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LFGISLATIVE ASSFMBLY CF ALEFETA

Tuesday, March 14th, 1972

fThe House met at 2:30 pm.)
PRAYERS

fMr. Speaker in tte Chair.)

INTRODUCTION OF EILLS

Bill No. 19
The Department of Fducation_ Amendment Act, 1972

MR, HYNDMAN:

Mr. Speaker, I beg leave to introduce a bill, beina The
Department cf Educaticn Amendment Act, 1972. Among other changes,
the bill will delete and reduce the pcwvers and prerogatives of the
Minister of Fducation in respect to authority he now has under
legislaticn to appcirt temporary and rart-time staff. 1In addition,
it will delete the requlation-making power of the minister regarding
the establishment, operation, and administration of vccational and
technical schools or institutes, the recsronsibility for which is
passed to the hon. Minister of Advanced Educaticn.

[Leave being aranted, Bill No. 19 was introduced and read a
first time.?

Bill No. 22: The Coroner's Asendment Act, 1972

MR. LEITCH:

Mr. Speaker, I beg leave to introduce a bill, being The
Coroner's Amendment Act, 1972. Tt contains several amendments of a
technical or procedural nature.

fLeave being granted, Bill ©No. 22 was introduced and read a
first time.

Bill No. 5
The Motor Vehicle Accident Claiss Amendment Act, 1972

MR. HARLE:

Mr. Speaker, I beg leave to intrcduce a bill, being The Motor
Vehicle Accident Claims Amendment Act, 1972, The most important
ameniments concern claims under $500, tc allowv the administrator to
permit the claim tc be made without a judgment. Another amendment
defines more specifically the duty of a judge hearing an application,
and the other amerdments are of a procedural nature, including one
important amendment concerning ¢the naming of the administrator in
legal procedings. This qentleman unfortunately now has a poor credit
rating.

flLeave being granted, Bill No. 5 wvas introduced and read a first
time. 1
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MP. COPITHORNE:

Mr. Speaker, T move ¢that The Mctor Vehicle Accident Claims
Amendment Act, 1972 be rlaced on the Order Paper under Government
BPills and Orders.

MPR. SPEAKER:

Is there a seconder for the motion?
MR, COPITHOENE:

It is seconded by the hon. Len Werry.

fThe motion was rassed without debate or dissent.)

INTPODUCTION OF VISITORS
MR. TAYLOR:

Mr. Speaker, I have qreat pleasure in introducirg to you and
through ycu to the hon. members of the legislature, Warrant Officer
David Gleed of 700 Wing. Through your courtesy, Mr. Sreaker, he is
seated in Mr. Speaker's Gallery. Warrant Officer David Gleed has
served six vyears 1in the Royal Canadian Air Force Cadets. He is a
member of 700 Wing RCAFC of the City of Edmontcn. He has earned his
wings and did this in a Cessna 150. He has participated in the
Senior Leaders' Course in 1969 in Quebec, and in 1971 he won the
Gordon ©E. Tavylor Trophy for the top flying cadet in 700 Wing. 1It's
my pleasure to welcome Warrant Officer TCavid Gleed, an outstanding
younq man, who is ertlematic of what can be done by the Rcyal
Canadian Air Cadets and it's my rleasure to welcome him now to the
Legislature.

HR. FARRAN:

Mr. Speaker, I have ¢tte honour to introduce a distingquished
group sitting in the gqallery behind me,. whc are the Greenland
athletes wvhc have recently been competing in the Arctic Winter Games
at Whitehorse. I think I've been chosen for this honour because 1T
represent Calgqary North, and I have scme erstwhile connections with
the north cf Ireland. Anyway, I'd like to read the names of these
distinquished athletes from Greenland, if they would please rise and
be recognized: Miss 0lga Andreassen; Karl Steffensen; Torben
larsen, Sr.; Uvdlo Jakobsern; Joergen Zethsen; Kurt Tittussen;
Tobias Heeimann; 1ludviq Ingeman; Vittus Hiemann; Ottc Berhelesen;
and their leaders, Mr. lLars Chemmitz, Mr. Hans Hoim; and their guide,
Mr. Conway from the Department of 1Indian Affairs and Northern
Development.

MR. CRAWFORD:

Mr. Speaker, T take pleasure in introducing through you to the
Assemtly this afternocr 62 students along with their teachers, fronm
tvwo Grade IX¥ classes in Mt. Carmel Schcol, 1located in the
constituency of Edmonton Parkallen, in south central Edmonton. Mr.
Holzman and Mr. Paquette are ¢the ¢twc teachers who are with the
students today. They are in the members' gallery. I would 1like to
congratulate ¢themr, bcth teachers and students, on the interest they
have taken in our leqgislative process, and hope that they enjoy the
proceedings this afternoon. I would ask them to stand and be
recognized.

MR. POURDY:

Mr. Speaker, I teq leave to introduce to you and through you to
the hon. members of this Assembly, 31 Grade V students from the
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Spruce Grove School, acccmpanied again today by their teacher Mr.
Ibsen and the bus driver, Mr. Gerry Breithauot. This is the seconi
class that Mr. Ibsen has brought into the leqgislature in the past few
days, and I would like to congratulate him for taking the time to
bring these children out to see the Alberta Legislature in session.
1'd ask the teacher and the bus driver and the students to rise at
this time so they can be recognized.

FILING RETURNS AND TABLING REPORTS
The following rerorts were tabled bty the members as indicated:
1970-71 Annual Report, Department of Public Works =-- Dr. Backus
1970 Annual Report, Alberta Housing Corroration -- Mr. Russell
Requlations under The Alberta Gas Trunk line Act -- Mr. lougheed.

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD

Victoria Charter

MR. STROM:

Mr. Speaker, I would 1like ¢to direct a question to the hon.
Premier. Pefore stating my question I would djust 1like to make a
point of clarificaticn that I am awvare of the reply that the hon.
Premier gave to my hon. colleague in regard to the Prime Minister's
letter to the Province of Quebec, of which T believe the hon. Premier
has a copy. My question to the hon. Premier is that in view of the
fact that this may well be one of the mcst important concessions made
to any province since the beginning of ccnstitutional discussions, is
the hon. Premier vprepared to give us a detailed outline of the
province's position on this matter?

MR. LOUGHEED:

Mr. Speaker, first of all T think I should correct somethina.
Perhaps the hon. leader was not fully aware that the Prime Minister,
in-fact, wrote individual letters directly to the premiers of all the
provinces with regard to the request that is certainly scrmething that
we recognize in importance and significance as T mentioned in my
remarks yesterday. We're taking immediate steps to follov up as 7T
described it vesterday, I believe, the crack in the door relative to
a much larger provincial role in manpower centres and occupational
training, in particular. We also recognize the broader nature that's
involved in the alteration of thinking ty the federal government. As
far as an overall position on this matter, it would certainly he my
intention to deal with it after we have completed our assessment.
Whether or not that's something I can specifically say would occur
during the course of this session, I'm nct in a position to responid
to that directly, but we do recognize the importance of the matter.
And as I say, there are gqoing to be some specific initiatives
followed up by our government on the matter.

I'11 repeat again the positicn T took yesterday. The
Progressive Conservative government did nct, either at or about the
time of the Victoria discussions of last June, take a definitive
position with regard to the proposed Charter, and when the gqovernment
of the Province of Quebec concluded that it was not satisfactory to
them, we didn't at that time feel it was necessary to do so. It's
now apparent as a vresult of the change that has occurred and the
response that we've had -- and we've had some fcrmal discussions as
wvell with other provircial qovernments in the last 24 hours ~- that
the situation has altered. We will therefore, commence an assessment
of the provisions of the Victoria Charter as to whether or not the
provisions as therein contained are adequate as far as the new
qovernment of Alberta is concerned.
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ME. STRON:

Mr. Speaker, a surplementary question. Did I take from the
reply that the hon. Premier gave just ncw that we could not expect a
statement before the end of the session?

MR. LOUGHEED:

No, Mr. Speaker. I wasn't saying we would not make a statement,
I was merely saying that I was not prepared today to commit ourselves
to one until such time as we have had further opportunity to consider
the nature of the document and its implications.

MR. STPOM:

I'm wondering if the hon. Premier could give us some indication
of hovw soon we might expect an indication of when a statement might
be made.

I can appreciate ¢the requirement of time, but again I simply
make the point that it is one of the last discussion points that was
outstanding with the provinces, and I am a little concerned as to the
federal gqovernment wishing to take rositions. This leads me to the
second rart of the question then - is the Prime Minister suggesting
to the provinces any date for future constitutional conferences?

MR, LOUGHEED:

Mr. Speaker, with regard to the seccnd part of the hon. Leader's
quest ion, the answer is 'no', although the letter as tabled yesterday
reflected that there could be a fcllow-up to that effect. With
regard to the first matter, all I am prerared to say at this time is
vhen T —rarticipate in one of the debates in this Legislature I will
raise the matter as to when the members may hear some remarks or a
statement from the government side.

MR. STRON:

Mr. Speaker, are there any position papers that have been
prepared at this pcint in time by ¢the government in regard to
constitutional matters? :

MR, LOUGBEED:

Mr. Speaker, we are quite oprepared tc place copies of the
position papers that we submitted at the First Ministers' conference
last November before the members of the Assembly., To a considerable
extent they deal with the matters raised in the Prime Minister's
letter which wvas tabled yesterday, but nct completely so in relation
to the specific question of family allowance. 1 may say, further,
that my third reading of the letter from the hon. Prime Minister
indicates to me that one of the imrortant aquestions that is left
undefined 1is a clear definition of what is or is not included within
the term and the rhrase 'family allowance® as used within the letter.
I think some clarification is required cn that point before any sort
of a definitive statement is made by the government.

MR. SPEAKRER:

I believe the hon. Member for Spirit River-Fairviev was on his
feet.
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Film Censorshir

MR. NOTLEY:

Mr. Speaker, T would like to direct this question to the hon.
Minister of Manpower and labour. 1Is an arreal in fact being made by
Warner Brothers in regard to the film "A Clockwerk Orange?"

DP. HOHOL:

Mr. Speaker, I <cpoke today on lcng distance with a gentleman
from Warners on the matter, and it is under consideration by him ani
his comrany as to whether or not they would pursue this particular
route or scme other one.

MR. NOTLEY:

Supplementary on that, Mr. Speaker. TIs the government prepared
to rerveal censorship legislation and replace it with cateqorization
at this session of the Legislature?

DR. HOHROL:

Mr. Speaker, this gives me an oppcrtunity to give the House the
kind of information I might have done in my address on the Pudget or
a ministerial announcement. The government position at the present
time (as it has been for about four months) is that you would assian
a laqgislative committee and this committee would look into the whole
matter of censorship in Alberta. At this point a chairman has been
appointed - the hon. Member for St. Altert, and he will undertake,
with the help of the government, to assigqn a committee of the
legislative Assembly tc look into the whecle matter.

T should mention, too, that one of the things that I might have
announced later and dcne before was to recommend to the hon. Premier
and the Executive Council that the matter of censorship in the same
way as any art form, theatre, film, books, or architecture, reallv is
a matter of culture, and so by ministerial requlation this function
of government will be assigned, or has teen ascsigned this mernineg to
the Minister of Youth, Culture and Recreation.

MP. NOTLEY:

A supplementary question, Mr. Speaker, again with respect to the
£ilm, "A Clockwork Orange." Will there ke an appeal in the event
that Warner Brothers do not officially lcdqe a request for an appeal,
and if so, will that appeal take the rcimal course of vyou, sir,
appointing a committee to judge whether cr not an avpeal should take
place?

DR. HOHOL:

Mr. Speaker, with respect to this particular film, "A Clockwerk
Oorange," the exact prccedure will be follcwed that would be in the
case of any other film. You may or may not know that another filn
vas banned by the Censor Board. This rarticular company appealed
within a few days, in the 30-day limitaticn, and vwe saw no reason, in
this particular case of "A Clockwork Oranae", to treat this film in
any other way then we have the other picture that was ltanned. 1It's
not our intention to appeal, it isn't vrgart of the ©procedure for
gqovernment to arpeal its own board's 4udqments. The only reople who
could appeal it is Warner Brothers. T let them know this mornina
what they have Xnown since March 1st, shen they were informed that
this particular film was banned, that they had 30 davs from March 1st
to appeal or thereafter give up their cpportunity for apveal for a
period cf two years.
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MR. NOTLEY:

A supplementary questicon then. BAm T given to understand that
unless Warner Brothers themselves officially ask for an appeal, that
there is no way that any review can take place with respect to the
tanning of this film in Alberta?

DR. HOHOL:

No, that would be inaccurate, Mr. Speaker. The appeal, as an
appeal, can be lodged only by the sponscr and the owner cf the film.
A review, which is the word that you used in your second question, in
contrast to an appeal, vour first questicn, can be instituted by the
qovernment and ty a committee of Catinet, or by the Cabinet, or a
committee of the Legislature or tte whole leqislature, as occurred in
British Columbia in the case of this particular film. 1A committee of
the Legislative Ascembly viewed it and rassed an opinion but no
fudgments.

DR. BUCK:

A supplementary question, Mr. Sreaker, to the Fremier. This
censoring cf a film such as this, is this not contrary to the new
kill that bhe is bringing in?

MR. LOUGHEED:

Mr. Speaker, it may be. The important point the government
feels with regard to the question of censcrship, as has been clearly
set out in the Speech from the Throme, is that this is a matter which
should involve, as the members have anxicusly mentioned from time ¢to
time, Mr. Speaker, the views of the lLegislative Assemtly at large.
We feel for that reason that a select ccrrittee of the Legislature,
and ve're in the process of moving it as quickly as we can, should be
established so. that the views of members cn all sides and all corners
of the House may be brought to bear on this imccrtant question.

MR. TAYLOR:

Anothker supplementary question. 1Is the Premier not afraid that
such a film might rollute the minds of the vyoung members of the
Legislature?

MR. SPFAKER:
Has either one cf you a supplementary?
DP. BUCK:

Yes, Mr. Speaker, a supplementary to the hon. Premier. Do I
understand then, that only legislative ccmmittees will be asked to
serve on controversial issues, or is this the policy that you are
making?

