* FYFE« Mr. Chairman, t h e r e are many v a r i a t i o n s i n t h e d e m o c r a t i c 
p a r l i a m e n t a r y system. One, t h e Mother o f P a r l i a m e n t i n B r i t a i n l i m i t s 
q u e s t i o n s t h a t are asked o f t h e government members. I n f a c t , t h e y must be 
w r i t t e n down ahead o f t i m e . So q u e s t i o n p e r i o d becomes q u i t e r e s t r i c t i v e . 
The Prime M i n i s t e r o f t h a t c o u n t r y spends a v e r y l i m i t e d number o f m i n u t e s 
each week a v a i l a b l e t o t h e Members o f P a r l i a m e n t t o answer q u e s t i o n s . I 
b e l i e v e i t ' s one o r two 15-minute p e r i o d s a week. 
We have f a r g r e a t e r l a t i t u d e w i t h i n t h i s v e r y s m a l l Assembly, compared t o 

th e number o f members t h e r e , i n t h e o p p o r t u n i t y t o ask q u e s t i o n s and 
p a r t i c i p a t e . The numbers have t o be v e r y i m p o r t a n t . I f we s a t i n a 
p a r l i a m e n t t h a t had ov e r 400 members, perhaps you c o u l d l o o k a t th e s e r u l e s 
and say* t h i s s i m p l y does n o t a l l o w adequate t i m e f o r t h a t number o f people 
t d have e q u a l share i n t h e p a r t i c i p a t i o n o f debate. I n an Assembly o f 79 
Members* and l o o k i n g a t t h e number o f months t h e L e g i s l a t u r e has s a t i n t h e 
p a s t , t h e s e r u l e s are n o t r e s t r i c t i v e . T h i s i s n o t a p r e c e d e n t c u t t i n g down 
t h e number o f a v a i l a b l e days. I n f a c t , t h e y ' r e q u i t e generous compared t o t h e 
t o t a l number o f days we have s a t over t h e p a s t y e a r s . So t h e r e ' s no i n t e n t i o n 
t o f r u s t r a t e t h e d e b a t i n g p rocess t h a t t a k e s p l a c e w i t h i n t h i s L e g i s l a t u r e . 

L o c a l government i s o f t e n c r i t i c i z e d by many f o r t o o much t a l k and n o t 
enough d e c i s i o n . What o f t e n happens i s t h a t t h e members get caught up i n 
d e b a t i n g and r e h a s h i n g o l d i s s u e s , i n s t e a d o f t a k i n g t i m e t o e v a l u a t e p o l i c y 
d i r e c t i o n s and, more i m p o r t a n t l y , t o make d e c i s i o n s . Democracy i s n o t known 
as t h e most e f f i c i e n t i n s t r u m e n t o f government, b u t i t ' s t h e b e s t system we 
h i v e d e v i s e d t o t r y t o r e p r e s e n t t h e views o f t h e people who e l e c t us and t o 
Come t o a f i n a l d e c i s i o n , a l l o w i n g adequate t i m e f o r t h e members t o 
p a r t i c i p a t e i n t h a t p r o c e s s . 
; I r e p r e s e n t one o f t h e l a r g e s t c o n s t i t u e n c i e s i n A l b e r t a . The comments I 
dec e i v e d l a s t f a l l when we were i n t h e L e g i s l a t u r e were n o t an u n d e r s t a n d i n g 
o f t h e i s s u e s t h a t went on w i t h i n t h e L e g i s l a t u r e as much as t h e c oncern t h a t 
I was n o t i n t h e c o n s t i t u e n c y l i s t e n i n g t o comments. That's e x t r e m e l y 
i m p o r t a n t from my p o i n t o f view , r e p r e s e n t i n g a v e r y d i v e r s i f i e d c o n s t i t u e n c y 
tod h a v i n g s u f f i c i e n t t i m e t o spend w i t h i n t h a t c o n s t i t u e n c y l i s t e n i n g t o t h e 
<5tmcexns o f b u s i n e s s , t h e a g r i c u l t u r a l community, and a l l t h e v a r i e d groups 
and i n d i v i d u a l s who r e s i d e t h e r e . I cannot see t h a t t h i s w i l l t a k e a n y t h i n g 
away from t h e l e g i s l a t i v e p r o c e s s we have. But I t h i n k i t w i l l e x p e d i t e t o 
ensure t h e r e i s a f a i r n e s s t o a l l members and a l s o t o a l l o w t h e b a l a n c e t h a t 
father members have spoken about t h i s e v e n i n g . 

With t h o s e comments, I s i m p l y say t h a t I a l s o c o u l d n o t s u p p o r t t h e m o t i o n 
b e f o r e us t h i s e v e n i n g . I b e l i e v e i t i s o n l y f a i r t h a t we proceed w i t h t h e 
m 6 t i o n on t h e Order Paper. 

MR. D. ANDERSON" Mr. Ch airma n , I don't want t o p r o l o n g debate on t h i s 
p a r t i c u l a r m o t i o n . However, I want t o make two p o i n t s , p r i m a r i l y i n response 
t o t h e Leader o f t h e O p p o s i t i o n , The f i r s t i s t h a t my p e r s o n a l i n v o l v e m e n t i n 
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f f t i s " committee ~ I c a n ' t speak f o r o t h e r members ~ i s n o t based on p o l i t i c a l 
Jarownie p o i n t s o f one s i d e o r t h e o t h e r , r e g a r d l e s s o f what happened l a s t 
i l i m e . I would say c l e a r l y , t h o u g h , t h a t my c o n s t i t u e n t s o b v i o u s l y d i d n o t 
hatfe t h e same view o f p r o d u c t i v i t y i n t h a t month t h a t t h e hon. Leader o f t h e 
A p p o s i t i o n ' s d i d , a c c o r d i n g t o h i s r e p o r t . My concern i s t h a t t h i s 
^ t & f i s l a t u r e work as e f f e c t i v e l y as p o s s i b l e . I f t h e Leader o f t h e O p p o s i t i o n 
b r o t h e r members o f t h i s committee f e e l t h a t s p e c i f i c p a r t s o f t h o s e r u l e s 
i n t r o d u c e d w i l l n o t a l l o w i t t o do t h a t , w i l l n o t a l l o w i t t o be f a i r and work 

t h e way i t s h o u l d , we s h o u l d d i s c u s s t h o s e s p e c i f i c p o i n t s . I am w i l l i n g 
t o t a k e a l o o k a t them. 
^ I n t e r m s o f where we're g o i n g , t h e l e a d e r h i m s e l f o u t l i n e d t h e p r o g r e s s made 
i n t h e e v o l u t i o n o f r u l e s w h i c h , when t h e r e i s v e r y l i t t l e t o d i s c u s s , r e q u i r e 
Very few r u l e s and, when t h e r e i s much t o d i s c u s s , r e q u i r e more t o ensure t h a t 
Happens c l e a r l y ; and, i n t h a t d e s c r i p t i o n , o u t l i n e d i n h i s own words why t h e r e 
i s a need f o r a f u r t h e r and ongoing e v a l u a t i o n o f t h e r u l e s . 
f> So I would v o t e a g a i n s t t h e mo t i o n and hope t h a t a l l members here l o o k , as a 
purpose, a t how t h e House o p e r a t e s and how i t m i g h t o p e r a t e most e f f e c t i v e l y , 
r a t h e r t h a n who i s g o i n g t o make p o l i t i c a l b r ownie p o i n t s on what s i d e . 

MR. CHAIRMAN- Those i n f a v o r o f Mr. Speaker's motion? Those opposed? The 
amotion f a i l s . 
,u I would l i k e t o reopen d i s c u s s i o n by committee members w i t h r e s p e c t t o t h e 
H o t i o n t h a t has been r e f e r r e d t o t h e committee, M o t i o n No. 1. 
*• -
MR. COOK" Mr. Chairman, j u s t a p r o c e d u r a l s u g g e s t i o n . For example, we migh t 
do what we do i n P u b l i c Accounts* i d e n t i f y i t e m s t h a t are o f g r e a t i n t e r e s t , 
t&9 t h o s e , and r a i s e them as something o f a p r i o r i t y . I am q u i t e s a t i s f i e d 
w i t h t h e whole package. But i f some members o f t h e committee wanted t o f l a g a 
p o i n t f o r d e b a t e , t h a t might be a u s e f u l way t o t a r g e t our l i m i t e d t i m e 
r e s o u r c e s . 

MR. CHAIRMAN* C e r t a i n l y I f e l t t h a t p o i n t had been made e a r l i e r i n d i s c u s s i o n . 
I f t h a t p o i n t i s n o t c l e a r , members s h o u l d f e e l q u i t e u n r e s t r a i n e d as t o 
which , i f any, p r o v i s i o n s o f t h i s m o t i o n t h e y would l i k e t o comment on 
t o n i g h t . 

MR. MACK: Mr. Chairman, I am t r o u b l e d some w i t h t h e p o s t u r i n g o f t h e Leader o f 
th e O p p o s i t i o n , t a k i n g a p o s i t i o n where no r u l e changes are r e q u i r e d , nor 
c o u l d he a t t h i s p o i n t i n t i m e — h o p e f u l l y tomorrow t h e y may r e v i e w t h e i r 
p o s i t i o n and perhaps g i v e us some s u p p o r t i v e debate on t h e r u l e changes so 
t h e r e can be some u n a n i m i t y , i f p o s s i b l e , o r c e r t a i n l y an u n d e r s t a n d i n g . For 
example, I would l i k e t o r a i s e i t e m D. I t i s o n l y one o f many, b u t i f t h a t 
g i v e s t h e Leader o f t h e O p p o s i t i o n some d i f f i c u l t y , I c e r t a i n l y d o n ' t see why 
we c o u l d n o t r e v i e w t h a t one and perhaps r e p l a c e i t w i t h t h e c u r r e n t t i m e 
a l l o t t e d o r some o t h e r t i m e — two h o u r s , o r whatever i t m i g h t be. But t o 
3ust t a k e a p o s i t i o n t h a t no, we w i l l n o t c o n s i d e r any changes w i t h due 
r e s p e c t , I would q u e s t i o n t h a t p o s i t i o n as t o whether i t i s a f a i r one. 

I t h i n k i t ' s n o t n e c e s s a r i l y numbers t h a t make good arguments. T h e r e f o r e , 
t o suggest t h a t because t h e numbers are s m a l l c r e a t e s a r e a l problem, I don't 
buy t h a t . I r e f l e c t back on t h e s i x who used t o be t h e r e . I was a sta u n c h 
Socred s u p p o r t e r a t one t i m e , b e l i e v e i t o r n o t . I was won over by t h e 
arguments p u t f o r w a r d by t h e s m a l l s i x o p p o s i t i o n members, s i m p l y t h e q u a l i t y 
o f t h e debate and a l t e r n a t i v e s p r e s e n t e d . I r a i s e t h a t n o t i n t h e t o n e o f 
c r i t i c i s m b u t i n t h e area o f l o g i s t i c s . L o g i c a l l y , I t h i n k we have t o address 
t h o s e i n e q u i t i e s i n o u r r u l e s . I t ' s a p o s i t i v e move f o r w a r d , and i t w i l l 
enhance and n o t d e r o g a t e t h e p a r l i a m e n t a r y p r o c e s s . That's a l l I have t o say. 
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n s . MOORE: Mr. Chairman, t h e Leader o f t h e O p p o s i t i o n has p u t f o r w a r d a 
proposal» i f you l i k e , t h a t t h e package be e i t h e r r e j e c t e d o r acc e p t e d . We 
Voted, d i s c u s s e d , and debated b r i e f l y t h e m a t t e r o f r e j e c t i n g t h e m a t t e r 
b e f o r e us. I t seems t o me i t would be i n o r d e r , i n o r d e r t o move t h e 
c o m m i t t e e 1 s d e b a t i n g a l o n g , t o move t h a t t h e m a t t e r b e f o r e us be r e f e r r e d t o 
t h e L e g i s l a t i v e Assembly w i t h t h e recommendation i t be acc e p t e d as o u t l i n e d , 
f : I have t h o u g h t f o r some t i m e about t h e r u l e s t h a t a r e b e f o r e us and have 
co n c l u d e d — w i t h t h e p o s s i b l e e x c e p t i o n o f d e b a t i n g some o f t h e t i m e l i m i t s 
t h a t e x i s t , b o t h i n t h e number o f days and on t h e spe a k i n g t i m e , as t h e hon. 
member Mr. Mack has p o i n t e d o u t — t h a t t h e y are i n h e r e n t l y f a i r . One c o u l d 
debate whether t h e r i g h t number i s 25, 20, o r 28 days, o r whether t h e r i g h t 
number o f m i n u t e s t o speak i s 90 o r some o t h e r t i m e . From my p o i n t o f view, 
we have g i v e n a f a i r b i t o f c o n s i d e r a t i o n — a t l e a s t t h e government caucus 
H i d b e f o r e t h i s m a t t e r was i n t r o d u c e d i n t o t h e Assembly. We co n c l u d e d t h a t 
i t was f a i r i n t h e c o n t e x t o f what o t h e r l e g i s l a t u r e s i n Canada and t h e House 
o f Commons have w i t h r e s p e c t t o t i m e l i m i t s on debate i n s o f a r as e s t i m a t e s are 
concerned. 