MR, NOTLEY:

A supplementary question, Mr. Speaker, cn this issue again to
the hon. Minister of Manrower and Labour. Do I take it then that we
have a cormitment from the qovernment to review, either through a
committee of cabinet or by the members cf the legislature as was the
case in British Columbia, whether or not this film will be shown in
the province?

DR. HOHOL:

Yo, Mr. Speaker. 1 appreciate the aquestion because the
qovernment on this matter of "A Clockwcrk Crange" does not wish to be
misunderstood. I tried to give inforration a few minutes ago, that

the usual procedure with respect to apreal will be followed in the
case of this film, which was banned, as has been the case of other
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films which were banned in Alberta. That is to say that unless the
owner of the film, "A Clockwork Orange", lodges an appeal within 20
days, beginning on March 1st, that will end the matter. There will
be no other kind of procedure set out, cutside the usual and normal
procedures of the censorship board in this matter.

MP. DIXON:

Mr. Speaker, T would 1like ¢to direct a question to the hon.
Premier reqarding censorship. This qoes tack tc the €fcrmer censor
and T remember at the time that the Premier made public statements to
the effect that if a civil servant is charaed with an indictatle
offence, suspended, then acquitted, he should be reinstated. Tf we
ignore this type of matter we are ignoring the judicial systerm. "y
question 1is - is the Premier going to recommend that Mr. Jack Day he
reinstated as provincial censor?

MP. TOUGHEED:

Mr. Speaker, at this late date and having regard to the
qovernment's actions, it's cbvious that vcu are not dealing with an
individual case, but I do think the point that was made ani so very
well quoted by the hon. Member for Calgary Millican is one that has a
considerable degree of merit and certainly one that our gqovernment is
considering and will be entering into discussions on with the Civil
Service Association.

Federal-Provincial Discussicrs on Industry

MR. TAYLOR:

May I direct a aquestion to the hcn. Minister of Industry? T
wonder if the hon. minister can tell us hew many dragons he slew in
Ottawa vesterday?

MR. WILSON:

Supplementary, Mr. Speaker, in the light of the otvious success
of the legion cf government press releace vwriters in stirring up
interest in the Minister of Industry's trip to Ottawa, would he tell
us what he accomplished?

MR. PEACOCK:

Mr. Speaker, 1I'd be delighted to answer that question. ©Tirst,
it was the first reading of its kind, fcllowed by the hon. Mr. Pepir,
and it was an exploratory meeting to identify some of the problems
that we are facing in the provinces of Canada in +the industrial
development programs that each sectcer had undertaken. It covered
subjects of international trade which 1related to the entrance of
Britain into the Ccmmon Market; what affect this would have on
Canada, generally, in dollars and product: what are the recent
legislative programs in the United States, such as DISC; wrat effect
they might have on Canada, and the particular provinces, and also the
situation with Mr. Pepin's recent ¢trip to Japan, how that might
effect future Canadian trade.

Then the subject turned to one of internal area, that is what we
call domestic trade, and Alberta, forcefully T think, put in front of
the Assembly ¢the positions that 1led to scme of the problems
preventing Alberta frcm becoming more activelv industrialized.

They are tasically centred arounAi one thing called
transportation, and unless we eliminate the inequity that Alberta as
a land locked province experiences -- and its a very complex suhject
and, Y think, far too lenathv to discusc here at this ¢time in tha
question vperiod, but I can assure you cur department is involved anAi
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has program priorities being establisted cn it, to elirinate these
inecuities so that we can proceeAd.

The other thing 1is, of course, in order ¢to establish an
industry, ard a base industry, and a latour-intensive industry in the
Province c¢f Alberta, vwe must either look at steel or to the feed
stocks for the petrochemical industries. So we established that
position, we hope, in Ottawa, that Alberta is vitally concerned with,
ttat is the commercial policies that exist between Canada and the
United States, which do not afford us the market place which we need
so much, which is California in the northwest. Our concern for those
commercial policies are of a regional nature, exactly the same as
what Ontario and Quetec experienced in the Autorac, and that we would
hope we would have their sympathetic and understanding approach to
this problen.

And1 the third thing, of course, which you are all aware of, is
that Canada‘'s statistics unfortunately qroup Alterta intc a prairie
economy, and this 1is not good enough tc permit us to identify and
define scme of our problems, and wve would 1like Alterta treated
separately. And <sc having said that, it pretty well concludes the
question.

MP. WILSON:

Perhaps, the minister misunderstccd the question. I didn't ask
for a speech T just wanted to know three or fcur things that vyou
accomplished that would be of hbenefit to Alberta.

MR. SPEAKER:

order please. I don't think the hon. member is entitled to
enter into debate concerning the answer, Ltut if you wish to ask a
supplementary question that might be in crder.

Alberta House (lLcndon)

MP. LUDWIG:

T would 1like to direct a questicn to the hon. minister. 1Is
there any intenticn on the part of his AQdepartment to increase the
staff in Alberta House in London?

MR. PEACOCK:

Mr. Speaker, that particular area ccmes under the Lepartment of
Interqovernmental Affairs, and I would allow my cclleaque to answer
that.

MR. LUDWIG:
Then T will direct my question to the hon. minister.

MP. SPEAKER:

I wonder, e have another auesticn now, could vwe save the
supvlementary until the answer has been given tc this one?

MR. HYNDMAN:
Mr. Speaker, I wonder if on a point cf order...
MR. SPEAKER:

Suprlementary answer.
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MR. HENDERSOW:

Mr. Speaker, if ¢the government hacs made up its mind what it's
about to do, I'd like to ask a question cf one of the ministers.

AN HON. MEMEBER:
He was about to give us an answer!
MR. HENDERSON:

Oh pardon me, I'm glad to vield the floor if it's with the view
to getting scme information.

MP. GETTY:

Mr. Speaker, as a member in the House once mentioned to me, if
the oppositicn would get their knees working in co-ordination with
their heads, they'd be OK.

As a matter of fact, with regard to the Alberta House in LonAdon,
we are quite concerned about the functicn, the role that can he
played there; we will be making considerable assessment of the tyoe
of impact we want to have in Europe, and 1 hooe vwe will tLte able to
provide the House with that decision as quickly as possible. T'm not
sure if it will be during the session.

MR. LUDWIG:

Mr. Speaker, a cupplementary question to whichever minister
could answer it. Are there any investment inquiries being made, or
have been made through Alberta House since this government took
office, with regard to Alberta?

MR. GETTY:

It's very difficult to tell whether they came beca&se of
Government House in lLondon. As a matter cf fact, cur assessment to
date is that the Government House in Lecndon has not heen functioning
very well at all. Tt appears that it was treated very tadly in the
past; they have had a lack of reacticn to requests that they have
sent back to Alberta, and they were comgrletely unco-ordinated with
the former government, and we are gcirg to try and do everything
possible to straighten that out. I dcr't know if it would the
possible to isolate any particular investment requests; maybe the
Minister of Industry might have one, but if T cculd isolate them T
would be happy to do £o and give yvyou that information.

MP. LUDWIG:

Supplementary question, Mr. Speaker. TIn liqght of the answer of
the hon. minister, do I take it then, notwithstanding what has
happened, that he doesn't really know what he is going to do about
it?

DRFE
MR. R. SPEAKER:

Mr. Speaker, question to the hcn, Minister of Federal and
Interqovernmental Affairs., Did he meet with Mr. Marchand when he was
in Ottawa? Did the minister meet the hcn. Mr. Marchand when he was
in Ottawa?

MR. GETTY:

Yes, Mr. Speaker.
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MF. P. SPFAKER:

Mr. Speaker, would the hon. minister itemize the sultjects on the
agenda of discussion?

MP. GFTTY:
No, Mr. Speaker.
MBE. P, SPEAKER:

Mr. Speaker, would the minister outline the reasons why the
people of Alberta cannot have that information?

MR. GFETTY:

*r. Speaker, I would 1like to give the reople of Alberta that
information as guickly as possible when it would be wise to do so in
light of the negotiations and discussions that we are carrying on
with Ottawva, but it would not be wise tc do that right ncw.

MR. R. SPEAKER:

Mr. Sveaker, could the hon. minister just outline the topics,
not the details?

MP. GETTY:

Yes, T could do that, Mr. Speaker. It was to discuss the broad
concepts cf Mr. Marchand's department's orperaticns in Alterta and how
they miqht deliver their <cbjectives in Alberta in the future. I
would say, too, that I think Mr. Marchand exnressed that some of the
ideas which ve presented to him were ccmpletely new, that he'd like
to assess them, and we had a very good meeting with him. I think we
made a good deal of progress, but it wculd not help that progress at
all to aet into srecifics.

MR. SPEAKER:

Mr. Speaker, could the hon. minister advise the House as to how
long the meeting was with Mr. Marchand?

MR. GETTY:

About an hour.
ME. R. SPFAFER:

Mr. Speaker, could the hon. minicster advise us when the broad
ok jectives were discussed as to whether the ARCA program was involved
in that discussion?

MR, GETTY:
Very briefly.

MR. R. SPEAKER:

Mr. Speaker, when discussing the prcgram of ARIA, was irrigation
rehabilitation involved?

MP. GETTY:

No, Mr. Speaker, ¢the subject wacs not involved in our broaid
discussions of the future of Mr. Marchand's department.
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MR. R. SPEAKER:

Mr. Speaker, the hon. minister indicated that there was progress
in discussion. Would the hon. minister revort that progress so that
we are aware as Albertans.

MR. GETTY:

Mr. Speaker, the hon. member has nissed for some time now the
advantages that the qovernment of Alberta can establish if it does
not lay its total position on the table of this House cr discuss it
while ve are in the midst of neqotiations. Surely he should be able
to appreciate that. He has particirpated in, I underctand, these
neqotiations before.

MR. R. SPFAKER:

Mr. Speaker, a supplementary question. Toes the hon. minister
mean that in runnirqg an oren governrent that information is hidden
from the people?

PR. NOTLEY:

A supplementary aquestion, Mr. Speaker, to the hon. minister. 1
can appreciate the point that there may te some necessity to refrain
from immediately reporting to this House tecause of the negotiations.
But in view of the imrortance of issues at hand, can the hon.
minister qive this House an undertaking as to when we will have a
full and ccmylete report?

MR. GETTY:

Yes, Mr. Speaker. T should assure the members I would like to
give them every possitle bit cf informaticn that I can, and T will Ao
that at the first instance it looks like it would be wise to do so.
MR. R. SPEAKER:

Mr. Speaker, a <csuprlementary question. Has the hon. minister
established a follow-up meeting, a sctedule with Mr. Marchand?

MR. GETTY:

Vell, it is a follow-up course of action. Tt doesn't
necessarily involve an instant meeting. There are some things vwe
have to wcrk out and they have going to lcok at. We are negotiating,
Mr. Speaker.

Unemployment Statistics

MR. KOZIAK:

Mr. Speaker, I have a question of the hon. Minister of Manpower
and lLabour. I wonder if the hor. minister could tell wus what the
present unemployment fiqures are for the Frovince of Alberta?

DF. HOHOL:

Mr. Speaker, the number of unemployed at the end of February is
the same as it was at the end of Janvary =-- 33,000. Rowever, .the
important information to this Assembly ic that the unemplovment rate
dropped to S per cent in Fetruary from 5.1 per cent in January, as a
result, in particular, of the increase in the latour fcrce of 9,000
people in February 1972 over the end cf January. T think this is
significant, Mr. Speaker, bhecause Fetruary 1is wusvally a high
unemployment months, sc it is significant to note a decrease in the
February unemployment rate. Compared then with 6 per cent in
February of 1971, the February 1972 unemrloyment rate has decreased
by 1 per cent from 6 to 5 per cent.
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Tt is difficult to ascertain the irportance and significance of
the priority emplcyment program which was described in detail by the
hon. Member for Calgary McKnight. There is no question in my mind,
as chairman of that committee, that it rade an important difference
to the unemployment figures.

Speaking of that, I wish ¢to take this chance to indicate my
appreciation of the kind of work that tte hon. Member for Three Hills
did in assisting the matter of co-ordiration, and the eight member
executive committee that carried on this kind of work. 1The work of
the several departments had an important impact on decreasing
unemployment thrcugh Job placements and also through training
placements in the instituticns of Alberta.

Let me summarize ¢then, Mr. Speaker, for this Assembly, the
Alberta ricture with respect to unemployment. The total labour force
at the end of February was 657,000, up 1.4 per cent from January.
The employved fiqure is €24,000, up 1.5 per cent, and in view of the
9,000 peorle added to the 1labour fcrce, this is a rparticularly
significant fiqure. The unemployed number, in absclute terms, is the
same 33,000, no change. The unemployment rate is S per cent, down
0.1 per cent, Mr. Speaker.

MP. SPEAKEFR:

The hon. Member for Vegrewville.
MR, PATIUK:

1 do have a supplementary, Mr. Speaker., Would the hon. Minister
of trabour be able tc tell us how vunemployment compares with
unemployment in Saskatchewan and Manitoba?

DR. HOHOL:

Yes, Mr. Speaker. It's interesting to note that Manitoba
figures rose from 4.1 rer cent in Decemher to 6.3 per cent in
February, a period cf tvo months. The Saskatchewan figures are 6.1
per cent unemployed. Briticsh Columbia has 7.6 per cent unemployed
and the national unemployment rate is 7.3 per cent
MR. SPFAKER:

The hon. Member for Sedgewick-Corcmnation.

CR. RUCK:

I have a supplementary to the oginister, Mr. Speaker. 1In
arriving at your staticstics, what are ycu using for base fiqures in
arriving at vyour fiqures, the unemrloyment insurance records that
they have?

DR. HOHOL:

Mr. Speaker, Statistics Canada made the usual random sampling
across the nation.

Rural Industrial Development

MP. SORENSON:

Mr. Speaker, I'd like to direct a ouestion to the hon. Minister
of Industry. Late in 1971 the Battle River Regional Planning
Ccmmission presented their bhrief to you. ©Tssentially it calls for a
decentralization of economic arowth of ¢the two large cities of
Edmonton and Calgary intc smaller centres. May I have your stand on
this roint, Sir?
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MR. PEACOCK:

Well, Mr. Speaker, T think our rlatform is our stand. We're
doing everything we can tc decentralize industry and stimulate rural
activity and rural industry.