The b u s i n e s s o f government, i n terms o f i t s f i n a n c i a l p l a n , must go on. I n 
t h i s L e g i s l a t u r e , we are a c c o u n t a b l e n o t j u s t f o r f o u r o r f i v e weeks a ye a r , 
as was t h e case Mr. Speaker r e f e r r e d t o some y e a r s ago when he f i r s t j o i n t e d 
t h e Assembly, b u t on two o c c a s i o n s a y e a r . On each o c c a s i o n are debates o f a 
g e n e r a l n a t u r e i n which any member, i n c l u d i n g o p p o s i t i o n members, can debate 
t h e government's f i n a n c i a l p l a n — d u r i n g t h e f a l l i n v a r i o u s areas and d u r i n g 
t h e S p r i n g i n t h e g e n e r a l budget debate and t h r o n e speech deba t e . Indeed i n 
v a r i o u s B i l l s p r e s e n t e d t o t h e House, we o f t e n get i n t o d ebates on t h e 
f i n a n c i a l p l a n t h e government has o u t l i n e d . I t i s n o t as though we r e s t r i c t 
t h e t i m e j u s t t o what's o u t l i n e d i n t h i s B i l l . There are o t h e r ways and 
avenues by which a member can i n f l u e n c e t h e e s t i m a t e s o r e x p e n d i t u r e s 
p r e s e n t e d by t h e government. 
4 T h e r e f o r e , I would l i k e t o move t h a t t h e S t a n d i n g Committee on P r i v i l e g e s 
and E l e c t i o n s , S t a n d i n g Orders and P r i n t i n g recommend t o t h e Assembly changes 
i n r u l e s as o u t l i n e d i n t h e m o t i o n p r e s e n t e d t o t h e House and r e f e r r e d t o t h i s 
committee by t h e hon. Mr. Cr a w f o r d . 

BR. CHAIRMAN: Any d i s c u s s i o n o f t h e motion? 

MR. CRAWFORD1 Mr. Chairman, can I have t h e a c t u a l m o t i o n as made r e a d again? 

MR. CHAIRMAN! Mr. Moore, can we t r o u b l e you t o read y o u r m o t i o n again? 

MR. MOORE: I ' d l i k e t o move t h a t t h e S t a n d i n g Committee on P r i v i l e g e s and 
E l e c t i o n s , S t a n d i n g Orders and P r i n t i n g recommend t o t h e L e g i s l a t i v e Assembly 
t h a t t h e m o t i o n as o u t l i n e d , p r e s e n t e d by t h e hon. Mr. Cra w f o r d t o t h e 
L e g i s l a t i v e Assembly and r e f e r r e d t o t h i s c o m m i t t e e , be accepted as i t ' s been 
p r i n t e d b e f o r e us. Mr. Chairman, I don ' t know; i t would r e a l l y have t o be t h e 
r e c o r d o f t h e s e t h r e e pages t h a t would c o n s i s t o f my m o t i o n , i f t h a t ' s i n 
o r d e r . 

MR. CHAIRMAN5 Mr. Speaker, I'm s o r r y . I wasn't sure whether I was meant t o 
hear t h a t as Chairman o r n o t . 

MR. R. SPEAKER: Mr. Chairman, what I was s a y i n g i s t h a t i f t h a t ' s t h e m o t i o n , 
* u n d e r s t a n d t h a t t h e m o t i o n does i n c l u d e t h e t h r e e w r i t t e n pages i n i t s 
r e f e r r a l as p r i n t e d . 

MR. MOORE: Tha t ' s r i g h t . 



- 1 1 -

MR. KING"- J u s t t o be c l e a r about t h e v e r y l a s t p a r t o f t h e m o t i o n . Mr. 
Chairman. I hear d "be a c c e p t e d " . I wonder i f i t was meant "be recommended t o 
t h e Assembly". I d o n ' t t h i n k t h e d i r e c t i o n o f t h i s committee i s t o a c c e p t o r 
n o t accept t h e r e s o l u t i o n proposed by t h e hon. Government House Leader. I 
t h i n k we're charged w i t h making some k i n d o f recommendation t o t h e Assembly. 

MR. CHAIRMAN*- Thank you, Mr. K i n g . Mr. Moore, on you r f i r s t a t t e m p t a t 
wo r d i n g you d i d i n f a c t use t h e v e r b r e f e r r e d a r e t u r n t o t h e L e g i s l a t i v e 
Assembly w i t h t h e recommendation t h a t i t be accepted as d r a f t e d . I f you would 
be p r e p a r e d t o accept t h a t v e r y minor a d j u s t m e n t t o t h e w o r d i n g . 

MR. MOORE" Th a t ' s r i g h t . 

MR. CHAIRMAN" Thank you, Mr. K i n g , f o r t h a t c l a r i f i c a t i o n . Any f u r t h e r 
d i s c u s s i o n o f t h e motion? 

MR. PAHLs Thank you, Mr. Chairman. A l t h o u g h I was p r e p a r e d t o do t h e v e r y 
same t h i n g as my c o l l e a g u e Mr. Moore has, i n s p e a k i n g t o t h e m o t i o n I would 
l i k e t o observe f o r a l l members t h a t i t was t h e o p p o s i t i o n who r e q u e s t e d t h a t 
a committee o f t h e L e g i s l a t u r e c o n s i d e r t h e s e r u l e s . I assume t h a t a good 
r e p r e s e n t a t i o n o f members o f t h e o p p o s i t i o n had some o p p o r t u n i t y t o be on t h i s 
c o mmittee. I no t e t h a t o n l y t h e hon. Leader o f t h e O p p o s i t i o n i s h e r e . 

MR. R. SPEAKER" There are o n l y two o f us. 

MR. PAHL: There i s a n o t h e r member o f t h e o p p o s i t i o n on t h i s c ommittee. 
C e r t a i n l y , f r o m t h e remarks o f t h e hon. Leader o f t h e O p p o s i t i o n , t o be f a i r 
t o t h e member he's n o t r e a l l y i n d i c a t e d a w i l l i n g n e s s t o d e a l w i t h i t i n t h e 
committee. I don' t r e c a l l who i n t h e o p p o s i t i o n made t h e r e q u e s t t h a t i t be 
he r e . But I guess I would be h e s i t a n t t o accept t h e m o t i o n , because t h a t 
o t h e r member o f t h e o p p o s i t i o n i s n o t here t o exp r e s s h i s v i e w s and make an 
i n p u t t o t h e debate a t committee s t a g e . 

J u s t t o sum u p : i n view o f t h e f a c t t h a t t h e o p p o s i t i o n d i d ask t o have i t 
go t o committee and t h e y ' r e 50 per c e n t h e r e , o r 50 per c e n t a b s e n t , would 
l e a d me t o be r e l u c t a n t t o move o u t o f committee u n t i l b o t h members o f t h e 
o p p o s i t i o n had an o p p o r t u n i t y t o f u l l y e x p r e s s t h e i r v i e w s i n committee. 

MR. CRAWFORD1 Mr. Chairman, I want t o make a few remarks -- some o f them w i l l 
be v e r y g e n e r a l about what i s b e f o r e us. F i r s t , t h o u g h , I share t h e 
Concern some members have a l r e a d y e x p r e s s e d , t h a t t h e i s s u e s i n v o l v e d w i l l n o t 
be f u l l y gone i n t o by t h e committee f o r t h e reason t h a t , on t h e one hand, t h e 
r e s o l u t i o n i s here i n t h i s f o r m because t h e government caucus reached a 
consensus a f t e r d i s c u s s i o n and proposed i t i n t h a t f o r m . T h a t ' s t h e one s i d e . 
I n o t h e r words, e v e r y t h i n g t h e r e i s a c c e p t a b l e t o t h o s e members o f t h e 
committee. The o t h e r member o f t h e committee p r e s e n t t o n i g h t , t h e Member f o r 
L i t t l e Bow, has i n d i c a t e d t h a t b a s i c a l l y none o f i t i s a c c e p t a b l e . So we have 
a s t a n d - o f f t h a t makes t h e s i t u a t i o n i n t h e committee l o o k r a t h e r l i k e i t has 
o c c a s i o n a l l y l o o k e d i n t h e Assembly when we were d i s c u s s i n g t h e whole 
c o r n e r s t o n e q u e s t i o n o f whether t h e r e s h o u l d be a l i m i t e d number o f days o f 
debate i n m a t t e r s o f s u p p l y . 
We have r e a l l y g o t t e n t h i s f a r w i t h o u t h a v i n g changed a n y t h i n g . The whole 

atmosphere o f t h e committee was n o t t o canvass p a s t p o s i t i o n s , b u t t o 
de t e r m i n e t h e m e r i t o f what i s proposed. I d o n ' t see how t h a t can be done 
w i t h o u t d i s c u s s i n g t h e i t e m s . Speaking f o r m y s e l f as a member o f t h e 
c o m m i t t e e , i t was t h e m e r i t o f t h e m a t t e r s proposed t h a t I hoped t o see 
d i s c u s s e d . I hear d t h e Leader o f t h e O p p o s i t i o n make h i s p o i n t t h a t whatever 
may have gone b e f o r e d i d n o t c a l l f o r a permanent amendment t o Standing 
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0rder$* I suggest t h a t argument was based on a f e e l i n g t h a t i f t h e r u l e s were 
l e f t t h e way t h e y are — and I t h i n k t h i s was aimed p r i m a r i l y a t t h e number o f 
days l i m i t a t i o n p r o p o s a l — i t was u n l i k e l y t h a t t h e e v e n t s o f l a s t f a l l w ould 
r e p e a t t h e m s e l v e s v e r y soon, t h a t i t would be on some o t h e r o c c a s i o n , d i s t a n t 
perhaps, t h a t t h i s would e v e r o c c u r a g a i n ; t h e r e f o r e , we s h o u l d n ' t be d e a l i n g 
f f i i h t h i s m a t t e r now. 
^11'don't suppose I've grasped t h e f u l l i m p o r t and s t r e n g t h o f t h a t argument. 
Tft i i when t h e m a t t e r was b e f o r e t h e Assembly l a s t f a l l , t h e argument t h a t 
r e a l l y a l l t h e government had t o do i f i t wanted t o g e t t h e p u b l i c b u s i n e s s 
io r t e was what i t d i d — t h a t i s , b r i n g i n a s p e c i a l r e s o l u t i o n — t o me i s n o t 
l i s good a s o l u t i o n as h a v i n g s t a n d i n g o r d e r s which c l e a r l y d e c l a r e what s h o u l d 
be done i n r e g a r d t o t h e b u s i n e s s o f t h e House, i n o r d e r t h a t a l l members w i l l 
have g r e a t e r c e r t a i n t y about how t h e b u s i n e s s o f t h e House w i l l be c o n d u c t e d . 