MR. WILSON:

A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. Wculd the hon. Minister of
Industry care to indicate just briefly three or four things that his
department is doing to stimulate industry in Alberta other than
grants or loans?

MP. SPEAKER:
Perhaps the hon. minister would like to answer the aquestion.
MR. PEACOCK:

Mr. Speaker, I think that answer will be in the tudget portion
cf the proceedings when we will be establishing an outline of our
department's program, and we will antéver thte hon. member at that
time.

MR. WILSON:

Mr. Speaker, perhaps I could word it a little differently. What
alternate sources of revenue does the hcn. Minister of Industry see
that he can introduce into Alberta?

MR. PFACOCK:

Mr. Speaker, I think T mentioned that this will te forthcoming
in the budget speech.

MR. MANDEVILLE:

Mr. Speaker, I would 1like ¢to direct a question to the hon.
Minister of Aqriculture. The question 1 would like to ask regarding
the ARDA program that was signed on Auqust 11 by this provincial
government and the federal government -- cr I should say the previous
provincial government and the federal government -- for
rehabilitating margqinal farms, are ¢vycu going to isplement this
program, sir? '

DR. HORNER:

Mr. Speaker, while ¢the hon. member is correct that the master
aagreement was signed in Auqust of this vear, there was prcvision for
each of the programs under the master agreement to be neqotiated ani
we are neqotiating those programs at this time.

MR. MANDEVILLE:

A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. In the agreement it states that
there is a committee to te set up to accert these applications. Has
this committee been established?

DR. HORNER:

Not to mvy knowledge, Mr. Speaker. I can check for the hon.
member, but I would suqgaest that the varicus programs underneath the
master agreement have tc te negotiated cn an individual ltasis. These
agreements are being locked at now and included in that negotiation
is the additional porogram that Mr. Olson has put forward with regari
to the small farms.
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BRig_Horn Reservoir_ - _Recreaticnal Facilities

MR. HENDERSON:

Mr. Speaker, I'd 1like ¢to address the question to the hon.
Minister of Lands and Forests or the hon. Minister c¢f Tourisnm,
wvhichever wminister may be responsible fer this matter. 1I'd like to
know, Mr. Speaker, as to whether the government has under way, or is
rlanning the development of recreational facilities on the Big Horn
Reservoir?

DR. WARRACK:

Some of the other ministers may also wish to resvond, Mr.
Speaker, but with respect to the establichment of provincial parks,
which would be under the jurisdiction c¢f the Department of Lands and
Forests, this has not teen done.

MR. HENDEPSCN:

A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. Are ttere any rlans under way for
development of recreational facilities cther than publicly owned and
oublicly operated facilities?

DP. WAPRACK:

Not in the immediate dimension <c¢f the Bigq Horm Dam, Mr.
Speaker. Yowever, I would anticipate that this would be the kind of
thing that private reople and the public would be interested in
doing. And as the time gqrows towards when this should te planned,
I'm sure ve will he locking at these matters.

MR. HFNDERSON:

Supplemental. ¥r. Snpeaker, is it the intention of the
qovernment, when they do get around to consideration of these
rarticular facilities where private enterprise is involved, to
puklicly tender the oprortunities?

DR. WARRACK:

Well, I think that is a hypothetical question, Mr. Speaker, but
at the same time T think it's a wvalid point to say that we're
interested in the private sector dcing as much as %e can in this
economy of Alberta, and only in instances where the oprivate sector
cannot do the job much better, should we engage the public sector.

MR. HENDEESON:

If 1 may restate the question, Mr. Sreaker, T was asking that if
private enterprise is to te involved, whether the government will te
tendering the opportunities for develorment of facilities? It wasn't
a question cf choice of public versus private, Mr. Speaker, it was a
question of tendering.

DR. WARRACK:
The specific question acts asked, M"r. Speaker, 1is clearly a

hypothetical one, and as I understand the rules of this House, then
it is out of order.

MR, LUDWIG:

Mr. Speaker, a aqguestion to the hen., the Attorney General. I
understand that in Calgary Supreme Court criminal work and apoeals
are handled through sclicitors in the department. BAnd in the City of



Alternate page number, consecutive for the 17th Legislature, 1st Session:
page 405

March 14th 1972 ALBERTA HANSARD 9-15

Calgary, generally, this work is either ccntracted out or hired out
to a private firm or firms. 1Is any consideration being given by the
hon. Attorney General to alter the situaticn with regard to Fdmonton?
I understand that the Edmontcn operaticn is very much more expensive
than the Calgary operation in handling these matters.

¥R. LEITCH:

Mr. Speaker, I vonder if in the earlier part of the hon.
member's question he didn't mean Edmontcn in place of Calgary? The
position is in Calqary that the criminal rrosecution and apneal work
is done almost exclusively by members of the department, whereas in
Edmonton there has teen in effect fcr a long time the practice of
having only part of that wvork dcne by mewmbers of the department, and
a large part of it done by outside law firms. That is a matter T am
looking into.

MR. LUDWIG:

Mr. Speaker, would the hon. the Attorney General care to table
the difference 1in costs as closely as rossible under the
circumstances with reqard to ¢the oreration in Calgary and the
operation in Edmonton?

MR. LFITCH:

Mr. Speaker, that is going to involve, I'm sure, a great deal of
detail. I wonder if the hon. member wculd put it on the Order Paper.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. Member for Spirit River-Fairview.

Srecial Area Agreements

MR. NOTLEY:

I'4d 1like to direct a agquestion, Mr. Speaker, to the hon.
Minister of TIndustry. This concerns the Canada-Alterta Second
Special Area Agreement signed September 1st, 1971, under which terms
the federal government was to fund large projects, ¢the provincial
government to make their incentives program available in the southern
and western end of the special area. My gquestion ¢to the hon.
minister is simply this: Why did the provincial government not
communicate to the Grande Prairie TIndustrial Co-ordinator their
position wunder this program, and the prcgrams which the province had
available?

MR, PEACOCK:

Mr. Speaker, in ansver to the hon. member from Spirit River-
Fairview's question, first of all the Canada-Alberta Second Special
Area Agreement dated September 1st, signed by Mr. Speaker, and co-
signed by Dr. Ross did not come to my attention until January. 1
quite agree that there is a breakdown of communication because in the
Scheiule it states clearly just vhat ¢tte hon. member from Spirit
River-Fairview stated that ¢the responsibility of large fundings in
the DREE Progqram would be undertaken by the federal gqovernment and
the vprovincial qovernment wculd be resgonsible for others. This was
not communicated to Grande ©Prairie, because of the ‘treakdown of
communication, but has now been corrected.

MR. NOTLEY:

Supplementary question, Mr. Speaker. What specific steps can
the hon. minister advise the legislature will te taken to nvprevent
this bureaucratic breakdown from happening again, and more
specifically, what cspecific steps are now being taken to acquaint not
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only Grande Prairie but the other communities with the special area
with the program the government has available?

MP. PEACOCK:

Mr. Speaker, in answer to that, a change of government, of
course, will affect it greatly. Secondly, in The Incentives Act, in
vhich we are still functioning until tte new program comes in, it is
not clearly defined whether Grande Prairie will qualify, and this is
interpretation. The other secondary auestion that the member asked
was would we be projectina this informaticn Yo other areas? Vell,
the only cspecial area is Grande Prairie.

MP. NOTLEY:

A supplementary question, Mr. SCreaker. I ¢think the hon.
minister misunderstood me. I'm not talking about cther areas in the
orovince. I'm talking about other communities in the srecial area,
not djust the City of Grande Prairie which has an industrial
development commission and a ccordinator, but the other communities
in the area who are extremely interested in incentive programs that
woull be beneficial tc then.

MR. PEACOCK:

Mr. Speaker, I think we have already answered it. We are
communicating under the terms of the present act whether they qualify
or not. It's a matter of interpretation, and in this particular
instance with Grande Paririe it's questicnable. And it will be so
informed.

MP. HO LEM:

What is vyour position on the government's proposed $50 million
Industrial Incentive Preoqgram, inasmuch as vyou have criticized the
previous qcvernment's incentive proqram?

MR. PEACOCK:

Tt will be in our Budget Speech, alsc.
MR. TAYLOR:

Supplementary, Mr. Sreaker. ¥ould the hon. minister care to
tell us why the communications troke down. Has he made a search and
found why this has happened?

MR. PEACOCK:

Well, Mr. Speaker, T was questioned in this Hcuse on Thursdavy, T
telieve. We started the investigqation then, and I suppose the reason
for the ccommunication breakdown was that the previcus government
hadn't passed it on to the people when ttey signed the ccntract.

Biq_Horn Reservoir - Recreatioral Facilities_ (cont)

MR. HENDEEFSON:

Mr. Speaker, I'd like to direct a cuestion to the hon. Premier.
Could tte hon. Premier advise this House as to whether the government
has received vproposals or propositions €for the development of
privately ovwned recreational facilities cn the Pig Horn Reservoir?

MP. LOUGHEED:
Mr. Sveaker, I can't give a specific ansver to that, but T will

give the hon. member an undertaking to lcck into it, And while TI'm
on my feet, to avoid anv confusion regarding questions of government
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policy, it clearly is the government's rclicy that with regard to any
matter that the gcvernment is utilizina public funds with the crivate
sector, the intention, of ccurse, wculd te to wutilize a tenderina
procedure. There are, of course, as the hon. member kncws, cases and
circumstances of exceptions which have to be taken from time to time.
The ©policy of this administration is that you start witt the concept
that you will, in fact, have competitive tendering, and perhaps loot*
even in the areas where it is not srecific reqarding services and
supplies, and invclves such other areas ac the supply of professional
services. Wherever we think it is feasitle to do so, we try to look
at an approach of obtaining competitive tenders. However, in saying
that, as the basic policy, Mr. Speaker, I want to make it clear to
all hon. members that, as members on the cther side are well
acquainted, there have to be a number of cases where exceptional
circumstances arise and this practice can't be followed. T will 1lcok
into the specific matter raised by the hcn. member and try to report
back to him.

MR. YURKO:

Mr. Speaker, if I miqht add scrmething to the question. The
minister asked if there were any develojments on the shore 1line, 1T
presume, cf the Big Horn Reservoir, and I would like to advise that a
certain distance from the hiah water marks has been reserved by the
Department of the Environment, and there are no leases c¢r ownership
in this area of the Biqg Horn Reservoir. This is reserved entirely
for water management purposes.

MR. HENDERSCN:

Mr. Soeaker, Jjust as a point of clarification - it's not that
aspect that I am concerned about - it's the questicn of development
of privately owned recreational facilities in the vicinity of the Big
Horn Dam involving publicly owned land and private enterrrise.

MR. SPEAKER:

T believe our time is ur - perhaps the hon. member could ask his
question the next question period.

MINISTERIAL ANNOUNCEMENTS
MR. LEITCH:

Mr. Speaker, T would like to advise the Assembly ttat under the
terms of The Daylight Time Saving Act and the ©plebiscite that was
held 1last Auqust, this morning ¢the FExecutive Council issued a
proclamation putting daylight saving time into effect as of 2:00 a.m.
on the last Sunday in BApril, 1972.

MR. MINTIELY:

Mr. Speaker, 7Y am very pleased tc announce that in response to
the concern expressed ty the rublic and hcn. members of this Assembly
regarding the circumstances of our citizens who are experiencing a
lengthy delay in receiving unemployment insurance cheques, 1 spoke
vith Mr. George Davey, =<superinterdent of Treasurvy Branchtes, this
morning and he has assured me ¢that ¢the Treasury Eranches will
immediately pursue the possibility of advancing loans to our citizens
who are in these difficult circumstances. Mr. Cavey adviced me that
the Treasury Branches will immediately te in touch with the federal
gqovernment to ensure prorer rrocedures are set up regarding the
assignment of unemnlcyment insurance chteques when they are ready for
payment. I am pleased to advise the House that any loans which may
be made will be at an interest rate of 7 3/4 per cent and will
therefore reduce the atuse of Alberta citizens shich may exist with
respect to the delay in receiving their unemplovment cheaues.
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MR, DRAIN:
Has the hon. minister also given consideration --
MR. SPEAKER:
If ¢the hon. memter has a aquestion with regard to this could he

perhaps ask it during the next aquestion period? There 1is no
provision in the rules for a guestion at this staqe here.

QUESTIONS
121, Mr. Wilson asked the govermment the following questions with

respect to develorment of Lowery Gardens, in Calgary, of which
he had gqiven notice, and was answered as fcllows by Mr. Russell:

Question (1):
The present status of negotiaticns between the Government of

Alberta and the City of Calgary regarding development of lowery
Gardens as a park?

Ansver:
There are no neqotiations presently underway between the
Government of Alberta and the City of Calgary regarding
development of 1lowery Gardens as a park pending results of a
study jointly by the Water Resources Division of the Department
of the Environment and the City cf Calgary to delineate flood

vay and flood plane areas of the Bow River within the City of
Calgary.

Question (2):

Will the park be developed this year?
Answer:

Not by the provincial government.
Question (3):

Will a footbridge be tuilt connecting lowery Gardens with the
north bank of the river?

Answer:

Not by tte provincial qovernment.

124, Mr. Taylor asked ¢the government the following aquestions
regarding cost of renovations of ¢the lLegislative Chamber of
which he had given notice, and was ansvwered as follows by Dr.
Backus:

Question (a):

What is ¢the total cost of rencvations carried out in the
Legislative Chamter?

Answver:
The total cost of renovations carried out in the Legislative

Chamber is $37,300.35. Please note this cost includes the cost
of new furniture asked in the (b) rart of the guestion.
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Question (b):
fhat is the cost c¢f the new furniture in the Chamber?

Ansver:
The cost of new furniture in the Chamber is:
B4 chairs at $1TU.50 ccvevececacnscocascscssaceasssf1¥,658,00
10 desks at $320.00 ...ececcecscccccscnsasasancsas® 3,200.00
Speaker's and Clerk's DeSKS scececcecessccccssccsas? 1,370.00

Total .....$19,228.00

Question (c¢):

What has been done with the furniture that vas previously in the
Chamber?

Ansver:

The o0ld furniture is ©presently stored in vault No. 21 in the
Legislative Buildirqg.