th e o t h e r s t a n d i n g o r d e r s are t h e r e f o r t h e purpose o f b r i n g i n g c e r t a i n t y 
t o our b u s i n e s s . That's why t h e y ' r e t h e r e . We can quote any number o f r u l e s , 
r i g h t down t o t h e f a c t t h a t t h e m o t i o n t o a d j o u r n i s n ' t d e b a t a b l e ; l i t t l e ones 
l i k e t h a t . Why? Because p a r l i a m e n t d e c i d e d on some o c c a s i o n t h a t i t would 
Organize i t s b u s i n e s s t h a t way, t h a t would be p r e d i c t a b l e , and members would 
know t h a t t h a t would be a r u l e . I t was n o t p u t i n t o make d i s c u s s i o n s 
i m p o s s i b l e o r d i f f i c u l t i n any way. I t was t h e r e because i n t h e minds o f 
th6se who made t h e s t a n d i n g o r d e r a t t h e t i m e i t was an e s s e n t i a l element o f 
th e o r d e r l y c o n d u c t o f b u s i n e s s . I say t h a t a l l o f our s t a n d i n g o r d e r s are 
t h e r e f o r t h a t r e a s o n , t h a t t h e y be e s s e n t i a l t o t h e o r d e r l y conduct o f o u r 
b u s i n e s s . 

I don't want t o r e i t e r a t e arguments made when t h e House i n t h e Assembly 
c o n s i d e r e d N o t i o n Ho. 1, which we now have by way o f r e f e r r a l . But I do want 
t o p o i n t o u t t h a t t h e r e were a number o f t h i n g s t h e r e which s u r e l y j u s t smooth 
t h e f l o w o f work t h r o u g h t h e Assembly. For example, t h e i d e a t h a t t h e 
government Whip s h o u l d be a b l e t o have u n t i l a c e r t a i n hour on F r i d a y i n s t e a d 
o f - a c e r t a i n hour on Thursday t o d e s i g n a t e b u s i n e s s f o r t h e f o l l o w i n g Tuesday, 
i s a p r e t t y r e a s o n a b l e p r o p o s i t i o n . I t does n o t d e f y o r c h a l l e n g e any g r e a t 
r u l e o f p a r l i a m e n t . You have t h e p a r t t h a t goes w i t h t h a t o n l y because we 
f o u n d some d i f f i c u l t y w i t h t e m p o r a r y S t a n d i n g Order Ho. 8 b e i n g t o o 
" t r f t s t r i c t i v e i n t h e p a s t ; t h a t t h e n o t i c e f i l e d t h e p r e v i o u s Thursday would 
have t o d e c l a r e what b u s i n e s s was done t h e f o l l o w i n g Tuesday. We f o u n d t h a t 
i t c o u l d happen t h a t i f you d e c l a r e d a c e r t a i n i t e m o f b u s i n e s s f o r t h e 
f o l l o w i n g Tuesday and d r a f t t h a t on a Thursday m o r n i n g , because o f t h e way 
b u s i n e s s p r o g r e s s e s , by t h e t i m e you g e t t o Tuesday t h a t b u s i n e s s i s a l r e a d y 
dohe. So you have a p r o p o s a l t o d e a l w i t h b u s i n e s s t h a t i s m e a n i n g l e s s , 
because i t ' s a l r e a d y been h a n d l e d . I t ' s such a s i m p l e t h i n g t o say w e ' l l 
a l l o w t h e e x t r a day and l e t i t be F r i d a y i n s t e a d o f Thursday. I t g i v e s a much 
b e t t e r o p p o r t u n i t y o f j u d g i n g i t and l e t s i t be more f l e x i b l e , t h e same way i t 
i s on e v e r y day o f government b u s i n e s s when any b u s i n e s s m i g h t be c a l l e d . So 
make Tuesday t h e same as t h e o t h e r s , and l e t any b u s i n e s s be c a l l e d . That's 
Hot a v e r y r a s h p r o p o s a l . 

I s k i p around perhaps t o some o f t h e o t h e r s . I t e m F, t h e renumbering 
s e c t i o n , i s n o t a v e r y l a r g e m a t t e r t o ask members t o c o n t e m p l a t e . I t e m G i t 
has l o n g been t h e case t h a t , under S t a n d i n g Order 51 * when a member a t t e n d e d a 
committee he was n o t a member o f , he d i d n ' t v o t e . That's always been t h e 
case, b u t t h e s t a n d i n g o r d e r d i d n ' t say t h a t . The p r o p o s a l was : l e t us make 
t h a t w e l l - e s t a b l i s h e d t r a d i t i o n p a r t o f t h e Standing Orders, where i t s u r e l y 
does b e l o n g . But i t doesn't change a n y t h i n g by i t s e l f . 
*• The r e f e r e n c e t o h a v i n g normal adjournment h o u r s i s n ' t any d i f f e r e n t i n 
p r i n c i p l e t h a n what t h e Assembly o p e r a t e s under f i v e days a week. There are 
normal adjournment h o u r s , o f 5•30 p.m. o r 1 p.m. Other t h a n c r e a t i n g a normal 
adjournment hour, a t m i d n i g h t , f o r o c c a s i o n s when t h e Assembly i s s i t t i n g i n 
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•Jhe e v e n i n g , t h a t p r o p o s a l s i m p l y r e i t e r a t e s what's l o n g been t h e s t a n d i n g 
©tcder. • 
.?I d o n ' t make t h e s e remarks i n any sense t r y i n g t o say t h a t a.number o f t h e 
o t h e r m a t t e r s a r e n o t c o n t r o v e r s i a l . But when I o r g i n a l l y s a i d t h a t what we 
s h o u l d be d o i n g i s examining t h e m e r i t o f i t , I would l i k e t o have h e a r d a 
p r o p o s a l , f o r example — and I t h i n k t h e Member f o r Edmonton Belmont made a 
s i m i l a r remark — t h a t says t o us* your l i m i t o f 90 m i n u t e s i s wrong, and i t 
Should be some o t h e r f i g u r e ; o r i t ' s wrong, and you s h o u l d l e t i t be u n l i m i t e d 
as i t always was" something a l o n g t h a t l i n e as a p o s i t i v e p r o p o s a l , t h a t b e i n g 
t h e p r o c e s s t h e committee i s here t o f o l l o w , as I see i t , t h e p r o c e s s o f 
b e g i n n i n g t o examine t h e m e r i t s o f what i s proposed. I t h i n k a l l members o f 
t h e committee would be w i l l i n g t o hear t h a t t h e p r o p o s a l t o change 2 a.m. t o 
m i d n i g h t — once a g a i n , i t doesn't change a n y t h i n g i n p r i n c i p l e . S t a n d i n g 
Order 20 r e f e r s t o 2 a.m.; we say S t a n d i n g Order 20 s h o u l d r e f e r t o m i d n i g h t . 
There's no g r e a t p a r l i a m e n t a r y p r i n c i p l e a t s t a k e . There i s a l r e a d y a 
l i m i t i n g hour t h e r e . Should i t be some o t h e r t i m e ? Should i t s t a y a t 2 a.m.? 
I s t h a t d e s i r a b l e ? Maybe i t i s . Should i t be 1 a.m.? T h a t ' s a n o t h e r 
p o s s i b i l i t y . 