126. Mr. 2ander asked the gqovernment the following questicns
regarding clean-ur of the area flooded by water impcunded by the
Brazeau Dam, of which he had given notice, and was answered as
follows by Mr. Yurkc:

Question (1) :

How much money has the Government of Alberta exrended on the
costs of clean~-uyr csince tte area ccvered by water impounded by
the Brazeau Dam was first flooded?

Answer:

1970-71 -- $104,733.00 by Department of Lands £ Forests
1971-72 -- $ 64,396,00 by Department of Lands & FPorests
1971-72 -- ¢ ©1,€43,00 under Priority Employment Progranm.

Question (2):

Was this work dome on an hourly basis, or was it contracted?

Answer:

211 work, equipment hire and labour has teen done cn an hourly
basis at qovernment approved rates.

Question (3):

If contracted, who wvere the ccntractors, and how were the
contracts avarded?

Ansver:

Although all work was done on a hourly tasis the following
equirment was hired:

Summer 1971

1 D=7 Joesting Const., lodagerole
1 3/4 yard crane Carson Const., Rocky Mtn. House
1 tug boat Carson Const., Rockv Mtn. Fouse

Winter 1971

2 p-7 Joesting Const., Lodgerole
1 HD-11 L. Adams, Rocky Mtn. House
1 HC-16 A. Rodka, Rocky PFtn. House
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2 HD-16 B. Campbell, Rocky Mtn. House
Winter 1972

1 HD-11 L. Adams, Rocky Ntn. House
1 D=6 Prank Williams, Rocky Mtn. House

MOTIONS FOR A RETURN

107. Mr, Henderson proposed tte fcllewing mction to the Assembly,
seconded by Mr. Hinman.

That an Order of the Assembly do issue for a Return showing:

Copies of all corresovondence, teleqrams, communiques, etc.
between the Alberta and federal government since September 1, 1971 to
date reqarding international sales cf Alterta sulphur.

fThe motion was carried without debate or dissent.?

109, Mr. Henderson proposed the fcllcwing motion to the Assembly,
seconded by Mr. Hinman.

That an Order of the Assembly do issue for a Return showing:

Copies of all correspcndence between the Alberta government and
the oil and gas industry or individual ccmpanies, firms or official
orqanizaticns representing the o0il and gas industry in Alberta
reqarding the international sales of Alkterta sulphur.

MR. DICKTIE:

Mr., Soeaker, I wonder if the hon. member would stipulate some
time in respect to that motion so that either he cculd amend it or we
couli give consideration to amending it.

MR. HENDERSON:

Mr. Speaker, we would be quite harry to have the ccrrespondence
since September 10th of last year. '

fThe amendment was aqreed to, and tte motion was carried without
further debate or dissent.)

122, Mr. Henderson vproposed the fcllowina motion to the Assembly,
seconded by NMr. Wilson.

That an Order of the Assembly do issue for a Return showing:

Copies of all crders and ccrrecsgondence, since September 10,
1971, frcm the Department of the Envircnment, the Department of Mines
and Minerals, and the Departments of l.ands and Porest tc coal mining
operators in the Canmore Corridor relative to changes in coal strip
mining sites and procedures within the Corridor.

fThe motion was carried without detate or dissent.?l

123. Mr. Dixon vprorosed the folloving motion to the Assembly,
seconded by Mr. Cooper.

That an Order of the Assemhly do issue for a Return showing:

Copies of all reports showing the names, locations and field
test data covering the 1last twelve months, c¢n each natural gas
processing plant where hydrcgen suphide and sulphur dioxide at qround
level have exceeded the Department of the Fnvironment <standards and
criteria.
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fThe motion was carried without detate or dissent.)

125. Mr. Ruste rroposed ¢the following moticn to the Assenmbly,
seconded by NMr. Buckwell.

That an Order of the Assembly do issue for a Return showing:
Copies of all representations made to the Minister of
Agriculture relative to the Tradition and Transition Report
tabled at the 1971 Session of the Albterta Legislature.

fThe motion was carried without detate.?

fSessional Paper No. 125 was tahled by Dr. Horner.)

127. Mr. VNotley nvproposed the following motion to the Assembly,
seconded by Mr. Drain.

That an Order of the Assembly do issue for a Return showing:

(1) Howvw many people have been prosecuted for non-payment of Medicare
premiums?

(2) By what criteria vere they selected?
fThe motion was carried without debate.)
f Sessional Paper No. 127 was tabled ty Mises Hunley.]

128. Mr. Taylor proposed the following motion ¢to the Assembly,
seconded by Mr. R. Speaker.

That an Order of the Assembly do issue for a Return showing:

(a) What amount of money has teen qgiven to a Mr. Ben Edwards and
Aubrey Gibson by the Department of Health and Social
Develorment?

(b) Is this a grant or a loan?

(c) What use is to be made of the money?

(dy Who are Ben Fdwards and Aukrey Gibson, including their
qualifications for this werk?

(e) wWhy did the Government consider this contritution or arant or
loan necessary?

fThke motion was carried without debate.)
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MOTICNS OTHER THAN GOVERNMENT MOTIONS

Invitation to the Royal Family

MR, LOUGHEED:

Mr. Speaker, I would like to ceek the leave by motion of hon.
rembers to consider Motion No. 15 standing in the Order Faper in my
name in advance of the cther motions.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. Premier has asked for consideration cf Moticn No. 15 at
the present time. Does the House aqgree?

HON. MEMBERS:
Agreed.
MR. LOUGHEED:

Mr. Speaker, I move that Motion Nc. 15 standing in my name on
the Order Paper, seconded by the hon. Mr. Diachuk:

Be it resolved that this Assewmbly direct the Goverrment, on
behalf of the people of the Province of Alberta, tc extend an
invitation ¢to Her Majestv, Queen Elizabeth II, His Royal
Highness Philip, Duke of Edinburgh, and wmembers cf the PRoyal
family, to yisit the Province of Alberta in 1974 to join with us
in the celebration of the One Hundredth Anniversary of the
arrival of the ©North West Mounted Police in Alberta; or,
alternatively, to visit the Province of Alterta during 1973 for
the celebration of the One Hundredth Anniversary of the
oproclamation of the North West Mounted Police.

Mr. Speaker, in speaking to the motion, the only comment that T
would make, is of course that T think it would be highly desirable if
this could be a motion of the legislative Assembly and not just a
unilateral action taken hy government.

Secondly, T think all members are well aware of the difficulties
involved in an acceptance of such an invitation, having regard to the
many invitations that naturally Her Majesty receives over the course
of the year from various parts of the Ccmomonwealth. Therefore, we
stould not, of course, in any way get cur hores too high. This is
not to savy that we don't feel that it wculdn't be a tremendous thing
for the people of Alberta if this invitation were accepted. We have
worded it in the alternative, hoping that that might improve the
possibilities of the acceptance of the invitation.

MR. DIACHUK:

Mr. Speaker, I wish to take pleasure in seconding this Motion
introduced by the hon. Premier, Mr. Lougheed, and briefly, T wish ¢to
say the occasion where we might be able to realize a visit from Her
Maiesty Queen Elizabeth, ¥Fis Royal Highness, Phillip, Duke of
*dinburgh, and the members of the PRcval family, tc our part of
Canada, and particularly to Alberta would be very siqgnificant in the
markina of the anniversarv of the Roval Canadian Mounted Police.

This force has participated in the historical events of Alberta
and the territory that was previously part of the ©North VWest
Territories, but is now Alberta. Sc often in our nation we get
excited about the historical events that we receive over the
television and other networks origirating in cther parts of this
North American continent, wparticularly the United States. This
occurs because of the amount of coverage it has received, and we miss
the historical events in our part of the country and Alberta because
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of the 1lack of emphasis on these histcrical everts. T speak very
strongly on this as a member of an ethnic background. My own
grandparents always sproke highly of Royalty because it was through a
person, such as Queen Victoria, that manv of our people frecm Central
Europe originated in Canada. It seems that after 100 years, a great
importance and significance is placed on any historical events. This
really could add a lot to annual celebrations in our larger centres,
such as the annual Calgary Stampede or the Klcndike Davs in Edmontcn,
and even the rodeos and other local community fairs in the province.
The paper prepared for the hon. Horst Schmid by his department, that
some of us managed to read, creates a 1lct of interest in this visit.
I therefore endorse it, and second this gction.

MR, SPEAKER:
I believe the hon. Leader of the Orpcsition had the floor first.
MR. STROMNM:

In rising in my rlace to take part in the debate, I want to say,
as I said the other day, that we on this side of the House certainly
fully concur in the sentiments expressed in the motion. As a matter
of fact, we would have been very happy, Mr. Speaker, to seconded the
motion, just ¢to have demonstrate ¢there was complete unanimous
approval for the invitation that is herein being suggested. T know
we could spend a 1lot of time talking about the gqreat days of the
police work, and so on, but this is not the time to 4o =o. We on
this side simply want to reiterate again our strong support for the
invitation that is hereby goina to be extended.

MR. DOWLING:

Mr. Speaker, I think it is a distinct honour for me to sumport
the motion by the hon. Premier, and T would just like to say two or
three things. First cf all, we all kncv I am sure, that 1873 was
wvhen the act establishing the Northwest Mcunted Police became lav in
Ccanada, and then in July of 1874 the trek across the Canadian plains
was bequn at Fort Dufferin in Manitoba. 1In September c¢f that same
year, 1874, the PForce arrived in Alberta. I think Mr. Speaker, in
this centennial year, it is extremely impcrtant, in 1972-1974 to re~
examine the events and activities that have shaped our destiny. Part
of these activities have been the activities of the RCHNP. But, in
addition, we must never forget the great part that the monarchy has
played in our heritage. It is important to note in conclusion, Mr.
Speaker, that Queen Elizabheth I, on June 2nd, 1953, was appointegd
Honourary Commissioner of the RCMP. T would urge that all members
support the motion of our hon. Premier.

MR. NOTLEY:

Mr. Speaker, so that there is no mistake about the unanimity of
the legqislature on this subject, I want tc say very briefly that T
support the wmotion introduced by the hcn. Premier. Pirst of all, I
am very rleased that we are inviting Her Majesty to come to Alblerta.
I'm also delighted to see us take some time and pay tribute to the
role played by the RCMP in the develcrment, ecspecially of WVestern
Canada. They constitute a very, very imrortant part of our Canadian
identity, scmething that, in my view, Mr. Speaker, we are all very
proud of, regardless of our party identification. So I am very
pleased, Mr. Speaker, to join in with the other membhers who have
entered this detate and wurge the Hcuse ¢tc pass this resolution
unanimously.

MP. BUCKWELL:
I would 1like to commend the mover and seconder of this motion,

and say how much we appreciate the thcuaht. And apart from Her
Majesty, whether she accepts this invitation or not, T would extenA
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an invitation to all the hon. members, rarticularly the hon. Prenmier,
to attend these celetraticns in my ccnstituency in 1974, and as you
realize we havn't any memters other than cpposition members south of
Calgary. Tt might be a great opportunity for the people of Southern
Alterta to see the 'now' government.

PR, BENOIT:

Mr. Speaker, T have only a brief ccmment to make. 71Tt stems out
of a letter that Y received in this morning's mail. It has to do
with this resoluticn and I am strongly in favour of the resolution as
it has been brought to us today, partly tecause of this situation.

The letter has to do with the Royal Canadian Mounted Police.
The resolution deals with the Northwest Fcunted Police. The letter
is a resolution from one of the towns in the south strongly objecting
to the change in the signs cf the R.C.M.P. buildings and cars.

"That the federal department, having jurisdiction over the same,
be advised that the council of the tcwn agrees that the sign on
the tuildings and cars should te changed frcm Police to P.C.M.P,
again."

I hope, Mr. Speaker, that the lcyal opposition will, when Her
RPoval Presence is here, be able to -- and I say this facetiously --
encourage Her Royal Majesty, because of her presence here, to
reinstate this idea of the 'Royvyal' canadian. Mounted Police.

MR. SCHMID:

Mr. Soeaker, it 1is a profound rrivilege for me to be able to
spea¥k in support of our hon. Premier's motion tc be able to express
my own feelings regarding our Queen. JTf I hesitate now it is because
I don't know wvhat being a Canadian, what living in Canada, means to
you who were torn here. I can tell vou cne of the things it means to
me. In a world where crowned heads are disappearing it means for one
thing, the monarchy. Ferhaps T come by ttis respect and appreciation
for the Queen honestly, because Bavaria, where I was born, was
traditionally a peaceful monarchy.

Did vou know that the name of the first person mentioned in the
charter granted by Charles of Fngland, incorporating The Governor And
Company Of Adventurers Of Fnaland Trading Into Hudson's Bay was a
Bavarian Palatine Prince? It is, of covrse, today's Hudson's Bay
Company.

Being quite objective ahout the monatichy, which would you rather
have, a dictator who hasn't even traditicn ¢to restrain him, or a
queen? A president, as in the United States, who must scramble every
four years to win enough votes to keep him in office, or a royal head
above the pattern of changing politics whcse real wealth is the
affection of her people? The monarchy is a visible reminder of our
past, of the 1long strugale towards human betterment, a symbol of
reassurance in an age that is frightening not only to us, but also to
our vouth. When everything is being csweot avway in a floodgate of
chanae, people must anchor their faith in something unchanging. Not
without reason is our youth picking up the beard styles, the ruffles,
and the bows of what is still referred tc as of the Victorian era, an
era identified with a ogueen. Our present Queen, to whom the word
qracious can most surely te applied, a model wife and mcther, every
inch a lady, gives our youth and ourselves a tradition with which
they and we can identify, a formality and npageantry that adds
richness to our lives.

So, when I think of the things that Canada has given me -- it
may sound strange to your ears to hear it -- but this country gave me
rack a monarch. Perhaps, not until you have lived under dictators
and tyrants do vou really understand what this fully nmeans. And
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perhaps this is why, with deep arpreciation, I speak in supvort of
our hon. Fremier's motion.

MR. SPFAKER:

May the hon. Premier close the debate?
HON. MEMBERS:

Aqreed.
MR. LOUGHEED:

Thank vyou. Mr. Speaker, T first would like to respond to the
spirit in which the moticn has been received by all the hon. members
for aqreeing to moving a motion forward to the top of the Order Paper
of Motions other than Government Motions. I would also like to say
to the hon. Leader of the Opposition that T aprreciate very much his
gesture with regard to the response to the moticn, and, I'm sure, his
understanding abecut the fact that ¢the Deputy Speaker, in fact,
introduced the matter into the House. '

I would like to assure the hon. Memter for Macleod that I can't
speak for the others, but as far as I'm ccncerned, I lock forward to
being there in 1974 at those celebraticns. I gather that the hon.
member should be well prepared, Mr. Speaker. It 1looks 1like he's
qoing to have a fair number of visitors.

I also appreciate very much the remarks from the Membter for
Spirit River-Fairview with regard to the Resolution before the House.
I think it's important that the Queen of Canada as such te recoqnized
in this way in this legislature, because 1 do suggest that if this
motion does obtain the unanimous support of the members, it will do
more than merely be an invitation. 7Tt will reflect to the people of
Alberta, perhaps at a very important time, the high respect that the
legislators of this province feel towards the institution of the
mnonarchy and the important role that it rlays in this House.

MR. SPFAKER:

Taking ¢the motion as read, would all those in favour of the
motion please say ave. Those oprosed?

It is not usual, I know, for tre Chair tc say vhether a motion
is passed unanimously or otherwise, but in view of this svecial
occasion, I think Hansard should reccrd that tke moticn was passeid
unanimously.

Marketing Agricultural Produgts

MR. HENDEESON:

Mr. Speaker, it is a rleasure indeed to have the opportunity of
rising to present this particular Resoluticn to the members of this
Assembly.

Be it resolved that a statutory obligation be placed or all
provincial marketing boards to quarantee a fair <share of the
Alberta Market for the small agricultural producer.

Before going into the details, Mr. Speaker, let me first inform
the members that T do not view, and hore, this rarticular subject
will not be the basis cf a partican political debate. Tt is
certainly not offered in that spirit. My own particular recsearch
started into the matter some time before the election and for some
cbvious reasons, the depth of my research has been somewhat curtailed
since that date. Y did, hovever, wrake a committment ¢to nmv
constituents during the election campaign, that should T be returned
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to this Assembly, reqardless of my positicn in this Assembly, that it
was my intenticn to urqe the government to take some action to put a
leqal requirement on provincial marketing toards of agricultural
products, to look after the interests of the small producer.

I think, Mr. Speaker, it's probatly fair and reasonable to say
that those of us who were here in years qcne by, when <scme of the
original legislaticn was introduced and subsequent amendments thereto
that provided for the establishment of provincial marketing boards,
aareed in oprincipal with the legislaticn because of the recognizel
need for greater targaining 1leverage «c¢n the part of agriculture
rroducers in the market place. It was also assumed Mr. Speaker, that
in keeping with that philosophy that if the boards were producer
controlled that ¢the Lest interests of the agriculture community in
total would te served. And, I think ¢probably, HMr. Speaker, in a
general way, that hypothesis was a valid one. However, Mr. Speaker,
in the ensuing years, and the past year or two particularly, there
have teen scme actions taken, I don't say with any particular malice
at all on the part of provincial marketing boards, but actions taken
which have been in some instances, detrimental to the small producer.
And certainly, Mr. Speaker, T think it can be safely stated that it
was certainly not the intent of +thic Llegislature that when the
appropriate legislaticn was approved, such action should be
forthcoming.

I think, to a large extent, Mr. Speaker, the situation that we
witnessed in one or twc cases is scmewhat natural. In the first
instance, it is almost axiomatic that prcducer representatives on the
marketing boards almost automatically represent the larger producers. -
Because 1it's mainly the larger producer who has his livelihood tieAd
up in the rproduction cf hogs, or eqgs, cr broilers as the case may
be, and who has the direct financial and personal interest in the
market, which prompts him to beccme interested in serving on a
marketing board. So without any design or intention or rredetermined
tlans, it almost happens 1lcgically -- and indeed if it 1is not
axiomatic -- that the producer mark¥eting boards themselves are
dominated by the larger rrcducers. And, 1in some 1instances, Nr.
Speaker, the actions which one or two of the hcards have taken would
lead me to believe that the small producer is considered to be a
nuisance.

Now T think we witnessed some debate in this House last year, in
particular, and I know, being a member cf the previous government, we
vere forced to take some action on the guestion of tryina to find
market outlets for eqqgs from smaller producers, because they found
themselves almost 1literally frozen out of the regular market for
their products.

Another piece of evidence of the ccrcern I express, Mr. Speaker,
was an action taken by the Hog lMarketing BRoard last year, which was
subsequently changed as a result of the actions or representations at
the insistence of the Minister of Agriculture in the previous
qovernment. And TI'm sure it's actior that the present Minister of
Agriculture condones, because the board had put in a ground rule,
which in effect, stated there had to be a minimum-size shipment of
hogs to the packing plants. I don't remember if the figure was 10 or
20, it was somewhere in that neighbourhccd. W®What it meant was that
if the oroducer wanted to market five hogs, he had to ship them 1into
some trucker's depot in the city, in scwe cases it was right across
the street from the packing plant, and then he had to ray a double
transportation charge. He raid to haul it to the trucker's yard, and
then he had to pay another transportaticn fee to haul it across the
road into the vpacking plant. It was a verv clear discrimination
against the small producer.

We are also aware, Mr. Speaker, that the present Minister of
Agriculture dwelt on the matter at great length, and T think quite
properly so, 1in vprevious sescsions in this legislature concerning
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Broilers RAlberta Poultry Marketers. In that <case small producers
under cooperative 1legislation were ccnpelled to accept markoffs on
their products that vere paid to the Co-or. T™he Co-op subsecuently
set up a huge producticn plant and literally froze the small producer
out of the market.

Mr. Speaker, T think it behooves this legislature to seriously
consider the matter, particularly in view of the concern that
everyone has, vparticularly rural memkers, for the small farmer, the
difficulties he faces, to see that something is done to quarantee
that the small producer is assured an outlet for his prcduct, that he
is assured a reascnatle share of the Alberta market.

Looking at the size of the producers, the dominance of the
producers in the market, 71'd 1like tc quote some very brief
statistics, Mr. Speaker. These I'm nct sure are exact for present
conditions, but they were the situation as of a year ago, and I would
suspect the situaticn hasn't changed gqreatly, Very briefly, Mr.
Speaker, this is a question of the board@ teing dominated by 1large
producers. Eqqs for example, 1in the rrovince: 15 per cent of the
producers in Alberta account for 80 per cent of the rroduction of
eqqs. In the situation with broilers, 20 per cent of the producers
account for 60 per cent of production. And with hogs it's about 20
per cent of the producers accounting once again for 60 ver cent. I
don't know what the situaticn is for beef because we don't have a
marketing bcard and it wasn't a subject cf concern to me at that
time.

It 1is quite ctvious, Mr. Sveaker, wvhen one examines the
statistics that the marketing of products, at least in those where
there are provincial boards established and functioning, is clearly
dominated by a few large rroducers - a ccmparatively small number -
and as Y stated previously, almost automatically, it's the larger
producer that has the interest of servirg on a provincial producer
marketing board.

I would like to draw a comparison, Mr. Speaker, with a situation
that exists in the o0il business if I may, as compared to .the
marketing of agricultural products where there is a marketing board.
I don't suqgest there is a direct relaticnship between the 0il and
Gas Conservation Board and the marketing toards of agricultural
products, but in the cil business, Mr. Speaker, because of the market
situation, for vears it has been the pclicv of this government - anAd
it has been carried cut by the 0il and Gas Conservation Eoard - that
every oil well in the province is assured a basic minimum ouota -
assured a tasic minimur share of the market. And he is entitled to
that whether he needs it or not. If his wvwell will orly produce 10
barrels and the market is 20 barrels, that's his tough luck, but he's
assured of a basic minimum outlet €for his product, and any share that
is left of the market over and above the tasic minimum qucta is pro-
rated to the larger prcducers on the basics of market demand.

But Wwe have a situation in the o0il patch, Mr. Speaker, whereas
it's not the small producer that becomes the shock atsorber on the
market place. 1It's not the small producer who is saueezed out of the
market if the demand for the prcducts is less than the supply. 1
agree ttere is some difference hetween an o0il well and trying to get
an eqq back into a chicken - don't mistake me on that nvarticular
subject - but obvicusly, Mr. Speaker, in agriculture, and taking egags
for example, very clearly when the supply exceeds production scmebody
has to -get squeezed out of the rwrarket and gets hurt. I have a
concern Mr. Speaker, right now the shock absorber in agricultural
production, where we have these boards, is all too often the small
producer, whereas in my mind, Mr. Soeaker, thinking in terms of
people, it should be the larger oroducer who has to become the shock
atsorber on the market and has the responsibility for <tryina to
adjust suprly to demand.
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So very briefly, Mr. Speaker, this 1is the basis on which T
present this particular resolution. I had looked into the
possibility of intrcducing rrivate bills to Aeal with the suhiect and
as I am sure the Minister of Agriculture and a number <c¢f reople on
this side realize, it's a rather ccmplex leqal question to deal with.
And so instead of tryina to introduce bills as private rublic bills
wvhich may or may not be entirely practical, because of the lack of
research that had to go into making the tills readily aprlicable, it
seemed far more desirable, Mr. Speaker, simply to bring a resolution
before this Assembly, asking the Assembly to give a general
endorsation to this principle, and leave the gcvernment with a free
hand in determining the manner in which the oprinciple can be bhest
applied.

So with that, Mr. Speaker, I would conclude simply by stating
that I believe action such as this is in the best interest of the
small agricultural producer in the Province of Alberta. I would also
state that T present ttis not in any partisan political sense but
rather one of honouring a commitment to mv constituents and one of
carrvying on with a campaiqn in a particular subject, on which I had
arrived at certain ccnclusions some mcnths rrior to the election.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

MP. CLARK:

Mr. Speaker, in rising to second the motion by Mr. Henderson, in
which the crux of the matter was a aquarantee cf a fair share of
Alberta markets for small agricultural rgroducers, let me say at the
outset that for perhaps tvwo reason my remarks will be very short.
One 1is that T am not sure I can talk more than five minutes, which
may te a matter of pleasure to members cf the Assembly, and secondly,
it seems to me that the ‘matter has been well covered by the mover of
the motion.

As I 1indicated, the crux cf the matter is an attempt, by
whatever means the government feels 1is the most practical anad
reasonable approach, to gain some sort c¢f a gquarantee of a fair share
of the market for small agricultural prcducers.

I would say at the outset, Mr. Speaker, that this member was not
an enthusiastic surpcrter of marketing toards. I recall when the
plebiscite was held across the province and a number of people in nmy
constituency were, to say the very least, questionable supporters of
the Hoqg Marketinag Board and I would be less than the fair to the Hog
Marketing Board at this time if I didn't say that a number of those
people who were rather questionable 1in their support of the Hog
Mark=ating PRoard are much more enthusiastic with the board's
operation. I don't rlan to get involved and say why or why not this
may be the case other than to say this, the Hog Marketing Roard to
date has been involved, as I understand it, in promotion and also in
the actual marketinag of hogs.

1 compare that, and I 4o this with no disrespect to the boaraqd,
to the situation that we presently have in the area of egqgs. Once
again the Fgqg Marketina Poard and the gplan basically was voted in by
the nroducers across the province, some time ago. But here we have a
different situation in eqq marketing tcards, it seems tc me, because
the board in fact is invclved in the ccntrolling of production and
there are, at this time, several hundred produvcers, small producers
on the waitinag list attempting to get on the board quota. We are in
a sitwation, as Mr. Henderson indicated, where something like 85 per
cent of the eggs in the province are produced by something 1like 15
per cent of the producers. Then, when ycu add to the problem that at
the annual meetings of some of the marketing boards, namely the Egqgaq
Marketing Board over a vear ago, less than 50 people turned out to
the annual meeting, you see +the situaticn where naturally those
people who have the biggest involvement financially, and certainly
the biggest interest also, in the eqq marketing business, are those
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‘people obviously who are the most interested. But at the same time,
when ve have a situaticn of several hundred reople on the waiting
1ist attempting to get into a situvation of marketirg their eqas
through the Eqq Marketing Board, this, if nothing else, does point
out the problem and I say the problem in its most stripped Aown form,
as a tasic right to a rortion of the market as far as the small
producer is concerned.

So without further ado, Mr. Speaker, mainly because T Aon't
think- I can last puch lcnger, suffice fcr me to savy to the hon.
members of this Assembly, that this mcticn certainly is presented in
a non-political point of view, stemming from the interest of the very
smal)l producer, an interest which many memhers of the House on both
sides have already mentioned to date -- I might also say, an interest
that the Minister of Agriculture has exrressed a number of times in
this Assembly, prior to becoming the Minister of Aariculture. Thank
you Mr. Sgeaker.

MP. NOTLEY:

Mr. Speaker, I find myself dealing with this rescluotion very
mech in the same rosition I found myself in last week when the hon.
Member for Smoky River intrcduced a resolution respecting public
ownership of power distributicn. T said at the ¢time that I would
support it, but I felt it should go much farther. 1In respect to the
resolution introduced ty the hon. Member for Wetaskiwin-leduc, I can
say the same thing, that I am prepared to support it but I think it
should go a great deal farther. Certainly setting out at 1least a
tasic share of the market for the smaller producer would be a steo in
the right direction, but only a small step in dealing with the threat
posed today by vertical and horizonal inteqration, a threat, Mr.
speaker, which jeopardizes the future of many small <farmers in the
province.

I'11l be introducing a oprivate member's bhill later on in the
session that will deal, in my judqement, more comprehesivly with the
problem. It will be modeled on the anti-corporate farming
legislation now on the books of a number of American states.

But, concerning the resolution tefore us today, why should
statutory limits ke imposed? It seems to me, Mr. Speaker ¢that the
small operators should be protected if cur rural way of life is qgoing
to be on the statutes becks of a number cf American states.

But concerning the resolution bhefore us today, why shoulAd
statutory limits be imposed? Well, it cecems to be, Mr. Speaker, that
the small operators must be protected if our way of life is going to
preserved at all. It is well and fine to sav that we <should have
wide open competition. It is well and fine to say through bianess
we'll have efficiency. But the net result of such wide open
competition is that thousands and thousands of peorle presently
operating farms will be squeezed off the land and will te forced to
migrate to tte cities.