" I t ' s t h i s t y p e o f d i s c u s s i o n I t h o u g h t we would have, so t h a t t h e r e s u l t o f 
t h e committee may w e l l be t h a t a v a r i a t i o n o f t h e R e s o l u t i o n No. 1, as 
r e f e r r e d t o t h e c o mmittee, m i g h t go back t o t h e Assembly and t h a t r a t h e r t h a n 
o p p o s i t i o n members s a y i n g t h e y merely oppose and c h a l l e n g e t h e e n t i r e concept 
and t h e e n t i r e r e s o l u t i o n , t h e y w ould be i n a p o s i t i o n t o say" we s u p p o r t t h i s 
r e s o l u t i o n i n s o f a r as c e r t a i n changes have been made, a l t h o u g h t h e r e are o t h e r 
p a r t s we d o n ' t s u p p o r t ; b u t h a v i n g g o t t o t h e c o mmittee, we're happy f o r t h e 
o p p o r t u n i t y o f h a v i n g changed some o f i t . That would be a normal committee 
p r o c e s s . That c o u l d w e l l r e s u l t , i f t h e committee does i t s work w i t h t h a t 
o b j e c t i v e i n mind. So I hope t h e r e i s more d i s c u s s i o n w i t h r e s p e c t t o what 
mig h t be done i n a s s e s s i n g t h e m e r i t s and i n making changes o f some t y p e . 

Another one was — and t h e s e are n o t i n any way p r o p o s a l s o f mine a t t h i s 
p o i n t — t h e s u g g e s t i o n t h a t t h e Leader o f t h e O p p o s i t i o n w ould have t h e r i g h t 
t o choose t h e department t o be c o n s i d e r e d e v e r y Monday. There i s a s u g g e s t i o n 
t h a t once i t ' s been chosen f o r one Monday, i t s h o u l d n o t be chosen f o r a n o t h e r 
one o f t h e a v a i l a b l e Mondays. I don't t h i n k t h a t ' s a v e r y necessary 
s t r i c t u r e . I f t h e Leader o f t h e O p p o s i t i o n made t h e argument t h a t i t c o u l d 
w e l l be so i m p o r t a n t t h a t a p a r t i c u l a r department be examined e x h a u s t i v e l y , I 
t h i n k t h a t r u l e m i g h t d r o p . T h i s committee m i g h t recommend t o t h e Assembly 
t h a t i t was an unnecessary p r o p o s a l . 

Mr. Chairman, as I c l o s e my remarks I want t o move, w i t h o u t n o t i c e t o my 
hon. c o l l e a g u e t h e M i n i s t e r o f M u n i c i p a l A f f a i r s , an amendment t o h i s m o t i o n 
o f c o n c u r r e n c e . I t i s v e r y much a d r a f t i n g m a t t e r o n l y . At t h e b o t t o m o f t h e 
second page, where S t a n d i n g Order 51 i s r e f e r r e d t o , t h e r e i s a d e f i n i t i o n o f 
a p p r o p r i a t i o n B i l l which says* " ( a ) . . . ( b ) " . There s h o u l d i n f a c t be i t e m 
( c > , "a B i l l t o p r o v i d e f o r i n t e r i m s u p p l y " . That s h o u l d a l s o be under t h e 
d e f i n i t i o n o f " a p p r o p r i a t i o n B i l l " . I t was s i m p l y i n a d v e r t e n t l y o m i t t e d . I t 
s h o u l d be p e r f e c t l y c l e a r t h a t an a p p r o p r i a t i o n B i l l s h o u l d i n c l u d e a B i l l t o 
p r o v i d e f o r i n t e r i m s u p p l y . I t i s n o t caught by 5 1 . 4 ( 1 ) ( a ) , because a B i l l 
f o r i n t e r i m s u p p l y doesn't go t o t h e Committee o f Supply. That i s why i t has 
t o be s e p a r a t e l y s e t o u t , and t h a t ' s why I move t h e amendment ( c ) t o t h a t 
c l a u s e i n o r d e r t o i n c l u d e t h e i n t e r i m s u p p l y B i l l s , w h i c h , as I've s a i d , I'm 
sure e v e r y member would agree are p r o p e r l y d e s c r i b e d as a p p r o p r i a t i o n B i l l s . 

MR. CHAIRMAN* Any f u r t h e r d i s c u s s i o n w i t h r e s p e c t t o Mr. Moore's m o t i o n as 
amended by Mr. Crawford? 

MR. R. SPEAKER* I t h i n k i t s h o u l d be c l e a r t h a t t h e r u l e b r o u g h t i n , and 
l i s t e n i n g t o a l l t h e arguments h e r e , i s f o r one purpose* t o suppress t h e 
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o p p o s i t i o n , t o l i m i t o u r t i m e s c h e d u l e . The r u l e changes are f o r t h e 
o p p o s i t i o n o n l y . I t h i n k t h a t ' s u n f a i r . Secondly, we d i d n 1 t ask f o r any r u l e 
Changes. The more r u l e s p u t i n t o t h e House, t h e l e s s f l e x i b i l i t y . We're 
s a t i s f i e d t h e way t h e y a r e . 