The arqument for bigness, of course, in itself is not a totally
accurate picture when you look at agqriculture. Certainly, it can be
arqued that a larger orerator can make better use of capital, whether
that be farm machinery in sowing grain in the sgrring, or taking it
off in the fall, or rroducing hogs on a massive scale, or what have,
I'm sure many members will aqree with me, the availatle evidence
shows that when you talk about the utilization of the land, when vou
make that your yardstick, the family farm, ¢the smaller operation,
clearly shows its efficiency, its =suferiority over the 1larger
operation.

And Mr. Speaker, T think that when members consider that we live
today in a world where two-thirds of our ropulaticn go tc bed hungry
every night, rather than talking about the efficient utilization of
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capital, we should be more ccncerned with the efficient wutilization
of the land. And again, this is where the small operaticn comes in.
Again, this seems to me to he the strongest single argument today for
preserving the family farm operation, tut that operation will not be
preserved unless we make reasonable moves on the legislative level to
protect the smaller operator from the bigger operator.

I'tve heard it =<caid that we should encourage bigness because
tigness will mean a continuation of +the <cheap food practice that
ve've had over the past number of years. Frankly, I don't agree with
this. Uncontrolled hcrizontal inteqration and eventual emergence of
corporate farming will mean that instead of a cheap food policy we'll
have a very expensive fcod rolicy. We'd be far better off, as I see
it, %too =-- and this 1is diqressing for just a mcment from the
resolution before us -- but we'd be far better off to subsidize the
smaller orerators to the point that they can continue their
operations. You'd have a reasonable food rolicy, that 1is far
preferable in my <Judgment to the inevitable result of the smaller
farmers beinq forced off the 1land and ccrporate farming emerging
which would be very, very expensive fooé indeed.

Controls are necessary if we are to maintain a balanced econonmy.
¥hen I spoke in the Speech from the Thrcne dehate, T arqued that we
need a balanced economy in this province and in Canada. We need a
viable private sector, and cne of the mcst important areas where the
private sector has clearly shown its superiority is in the production
of food prcducts. But that private sector as we knov it today,
dominated by thousands of individual farm operations, each making
their judgments independently of one ancther. That private sector
will be jeopardized unless we set out reacsonable legislative controls
to protect the smaller from the bigger,

T want to say, tcc, Mr. Speaker, that in looking over the many
resoluticns passed by the farm organizaticns in this prcvince, it's
fair to say that organized agriculture is deeply concerned about this
problem and is interested in some form c¢f legislative protection.
I've talked for example, with members of the Alberta Hog Marketing
Board who arque that we should go a great deal farther ¢than the
proposal made by the hon. Member for Wetaskiwin-lLeduc and impose a
strict limit of 5,000 hogs rer producer -- not a case of sharing the
market, but a strict 1limit, and I subscribe to that goint of view
too. Don't think that we should just share the market; T think we
have to control the size of operations, ccnsistent with the view that
it is only by preserving the smaller family farm operations that vwe
can have ¢the Xind c¢f rural 1life ¢that T think we want in this
province, and that we can have the kind cf agriculture operation that
is necessary in this rrovince.

May I say, too, that I am not pleased that this resolution isn't
a little mcre comprehensive in another sense. 1 am worried that the
effect of contract farming, in my view ccntract farming or contracts
that in any way bypass provincial marketing boards, are extremely
dangerous for aqgriculture in hlberta. It is my view that we should
eliminate contract farming. Contract farmina is piece work, and
piece work would deorardize the inderendence of the family farnm
operation.

We have, as we look around us Mr. Speaker, a numter of rather
threatening developments on the horizon. Just across the border from
my constituency between Dawson Creek and Fort St. John a huae
corporate farm is beinq developed, a farm which can produce 10,000
head of cattle in each year, and this T understand is tc be doubleA
to 20,000 head. The farm is massive in area and I understand
something in the nature of 10 townships are being considered. Now
this is the sort of thing that frightens me. It frightens me because
it challenges ¢the whcle ©rprecumption cf the kind of agricultural
economy which T believe we must defend and preserve in cur country,
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and that is an aqgricultural economy based on thousands cf smaller and
individual rroducers.

I'm rleased to see in this Legislature, ir mv view, a greater
concern about finding ways and means <¢f opreserving the smaller
operator, and I think it's fair tc say that the covernment --
vhatever its shortcomings -- is also =<ceeking ways to defend the
family farm operation. And to the extent, Mr. Speaker, that the
resolution introduced today is a small step ~- and to caution that it
is a small step -~ what we really require is legislation which will
prohibit ccrporate farming; legislation which is modelled@ after the
legislaticn in North and South Dakota; legislation, Mr. Speaker, that
this Legislature will have an opportunity to detate at a later time,
bhecause T intend ¢to introduce it in the form of a private membher's
bill. But nonetheless, because this resolution is at 1least a
faltering step in the right direction, I'r prepared to support it.

MR. FARRAN:

Mr. Speaker, ¢the hon. Member for Wetaskiwin-leduc may te
surprised to get some qualified sympathy frcm a representative of an
urban riding. But I rise, because I do want to demonstrate that we
do feel concern for rural problems, that we do recognize in Calgary,
that one third of our economy is based on agriculture, and that in
Alberta the lives of town and country are 4irrevocably interlocked.
¥We are still a town with packing plants, roultry processcrs, a famous
stockyard, famous bull sales, giant dairies, and ve are a
distribution centre for all of southern Alberta. VNow mecst Calgarians
are connected directly or indirectly in scme way with the farm. If
the farmer is prospercus, So are we. So the early attitudes of this
qovernment have the whclehearted support c¢f all members, rural and
urban.

We know that any dispassionate economist will agree that there
is a dAangerous imbalance in Alberta between town and country. Tt
can't be qood if more than half our ropulation lives in two large
metropolitan centres, while the vast area around is alrost empty.
Ten vyears aqgo there were 75,000 farm families in Alherta, now there
are less than 50,000. Only one third of cur huge province is settled
and two thirds of it 1is still bush. And yet the first settlers
arrived less than 100 years ago. Theyv were still coming right up to
the First HWorld war, from Europe, frcm Fastern Canada, the United
States and they were hcmesteading cn the land. Now within such a
short time, the pastoral way of life has gone for 85 per cent of the
population. There are abandoned farm dwellings, dying tcwns all over
the province. There may be cther reasons, hut the first and the most
basic, most likely is economic. While we on this side can't be wrcna
in thinking of job-rroviding secondary industry in small centres,
there must be an even more vital economic life force. T think we've
qot to recoqnize that it's axiomatic that few small towns will be
prosperous if they don't have a healthy agricultural hinterland. You
can think of specific examples 1like the town of Canmore, for
instance, which had industry -- had industry since the beginning. Tt
has gqood roads, good railroads, a beautiful place to live, surroundeAd
by beautiful mountains, but its populaticn hasnt't gone above 2,000
for many years. The reason is it has nc agricultural hinterland.

Another axiom I +think, that we wust accept, desrite the zero
population fanatics and the ecology faddists, few of whom every leave
a main road, is that ve are desperately shcrt of reople. Alberta has
255,000 square miles, twice as big as the United Kingdom, and yet the
UOnited Kincdom has 40 times our populaticn.

our domestic market 1is so small, it is not only foorly spread
between tte city and the ccuntry, it 1is veryv, very small. Any
economist who hasn't let propaganda turn his head will tell vou it is
very difficult to develop viatle secondary industry, or even a viable
aqriculture market beycnd mass production of grain if you lack a home
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market. Ontario and Quebec had most of the population of Canada from
early times. That is why thkey now look cn us and continue to look on
us as underpopulated colonies to mine and exploit.

Next to the o0ld fashioned and now unfashionable method of
raising your own, the best way to improve a market is by immigraticn.
I krow that there are ounovements abrcad that defy all logic, that
redject this sort of concept. These are the very pecple who cry
bitterly over unemvloyment, over the lack of job opportunities up to
the high expectations c¢f people under 25, over the reluctance of
corporations, in the extractive industries to reinvest their profit
dollars in more latour intencive industry. These are the very people
wvho are in the sanquard of ovvposition tc any rroject that makes any
commcn sense. I know that the population explosion theory has
valility in the fertile river valleys of Asia, rollution is a serious
prohlem in Pittsburgh, btut T can't take it seriously -- with all due
respect tc the hen. Minister of the Pnvircnment, Mr, Yurko -- T can't
take it as seriously as he does, in an emrty Alberta. I think we
have qot to express concern but T knov in my heart that we can't live
on scenery alone.

Not one of ¢these faddists who scream would go back to the
pastoral wav of life if you aave him the land fcr free. They want to
live off the state but they fail to realize that the state itself
can't fulfill their high expectations without an expanding economy.
That 1is where I come to *the marketing board in the light of an
exvanding economy.

There are two ways to look at a marketing board. You can look
inwards or you can look outwards., You might think, well, what does
he know atout marketina toards, he comes from the city. I might tell
you that when I first moved in to the city district I rerresent, Mrs.
Sadie Bushfield, whose family orginally owned the farm that is now
housing estates on the north hill was <still there 1living in the
oriqinal hcmestead. She was the sort of individual who built western
Canada. TYn her lifetime, apart from running a farm and later a
Feauty salon, she raised eleven children of whem eight were adopted.
I myself, at various times in my life, have been a farmer. I Traiseqd
hogs, I raised sheep, I raised purebred Herefords, and I raised dairy
cattle in two countries. One time I had the largest herd of Jersey
cattle in Alberta and I certainly have always respected the record of
the pickard and Clark family from Carstairs,. I still have an
interest in some land, So for a "citvy slicker" I have some
acauaintance with the rroblems of a farm.

1 say that marketing boards can be 1looked at in two ways,
invards or outwards. looking outwards, a marketing bcard stresses
above everything else the paramount impcrtance of expanding a market,
ceeking new markets, and increasing the returns available ¢to the
farmer. But if vyou 1lcok inwards, and you think of it only in the
context of sharing out a dwindling market, you miss the Dboat.
Unfortunately, ¢this 1is ¢the way most cf them intended to operate.
They concentrate on dividing up ¢the existing wealth rather than
expanding new wealth. So in this —rrocess of fair division, the
market often dwindles. When Harry Hayes, Senator Harry Hayes, was
federal Minister of Agriculture, we had a huge butter surplus in
Canada. Well he brcught it under contrcl to the point where there
are not very many dairy farmers left prcducing butter. We imvport it
from other ccuntries. The butter surplucs disappeared with the tight
ccntrol.

I'm sure that the hon. Member for Sririt River-Fairview is awvare
cf the criticisms of the weaknesses of the Socialist system, of
dividing ur existing wealth, and all the pitfalls that are containeAd
therein and all the pitfalls that are ccntained in the wcrst type of
marketing board. They bocome arthritic, nmuscle bound, they get under
the bureaucratic control of civil servants who lose touch with the
producers. The expense of sales increases because there's an extra
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piddle man or a jotber, whatever you'd like to call ¢the marketing
board. They are never paid ty results. They are never paid like
salesmen are paid, on a ccmmission. If they were, maybe the
situation would be different.

The third disadvantaqe, of course, is that the tight controls
and the quotas imposed by marketing boards to insure fair shares +to
the producer actually result in decreasing shares or smaller shares
and an inflexibility which makes them incavable of adjustinag to
chanaing market conditionms.

Now why do we have marketing boards? They are forced on farmers
by the concentration of property in the too few hands of the
processers. Now this concentration of wealth in too few hands is a
reason for a lot cf peorle taking the rnisquided path <cf the hon.
Member for Spirit River-Fairvie. The concentration of buying power
by the wholesalers results in price fixing rings or unfair oressures
to maintain artificially 1low prices imposed on the disorganizei
farmer. Even sales hy auction which do introduce some element of
competition in buying have only a minimal effect if only a handful of
buyers are present. So vou can understand why there has been some
pressure for marketing boards. You'll understand why ttere's also
some resistance to them. You'll wunderstand particularly wvhy
cattlemen in western Canada don't favour ccmpulsory marketing boards.
This is simply the one area where free entervrise and cormretition has
prevailed in an expanding continental market.

I am aware that when the trend goes to forward shipments,
forward contracts, vertical inteqration that the hon. Member for
Spirit River-fairview was talking about, when shipments go direct
into the packing plants, the grading methcds that take rlace after
the beasts are slaughtered -- like rail grading of hogs where they
are completely at the mercy of the packers -- then of course is hegun
the pressure for boards. The take-over cf small independent packing
plants by larger competetors, all this forces the farmer towards
orqanizing a marketing toard.

But there's never much need for organized marketing boards if
the market itself is healthy and exvanding and there 1is an
opportunity for all to sell for a fair dollar return, Most modern
countries, incidentally, now measure the tack fat cf hogs live. They
dontt believe in the rail grading rrocess where you estimate the
worth of a hog after slaughter in the butcher's. I've never even
favoured the primitive gqrading method ¢that ¢they have now for
distinquishing between lamb and cther scrts of sheep. They break the
leq, and if it's a greenstick fracture, they say it's a lamh, and the
chances are it's a lamb from the day itt's born to the day it dies.
That's no way to sell mutton.

I don't want anyone to think, Pr. Speaker, that I am 100 per
cent in oprosition to the concepts of marketing boards. T believe in
them if ¢they are democratically contrclled by the producers and if
thtey are cales oriented. I only oppose ttem if they are like the
ones we have known in the past which is a wet blanket sitting on the
top of the whole industry, and they are only concentratina on
poachers and sharing ugr the dwindling wealth,

People who are interested in marketing agricultural products
especially ¢n my side cf the House, T think shculd be reauired to
make a trip to Denmark, a country which has proved to be the most
aggrassive salesman of agricultural products of any small country in
the world.

A fev vears ago T was travelling on a Western Rirlines champagne
flight from Seattle to Los Angeles, and I noticed that the menu laiqd
great stress on Canadian bacon. And if our packers and marketing
boards were as agqressive as the Danes we would doubtless be sellinag
our Canadian bacon as a quality prcduct all over the world. 1In fact,
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you're probably all aware that the Danes have been <celling Tulip
Brand canned tacon in huge ouantities in cur Alberta market, and it's
very suoerior quality bacon and until very recently, it wvas at a
lower price than the local product. TIt's recently been raised. I
don't know if this is because of protective tariffs or what.