I f d l i k e t o say t h i s t o t h e government - when t h e y ' r e i n o p p o s i t i o n , t h e y ' d 
b e t t e r remember, i f we pass i t t o n i g h t , t h a t t h e y p u t t h e r u l e i n . When 
t h e y ' r e r e s t r i c t e d i n t i m e t o s t u d y t h e budget, don't c r y about i t , because 
they*ve done something t o t h e m s e l v e s . Most l i k e l y , h i s t o r i c a l l y t h o s e words 
w i l l be remembered. 

The n e x t p o i n t i s t h a t , h i s t o r i c a l l y , budget debates have been r e a s o n a b l e . 
I don * t t h i n k we on t h a t s i d e o f t h e House have been u n r e a s o n a b l e i n 
p r o l o n g i n g debate on t h e b u d g e t , t h e h e r i t a g e f u n d . I t was q u e s t i o n a b l e l a s t 
f a l l * b u t t h a t was something a l i t t l e d i f f e r e n t f r o m t h e a c t u a l h e r i t a g e f u n d 
budget. There was a s p e c i a l i t e m . The i t e m s t h a t have been r a i s e d by t h e 
hon. A t t o r n e y General i s t h a t t h o s e are s i d e i s s u e s t o t h e r e a l i s s u e . The 
r e a l i s s u e i s r e s t r i c t i o n o f t i m e t o s t u d y two major b u d g e t s . We see no 
n e c e s s i t y f o r i t . 

The p o i n t has been r a i s e d t h a t as an o p p o s i t i o n we s h o u l d c o n s i d e r t h e r u l e 
changes. We d i d n ' t b r i n g them i n o r ask f o r them. Why s h o u l d I b r i n g i n a 
compromise t o n i g h t t o something I d i d n ' t s u b m i t i n t h e f i r s t p l a c e ? Maybe 
i t ! s up t o t h e goverment t o l o o k a t some k i n d o f compromise and s u g g e s t , l o o k , 
we want t o make some changes f o r you i n t h e o p p o s i t i o n — n o t w i t h you, b u t 
f o r you — because we want t o k i n d o f r e s t r i c t what you're d o i n g , because 
t h a t ' s e x a c t l y what i t i s . Then i t ' s up t o t h e government. The government 
opened t h e n e g o t i a t i o n s and p u t something on t h e t a b l e . We d i d n ' t . 
KfThe b e s t I can do, Mr, Chairman, i s go back t o t h e s i x i n o p p o s i t i o n and 
i r a i s e t h i s p o s i t i o n o f t h e government, t h a t t h a t ' s what t h e y want t o do t o us. 
I f one o f t h e members l o o k s a t i t and d e c i d e s t o change, I can come back and 
k e p o r t t h a t p o s i t i o n . But as i t i s t o n i g h t , I can o n l y say t h a t I have t o 
v o t e sagainst t h e m o t i o n b e f o r e us. I f t h e government wants t o impose t h a t on 
tlsy w e ' l l l i v e w i t h i t some way o r o t h e r and do o u r j o b t h e b e s t we can. But 
f u t u r e l e g i s l a t o r s have t o l i v e w i t h t h e same r e s t r i c t i o n s . Some o f t h e 
people 6n t h i s s i d e o f t h e House had b e t t e r n o t f o r g e t t h e y may be i n 
o p p o s i t i o n one o f t h e s e days. So t h a t ' s where we a r e . 
I 5 M r * Chairman, t h e b e s t commitment I can make t o n i g h t i s t o t a k e i t back. I 
w i l l r e l a t e t h e debate t h a t ' s gone on here t h i s e v e n i n g and ask i f t h e y have 
any changes, want t o make any s u b m i s s i o n s , and r e p o r t t h a t back a t t h e n e x t 
M e e t i n g . I f you wish t o p u t t h e m o t i o n on h o l d , I can make t h a t commitment. 
Beyond t h a t , I c a n ' t t a l k a t a l l about t h e n i t t y - g r i t t y o r making amendments. 
I haven't any a u t h o r i t y t o do t h a t . 

MR* CHAIRMAN* As you are w e l l aware aware, Mr. Speaker, as chairman I c a n ' t 
put a m o t i o n on h o l d w i t h o u t d i r e c t i o n f r o m t h e committee. 
* ftefore c a l l i n g on Mr. Cook and t h e n Mr. Gogo, c o u l d I ask Mr. F a h l t o resume 
t h e C h a i r f o r me. 
i 
i n t . Pahl i n t h e C h a i r ) 

MR* COOK: Mr. Ch airma n , t h e Leader o f t h e O p p o s i t i o n r a i s e d a c o u p l e o f p o i n t s 
t h a t maybe bear b e i n g t o u c h e d on. One, he t a l k e d about h a v i n g a r e a s o n a b l e 
l e n g t h o f t i m e t o d i s c u s s budget i t e m s . I t ' s i n t e r e s t i n g t o n o t e t h a t 
h i s t o r i c a l l y t h e L e g i s l a t u r e has n o t gone o v e r t h e l e n g t h o f t i m e t h a t i s 
proposed by t h e Government House Leader. I n f a c t , n o t even d u r i n g t h e l a s t 
d i s c u s s i o n s i n t h e f a l l d i d t h e Assembly push t h e l i m i t s o f t h e t i m e 
a l l o c a t i o n t h a t i s b e i n g proposed. So I d o n ' t t h i n k t h e r e ' s r e a l l y any reason 
t o suggest t h a t t h e goverment i s s u g g e s t i n g something t h a t i s onerous o r 
Unreasonable. 