But T tell vyou, that although I realize the bind everybody is
in, and the necessity for having marketing boards at the present
state of the industry, I have to be opposed ¢to any statutory
otligation or any additional red tape being r¢laced on vprovincial
marketing tYtcards, which should be sales crganizations rather than
mere structures for allocating a share cf a Awirdling market.

MP. MOORE:

Mr. Speaker, with regard to the resolution before us I should
like to sreak briefly cn the resolution itself, that a statutory
obligation le placed on all rrcvincial marketing boards allowing for
a fairer share of the market by small producers. I'm not sure, Mr.
Speaker, that the resclution as it's worded is the kind of thing that
coull be put into effect because of perhans 1legal technicalities.
However, I btelieve that the intent of the moticn, as presented by the
hon. Member for Wetaskiwin-leduc is certain to ensure that our small
aariculture producers in Alberta do have a fairer, perhaps a larger,
share of tte existinrg market. Certainly in that respect I would
commend the hon. Member for Wetaskiwin-leduc, anrd the seconder of the
motion, for their thouqhts in that regard.

The hon. Member for Wetaskiwin-leduc also mentioned@ that he
thought this shouldn't be a political detate. 1I'11 try if I can to
keep it frcm beccming one, but T know that the hon., memter certainly
had the opportunity over the years to watch his colleagues, who were
responsible for the Department of Agriculture, allow small producers
to be whittled down to a smaller and smaller share of the market.

The subject in my mind, Mr. Speaker, opens up the whole area of
agricultural marketina boards both «r¢rcvincially and federally.
Certainly within the last year, I think, rrobably all members of this
House even those from the urban areas, are aware of the complications
and the problems ttere were, and the federal qovernment's effort to
develop and implement Bill C1756,

Getting back to the original motion and the marketing boards
which are operating provincially here in Rlberta, I think that we
should examine them, rerhaps one by one, as this motion is Adiscussed
today and on subsequent occasions.

First of all, 1in relation to the Hoq Marketing Board, T think
that requlations have been changed in that marketing board to the
extent that small hcqg producers have an equal oprcrtunity in a
marketing rlace with large ones. That is the kind of a board that is
only facilitating the marketing of hogs and, in actual fact, allowing
the small as well as the large producer to gqet a fair <share of the
food dollar. There are no quotas cr restrictions levied by that
board that rigqht allow certain persons tc gqet a largqe part of the
market, or vice versa.

With respect to poultry, Mr. Speaker, we certainly have a great
number of problems in the Fgg Marketing Board, and I would suagest
the PRroiler Marketing Board. T was talkina, not too many days agqo,
with one gentleman who has a little over € per cent of the total
production in the Province of Rlberta. And certainly we'd only need
19 others like that and then we'd have cnly 20 farm families making a
living out of the production of eqgs.

The same holds true I think in the troiler industry, and I had
occasion, Mr. Speaker, to read some of the speeches mrade in this
Aouse durina ¢the past vyears about ¢the monorolistic position of
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certain companies within the broiler industrv. I trust, Mr. Speaker,
that our new Minister of Aqgqriculture, and T knowvw he will, will
entertain any thoughts that those of you cn the other <side of the
House or on this side might have for getting scme of that share of
the market back to our small groducers.

When you talk about +the dairy industry, there we have a
situation where we have a National Marketing Board which has been
allotting aquotas for industrial milk acrcss Canada. T think most of
the members, Mr. Speaker, are avare that there is a plebiscite coming
up very shortly with respect ¢to a dairy marketing rplan that will
return the responsibility for allotting of ocuotas of industrial milk
to the Province of Alberta and allow us a fair share in the market
place. T think it would be a good time tc suagest that all of the
hon. members should be tryina to encourage vpeople in the dairy
industry tc vote for that kind of a program that will in fact allow
the Province of Alberta to allot industrial milk quotas, and it will
allow us to have some new people who are now cream shippers brought
into the field of industrial milk oroduction.

I think, Mr. Speaker, I would fust like to go back to the whole
field of marketing boards and talk very briefly about =some of the
things that have occurred in the past twc or three years. People in
qovernment, and perhape farmers on marketing boards, have insisteAd
that ¢they in fact know what the demand for certain agricultural
products will be in 1972 or 1973. One of ¢the things ve have to
recognize in the field of agriculture is that we don't always kXnow
what the international, or for that matter what the domestic, market
is going to Dbe. I refer to the situation in reqard to rapeseed.
Some two and three years ago the hon. Mminister, Mr. 1lang, advised
farmers that they should not increase their rapeseed acreaqge, and Y
think that he did it in good faith, knowing what the market was the
yvear in which he advised them. However, farmers that year doubleAd
their acreage of rapeseed and doubled their output, and in a
subsequent vyvear they doubled it again. Had we followed the advice
that was qiven to us by the experts in the field of production anqd
supply at that time we would have been shcrt a consideratle number of
millions cf dollars in Western Canada.

I think, Mr. Speaker, if we are qoing to talk abcut marketing
boards and supply management then we fjust can't look in the Province
of Alberta or in the Dcminion of Canada. We have certainly got to
look at the whole international npicture. There was a very gcod
article, Mr. Speaker, in the Free Press Weekly not too long ago where
it said, "it's important to recoqnize that Canada is a part of the
entire North American market when it comes to hogs and beef and a
number of other commodities," and it would matter not whether we had
dropred our production completely in the field of hcgs in the
Province of Alberta. The market and the rrice structure would have
been much the same as it was during 1971,

Mr. Speaker, I want to make some very hrief comments on some of
the remarks that have teen made here this afternoon. The hon. member
Mr. Henderson's statement that rroducers are generally
representatives of larqe froducers, I think, is very valid. Tt is
one for which, 1in scme method or cther during the course of our
discussions, we should ¢try to figure out a way to have small
producers who perhaps haven't got the dcllars to spend to travel lona
distances and so on, represent themselves on the various marketing
boards in the province.

I would also like to refer to scme of the remarks made by the
hon. Member for Spirit River-Pairview. He suaggests that this
resolution does not go far enough. He would like it to go much
farther. As a matter of fact I presume that he would 1like ¢to have
all farmers taken over by that bureaucratic government in Ottawa.
With all farmers under the direct contrcl of a central gecvernment in
Ottawa, perhaps provincial controls are not necessary. He also said
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that farmers need controls -- reaguire ccntrols. Well T ¢think, Mr.
Speaker, ttat it is not right for us to stand in this legislature and
suqgest that the farmers of this province havent*t got an ability to
manage their own affairs, to suggest that this government should
stand up and impose marketing controls, quctas and that kind of thing
on farmers. The last thing, #r. Speaker, that the farmers in this
province need is a socialist on their tack just looking for a free
ride to an election vyear.

Mr. Speaker he has talked about 'no contracts', and I ask you
-- what abcut the contract between the Canadian Wheat Board and the
farmers? R contract was scld by this provincial qovernment quite a
number of yvears aqgo, and certainly that's an area where there 1is no
possibility whatever for a farmer to sit down and discuss, not only
the terms cf the quota situation, but the price that he receives per
bushel. I know, Mr. Speaker, that there have to be certain rules anAq
certain requlations reqarding contract farming or contract production
in this vprovince, but I have had the cpportunity, as a farmer, of
qroving grass seed in that market and to sit down and talk with the
rerson with whcm I had written the contract when the contract had not
expired, and get a change in the price and the rrocedure in which I
would deliver the seed. And I would suqgest that that's a lot more
than you can qet out ¢f a national marketing board.

The hon. member incidentally is well aware of the commitment
made by this gqovernment very shortly after Septer®-r 10th. The
corporation farming in the Province of Alberta is out, and it is not
necessary to have any tills or legislaticn on the Order Paper that
say no corporation farming is alloved in this province. There are
certairly a number of ways at the opresent ¢time in which the
qovernment of this prcvince can rule out any ccrporation farming. A
fine examrle of that, Mr. Sreaker, is the firm of WNorth American
Integrated Food Products who came to Alberta back in September or
October and said: We wculd like to set ur a plant ¢to qgrow 640,000
hogs a vyvear; we would 1ike to qrov them and slaughter them and ship
them, and the hon. Minister of Aqriculture said to tliese people that
the field of agqriculture prcducticn cf rrimary products is reserved
for the farmers of this province.

Mr. Speaker, with those few words I leave the Leqgislature with
the thought that I believe there are <scme 13 provincial marketing
boaris. I think perhaps they should te examined one ty one to see
whick ones do, in fact, have producticn ccntrols and are not allowing
small producers into the marketplace. Thank you.

MR. ZANDER:

mr. Speaker, may I rise at this time also to voice my concern
about the marketing boards in this province? It is certairly not the
controls that vwe wish to have at this time. The controls that we
requlate within our boundaries certainly have no effect as they will
affect the future c€ agriculture in the world today.

Certainly, I have ¢to agree that all is not well with the
marketing toards. Being a farmer myself I see within my constituency
the Poultry Marketing Board as it affects the small producer, and I
may say at this time there are verv few that are now in the fielad
Yecause of the effects cf the 1latest development in the poultry
field. We find@ that 51 per cent of the total rroduction of poultry
products in the oprovince is controlled by two or three producers.
This leaves very little room for the other 50,000 people that wish to
produce roultry prcducts, because the cucta system is there. T have
to aqree with the hon. Memher for Smoky PRiver that it is time that we
examined these marketing boards, that we examine the quota systems as
they have teen placed within these boards.

I have to aqree wvith the hon. Memter for Wetaskvwin-lLeduc that
perhaps we should have a look at all of the marketing boards as they
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affect the small producers of our prcvince. I am nto in agreement
with the operation of the Hogq Marketing toard. Rumors have it that
during the depressed rrices of the early spring and summer, that some
members of that board received privileges other than those given to
other producers within the province. I don't know whether they are
true or not, but T think it's time that we should stand up and be
counted if we really want to get the welfare of the small producer in
there. I think our minister has taken a verv, very gqreat step and it
has taken courage and guts to do this. First of all, he said there
are no corpcrate farws any longer in Alberta. T think it's time that
ve have to realize this, and T think that never before has a minister
of the Crown, and especially in agriculture, taken this stand. May T
congratulate him at this time.

I think myself that when we look at bill C176 and what effects
it would have had on the livestock indvstry of our province, ani
kncwing well the functioning of the other boards, it wculd have been
disastrous, as the hon. Member for Spirit River~-Fairview said just a
minute ago, that this large corporation is at his backdoor. This is
exactly what we'll have if we don't wake up to the fact that we have
to protect the small producer. In the similar manner as the former
government of this province got rid of the smaller producers in the
lumber industry, you have the effect now where the larger industry is
dictating the price to the consumer, and I think it's time that we
maintained a relaticnship so that we can keep the loweéer cost of our
food prices in this province if we keep the smaller producer in the
picture. Oonce he's eliminated, then the large corgporations will
dictate the price of tutter and eggs in our grocery stores. I have
producers in my area in the poultry prcduction industry, where they
have 1000 and 2000 hens. They can't comrete because they have no
quota. They can't get a larger quota ard yvet we have three producers
vho market 51 per cent of the +total <roultry products in this
province. Tt is time that we have a look at this situation. T think
that the minister has had a long look at it and if we are all patient
and Just wait awhile T think that he will clean up the mess, because
I know that he is the man to do it. Thank you Mr. Speaker.

MR. COOPER:

Just a brief thcught on this mction, Mr. Speaker, the intent
with which I fully agree. T would have liked to have seen a little
stronger word used, a more Jdefinite word used instead of fair share,
such as a percentage, but I realize that at this time that wouldn't
have been rossible. Possibly, according to my mind, the entire
market for agriculture products now being so gradually taken over hy
the Agra business or Agra industry, whatever ycu should want to call
it, should te reserved for farmers. I realize that for the time
being they wouldn't be able to £ill the need but they cculd possibily
soon build up to it. But there is little advantage to the farmer, on
the Minister of Agriculture, the Minister of Industry, and so on,
finding new markets, new export markets, for agricultural products if
that demand is qoing tc be filled by other than farmers.

I believe that all marketing bcards of agricultural products
should set a limit, should set a maximum level for any cne producer.
This would make room and prove an incentive for many more farmers to
derive some financial income from the egq, the cream, wmilk, poultry
and hoa markets. At this very moment the Manitoba Hog Marketing
Commission is consgidering limiting the wmaximum number of hogs to
6,000 for any one producer for any cne year.

The Alberta Eqqg Marketing PRoard has no urper limit, and one
Alberta producer markets 500,000 dozen egqs. Just imagine how much
good, 1limiting the maximum would do. Hcw many more producers would
be given a chance to add to their farm income, if this vwere divided
up. Indeed, one of the hon. members said, the egq producer is
discouraqed by the set-up we have, The ¢trend seems to be to
eliminate the bottcm rroducer and make the big one larager. That's
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the vay it works at present, and of cource, we all kncw what has
happened to the <chicken and broiler tusiness over the years. It
ceems to have pasced out of the hands of the farmer entirely into
tusiness.

No doubt you protably were all interested in the news item which
appeared in the Pdmonton Journal a week or two ago, wherein a big
packing firm in Edmcnton was fined for marketing 17,000 broiler
chickens without reporting them to the Alberta Poultry Marketing
Board, and that was probably just a very small percentage of what
they actually raise. This number of brciler chickens, even 17,000
marketed bty a dozen farmers wculd certainly have meant a nice source
of ailditional income to legitimate farmers.

So, Mr. Speaker, we have to adrit the trend to eliminate or
discourage the small producer, is a definite one. Ve certainly can't
close our eyes to it.

The Canadian Dairy Ccmmission, not too long ago, eliminated the
subsidy paid to the small cream shippers, who marketed less than 450
pounds of cream per vear, and ¢this of course, meant all the
difference tetween profit and loss to the cream shipper. However,
that move was short lived and subsidy was soon reinstated.

So, Mr. Speaker, the trend to large rroducers must te reversed.
To accomrplish this, the market for agriculture products must te
reserved for the farmer if we are tc preserve the family and the
small farm. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

DR. WAPRACK:

Mr. Speaker, I rise to speak to the resolution we have before us
regarding a statutory cbligation be placed on all the provincial
marketing boards, to guarantee and so forth.