-15-

f . v l t ' s a l s o w o r t h n o t i n g t h a t t h e r e s o l u t i o n b e f o r e us r e s t r i c t s t h e t i m e f o r 
t h e P r e m i e r . So i t ' s n o t j u s t a r e s o l u t i o n t h a t a f f e c t s t h e o p p o s i t i o n . I t ' s 
a l s o w o r t h n o t i n g t h a t t h e o p p o s i t i o n , f o r t h e f i r s t t i m e , i s b e i n g a l l o w e d t o 
t a l l e s t i m a t e s f o r d e p a r t m e n t s . That a f f o r d s them an o p p o r t u n i t y t o t a r g e t 
•pressure on de p a r t m e n t s and make a p o i n t . 
t i I t ' s a l s o w o r t h n o t i n g t h e t h e o p p o s i t i o n has o t h e r o p t i o n s o r t o o l s t o make 
p o i n t s . I f t h e y use t h e Order Paper e f f e c t i v e l y — f o r example, t h e r e i s one 
Mo t i o n by t h e o p p o s i t i o n on t h e p r e s e n t Order Paper. Each one i s a l l o w e d t w o. 
That means t h e r e would be a p o t e n t i a l o f 12 m o t i o n s . A l l c o u l d d e a l w i t h an 
i t e m . I f t h e o p p o s i t i o n were r e a l l y i n c e n s e d about an i t e m t h a t t h e 
government i s p r o c e e d i n g w i t h , t h e r e i s ample o p p o r t u n i t y i n a v a r i e t y o f 
Hays* m o t i o n s , B i l l s , o r d e r s f o r r e t u r n , q u e s t i o n s , as w e l l as g r i l l i n g d u r i n g 
t h e e s t i m a t e s . 

F i n a l l y * Mr. Chairman, i t ' s w o r t h n o t i n g t h a t t h e o p p o s i t i o n was o f f e r e d 
t h r e e p o s i t i o n s on t h i s c o m m ittee. Two were f i n a l l y a p p o i n t e d . I guess t h e 
o p p o s i t i o n d i d n ' t see t h i s i t e m as b e i n g s u f f i c i e n t l y i m p o r t a n t t o p u t much 
t i m e i n t o i t . So two members were a p p o i n t e d , and one showed up t o n i g h t . 
A g ain, I guess t h i s m a t t e r i s o f s u f f i c i e n t i m p o r t a n c e t h a t t h e o p p o s i t i o n has 
dec i d e d t h a t t h e y are b a s i c a l l y i n ac c o r d w i t h i t , because t h e y h a v e n ' t 
r e s e a r c h e d t h e m a t e r i a l . They d o n ' t have a p o s i t i o n on i n d i v i d u a l i t e m s . 
Only one member i s h e r e . Maybe we s h o u l d proceed w i t h t h i s , i f t h e o p p o s i t i o n 
i s n ' t t a k i n g t h e committee p r o c e s s s e r i o u s l y , t h e p r o c e s s t h a t t h e y i n i t i a t e d 
i n d demanded. I f t h e y ' r e n o t s e r i o u s about t h e p r o c e s s , Mr. Chairman, maybe 
we s h o u l d j u s t proceed. 

MR* GOGO• Mr. Chairman, I'm a member o f t h e caucus t h a t d i s c u s s e d t h i s , n o t i n 
g r e a t d e t a i l , b u t i n p r i n c i p l e . I f e l t i t was a good i d e a a f t e r i t had been 
agreed t o go t o committee, t o d e a l w i t h t h i s i n such a manner t h a t we c o u l d 
have i t back i n t h e f o r m o f a recommendation t o t h e House on A p r i l 2. 

I have been l o o k i n g a t o t h e r j u r i s d i c t i o n s . I l o o k a t Montana, which has 60 
days a y e a r ; Wyoming, 45 days a y e a r ; L o u i s i a n a , which doesn't o p e r a t e under 
t h e B r i t i s h p a r l i a m e n t a r y system. T o n i g h t I came q u i t e p r e p a r e d , b e l i e v i n g 
t h a t A t h r o u g h I was a good way t o go. However — and I'm s p e a k i n g now t o t h e 
s u g g e s t i o n o f t h e Member f o r Edmonton M i l l Woods, who happens t o be i n t h e 
Ch a i r a t t h e moment " I was l o o k i n g f o r w a r d t o s u g g e s t i o n s o r arguments from 
members o f t h e o p p o s i t i o n , who r e q u e s t e d t h a t t h i s go t o co m m i t t e e . I'm n o t 
h e a r i n g them. I'm h e a r i n g f r o m t h e Leader o f t h e O p p o s i t i o n t h a t r e a l l y i f 
you have t o go, go, b u t I'm a g a i n s t g o i n g . And we're m i s s i n g a member; I 
b e l i e v e i t ' s t h e Member f o r C l o v e r Bar. 

So I'm r e l u c t a n t t o proceed and v o t e f o r t h e m o t i o n by t h e M i n i s t e r o f 
M u n i c i p a l A f f a i r s w i t h o u t h e a r i n g t h e Member f o r C l o v e r Bar. I d o n ' t know why 
he's n o t h e r e . I n my view, we have s u f f i c i e n t t i m e between now and A p r i l 2 
f o r a w r i t t e n r e p o r t . I ' d l i k e t o hear f r o m t h a t member b e f o r e I s u p p o r t t h e 
motion by t h e M i n i s t e r o f M u n i c i p a l A f f a i r s . 

MR. D. AHDERS0N= Mr. Chairman, I would j u s t l i k e t o make t h e p o i n t t h a t I 
s t r o n g l y d i s a g r e e w i t h t h e c o n t e n t i o n t h a t t h e s e r u l e s are i n d e e d , q u o t e , j u s t 
t o suppress t h e o p p o s i t i o n , unquote. I f e e l v e r y s t r o n g l y t h a t t h e y ' r e r u l e s 
which I ' d be q u i t e w i l l i n g t o l i v e w i t h i n o p p o s i t i n and which are f a i r and 
j u s t . But as I s a i d e a r l i e r , I'm w i l l i n g t o l o o k a t o p t i o n s . Other members 
nave expressed t h a t d e s i r e as w e l l . 

I t h i n k t h e Leader o f t h e O p p o s i t i o n i n d i c a t e d t h a t he would t a k e back t h e 
q u e s t i o n o f what i n f a c t s p e c i f i c a l l y c o n c e r n s t h e o p p o s i t i o n and r e p o r t back 
t o us. My p e r s o n a l s u g g e s t i o n would be t h a t we a d j o u r n , n o t h a v i n g r e s o l v e d 
t h i s m o t i o n t o n i g h t — I do n ' t know t h a t we can ac c o m p l i s h a g r e a t d e a l more 

and t h e n proceed tomorrow a f t e r t h e Leader o f t h e O p p o s i t i o n has b r o u g h t 
back, h o p e f u l l y , some re a s o n a b l e s u g g e s t i o n s t h a t m ight improve t h i s package. 