Mr. Speaker, the most important thing about agriculture
marketing, and in fact, in the years tc come, the most important
thing ahout aqriculture itself, is that agriculture teccme market
oriented. For a very lcng time in the history of agriculture, it has
been the case that aqriculture and, if vyou 1like, farming
specifically, as now a part of agriculture, was able to function very
successfully with a vproduction orientation, that is tc say to look
only at the soil, to lcok only at the climatic conditions, and other
factors which affect production, decide cn what to produce and after
you get in the habit, continue to produce it and assume that there is
some sacred right to a market for the prcduct.

This has had its stimulations fror time to time, particularly
after the Second World War exranded markets available, Pr. Speaker,
due to the Marshall Plan, refurbishing cf Furope, and on the heels of
this the problems of the North American effort to help restore Javan
from its war devastation and the wrecking of the economy that occureAd
aqgain in World War IY. Then for a brief reriod in the early to migd
1960's there was a breakthrough made by the federal government led by
the Minister of Agriculture, Alvin Hamiltcn, in the grain sales to

Communist China. Fach of these things prevented us from fully
recognizing that we must, in aqriculture, become increasingly market
oriented, rather than production oriented. And to draw this

distinction as clearly as possible, I'd like to suggest that the day
is gone and the day will stay gqone in agriculture, where we can
basically ctoose according to only the production characteristics of
our soil, of our climate, and indeed of our preferences, Mr.
Speaker, and assume that the market is out there. That day is qone;
that day has been gone for some considerable length of time, but it
has taken a very long time, particularly in this province to realize
that that day has indeed gone.
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#hat we have now is a situation in agriculture, Mr. Speaker, and
in aagriculture as a part of rural develcrment in total where there is
a qreat need for a market orientaticn c¢f the agricultural product.
We must nct only consider the characteristics that influence what we
can produce as vwe conduct our renewatle resource management within
the agriculture sector, we must also, tut firstly and4 atove all,
consider what the wmarkets are, and where they are. The idea then
becomes just the opposite to the 0ld time way of doing things in
agriculture, mainly an appraisal and research of the market, then
planning to meet that rarket to maximize the prcduction that can qive
income to the farmers in Alberta, and <cso have the market to
production orientation rather than just the opposite.

I would suagest Mr. Speaker, that in the statement, co far, ani
in the Throne Sreech, and in my personal observations c¢f the
activities of the new Minister of Aqriculture, Deputy Premier and
Minister of Agriculture, Dr. Hugh Horner, that this reorientation for
the Government of Alberta has just cccurred.

The spirit of the resolution itself is certainly well intended
and in the best interests of the individual oroducers in agriculture
in Alberta, but some of the problems that come about are whether it's
the best way to accomplish it, as 1it's a question of the means,
rather than the end. We all want to razximize the incomes available
for the agriculture producer in Alberta, and we want to maximize
these on a fair and equitable basis, and the question is, htow best to
accomplish this?

It 1is rather interesting tc me to reflect back a very short
period of time, particularly in my own experience in the €fall of
1969. The fall of 1969 was when the research was done cn the broiler
industry, the faults of which have been co properly put forward by
the hon. Member for Wetaskiwin-lLeduc. 1In the fall of 1969, there was
a research report that was prepared, and kept under the table
obviously by the gqovernment at the time, and only after a very great
deal of reaching effort on the part cf all sides and by all
concerned, was it indeed revealed that we had unwittingly, or perhaps
we had become policy-wise outwitted, intc the ridiculcus position
that we had a virtual monopoly in an agricultural seaqment in Alberta.
As a matter of fact, in the fall of 196S, witnessing the chaos in
this mishandled situation, WMr. Speaker, was when I beqan to become
interested in politics. This problem was rather badly handled and
contrasts specifically with the intenticn of this vparticular
resolution, Now that the hon. aentlemen from the other side, as well
as from this side, have spcken with resrect to supporting the spirit
of the resolution at hand, since the rolicy of that time was in stark
contrast to the spirit of +this resclution, T look fcrward to the
remarks of the former Minister of Aqricwulture in this reqard.

In the aqricultural marketing sphere which involves all of the
functions that must be accomplished in crder tc move the product from
the farm qate all the way to the final ypcint cf consumption, what in
the literature is called the agricultural market channel, we have the
entire set of individual marketing functions and we are very, very
concerned, of course, about the market efficiency of how the product
is phvysically moved through that market channel.

So, the marketine efficiency that we are talkina about
necessarily breaks intc two necessary and essential comgcnents. One
of these components c¢cf market efficiency, Mr. Speaker, is what we
right call and is called in the literature of agricultural marketing,
operational efficiency. Operational efficiency in 1living roonm
lanquage is simply the cost effectiveness of performing the ophysical
functions of moving the product from the farm ocate, the end pcint of
agricultural production, all the way thrcugh the necessarvy functions
to its being the proper product in the proper place at the proper
time for the consumer who suprlies the dcllar that buys it. The
recognition of that stream is a market orientaticn for aqricultural
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marketing and that'recognition comes frcm what the consumer wants,
where he wants it, and in what oplace he wants it, and then it is our
job as agricultural pecrle and agricultural marketers to supply that
product, including producing it, at the beginning vpoint of the
aaricultural channel.

How effectively -- and again I am still talking about that
component called operational efficiency -- how cost effectively we
move this product thrcugh the agricultural marketing channel depends
on how we organize the physical compcnents of the agricultural
market. The organizaticn can be divided between who does what job
and the organization of the market facilities can also be divided
tetween where they are in the geography cf Canada or, in the case of
international trade, in other countries as well. rThis, then, 1is the
market organizaticn aspect that is the rhysical nuts and bolts, the
physical mechanics that must te handled in a cost effective way if we
were to have efficient marketing.

Then we move on to how we handle the product within these
particular physical facilities, and that, of course, is called market
logistics. Hov well we do all of that is our measure of operational
efficiency which I rereat again, is the cost effectiveness, MNr.
Speaker, c¢f moving the aqricultural rroduct througkt the market
channel from the roint cf aqricultural rrcduction to ¢the point of
final demand or final purchase on the part of the consumer.

There is a second part of marketing efficiency that I am anxious
to mention. The second part -- and the second of ¢two mador
components that comprise marketing efficiency -- is what is in the
literature aqain called exchanae efficiency. Fxchange efficiency, to
use living room 1languagqe again -- there aren't too many things in
this world that can't te explained rroperly in commonsense terms --
exchange efficiency is simply how well do the prices throughout the
marketing channel for agricultural products reflect the necessary
costs. How well does it do this?

This brings us to the broiler case, the case where you have, in
fact, a monofpoly situation, as was develcred within the rolicy of the
previous government's agricultural pclicy. 1In the brciler case so
vell developed by the hon. member in mcving the resoluticn, we have a
situation where vyou have a monopoly and therefore the individual
business that's concerned with it can have a wide deviation between
the price it charges and the necessary costs that it incurs in
providing the agricultural marketing services. The width of that, or
the qap between the price and necessary ccsts, when it's large, is an
indication of a highly inefficient marketing system in terms of the
exchange fissures, because it allcws the kind cf monopolistic market
strategies that have Leen the case as we know in many rparts of the
economy from time tc¢ time and in the broiler instance in this
particular part of Alberta's aqricultural econcmy and also as well
outlined by the hon. gentleman from Vermilion-Vikinag with respect to
the case for eqq marketing in aqriculture.

Well, Mr. Speaker, we bave the operational efficiency and
exchange efficiency that together ccmprise marketing efficency and
all of that must occur within the srbere of the kind of action that
government takes. TIf you like the way that government does well, or
does not dc well, facilitate the agricultural marketing function,
both in terms of the physical movement cf the agricultural product
from the farm gate to the consumer's dcorster, and in terms of the
way that prices properly reflect necessary costs or, in cther words,
vhether the rrofit marains and indeed the costs themselves are fair
and equitable.

We have two cases before us, as mentioned by the hon. gentlemen
respectively, in broilers and eqas, in agriculture in Alberta which
are totally inadequate in this reqard. Now out of that tench remark
on suggestion, I'd like to applavd the sririt, the qood and proper
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spirit, of the resclution itself. T suggest that to have additional
requlation to try to ccrrect bad requlaticn in the first place, and
the inadequate and inactive policy, is ccopoundina mistakes with more
mistakes. It's a negative 'keep people from exercising scme of the
rights that ¢they miqht feel they have in the economy.' TIt's a
requlations upon requlations, stifling, choking kind of suggestion,
to add a nev batch of requlations to try to counteract some of the
mistakes that evolved from the previous tatch of operaticns.

No, Mr. Speaker, I would very much suggest that instead of this,
we have the kind of facilitative action for agricultural marketing in
Alberta that shows the energetic leadership and competitive spirit
that it takes, including rural develorment so that the rural areas of
Alberta can better and more cost-effectively prcvide agricultural
marketing services in Alberta. Let's do that. Let's know what these
markets are that are available. Llet's plan for these markets, and
let's remove the barriers that are imposed wvhen vyou don't have a
transportation policy in Alberta. Wwhen ycu go to install electricity
on your farm, you're completely at the rercy of the installer as to
the cost. You don't have the natural resources in terms of rural
gas, for example, that are supplied on an equitable basis to farmers
in Alberta. No, Mr. Speaker, we don't have those things, and if we
did have those things, we could, by offerina a fair oprortunitv. to
‘compete, insure the very oproper svirit and otjective of this
resolution.

The small farm can comrete. What we have to do, Mr. Speaker, is
not unwittingly riqg the rules of the game against the small producer
so that, in fact, the small producer is in a disadvantaged position,
as compared with the large rroducer.

And incidentally, the same thing applies to small rural towns.
We have to offer stimulation and incentive, rather ¢than stifling
then.

This will be my 1last series c¢f comments on this particular
resolution, because I'm sure there are a number of people who woulA
like to say a few words about this, including the former Minister of
Agriculture.

I think this also relates, as wvwas vpointed out earlier to
national marketing tocards on Bill Nc. 176. If there 1is any
agricultural person or aqricultural representative wko is in this
House who doesn't know that what I am gcirg to say is true, it's
because he didn't visit enough farms this summer. You pull into a
farm, find that they have hcgs and cattle, and you say, ‘how do you
feel about national marketing boards and the fact that vour
provincial qovernment is all in favcur cf them'? and vycu've got a
voter. Because they're right. We dcn't want that; we didn't want
that. We would probably have national marketing boards effective in
Alberta had it not been for the fact that there was a change in
government.

MR. BENOIT:

Mr. Speaker, I'd like to rise to address a few remarks in favour
cf the resclution before us. 1In so doing T do not want to pose as an
expert agriculturalist, for even though I am the son of a farmer and
was on a farm, I fear that modern agriculture is leaving ge behind
when I hear all the proponents of agricultural methods.
Nevertheless, the fact remains that I Ltelieve in the family farm, and
I happen to be one of the cld fashicned tvyres who believes in the
small family farm. W¥ow scme people tell us in this modern age that
you're a dreamer if vyou do that, because the modern agricultural
operation has to ke large enough to be what is termed an economic
unit, But I submit, Mr. Speaker, that an econoric unit is to a great
extent, a matter of attitude and opinion, hecause it depends to a
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gqreat extent on what our standard of livirq is, what would constitute
an econoric urit.

We have here before us a situaticn that is going to compound
itself, because vhat we have is one contrcl coming on top of another.
Whenever we bhave ccntrcls enforced, very often it reguires, later on,
that other controls be enforced. The marketing board <situation was
brought atout in the rrcvince by a great number of requests and
rressures by farmers who today, having experienced the results of
marketing boards, have in some instances reversed their desires and
would like now to be able to take away the marketing board.

Like the hon. Member for O0lds-Disbury, I have to express my
feelings also, that I have never bheen really in favour of marketing
boards. But now that they exist, we see some of the problems that
come as a result of them, and this is what this resolution is calling
for. I submit that it is a qood thing that it was left fairly well
oven to the gqovernment to isplement the request involved. Because
vhen one comes to discuss what is a fair share of the market, this
could create some problems, especially in view of the fact that there
are many <small producers as compared to a few large producers. Cne
can never determine in advance to any qreat extent or any degree of
accuracy what the small prcducers, as a whole, will produce, because
there are too many uncertainties in attempting to project the annual
supply. ¥or that reascn it would be hard to determine what the fair
share or the necessary share of the market would be.

So, Mr. Speaker, T suagest that yrrobably the easiest and most
practical solution wculd be the aboliticn of the marketing board, but
this is ©probably not what is most desiratle under the present
circumstances. Sc hovever we look at it, we find ourselves sitting
on the horns of a dilemma, and I hope that the leadership that is
propounded by the present government will be put into action in this
particular sphere, and wvwe will see the results ¢that will be
favourable in assisting the small farmer.

DR. HOBRNER:

Mr. Speaker, I rise to take ryrart on the detate in this
resolution after having listened very carefully ¢to those who have
qone before nme. I am rather surpriced that after the debate of
Social Credit invclvement with Bill C176 that they should come right
back. I do aporeciate however, the spirit in which the hon. Member
for Wetaskiwin-Leduc intrcduced the resclution, and so I1'11 try to he
non-partisan as much as I can.

I think, though, that it would have been a good cpportunity to
have a philosophical detate in relation tc the whole «question of
marketing, and I would hope that =<scme time in the life of this
Parliament over the next fovur years we could have a pretty definitive
statement of NDP policy in this area. One of the things that has
always confused me, Mr. Speaker, is that they said one thing out west
in their provincial organizations, and the federal wing cf the party
took the exact oorosite direction in relation to Bill C176. It has
been an intriquing development that I hcpe that the hon. Member for
Spirit River-Fairview will te able to clear up for us in the future
as to Just vhere he stands on the guestion c¢f compulsory enforced
marketing boards ¢n to the farmers of Canada and Alberta. Does he
stand with ¢the federal wing which wanted C176 very badly, so that
they could have more control, or does he go more with his colleaques
in Saskatchewan and Manitoba, in which they, for various reasons,
fought C176 -- not quite as hard as certain other people but
certainly they did?

In relation to the resolution as it is now formulated, Mr.
Speaker, I'm afraid that we can't accept it in 1its present wording
for the very simrle reason that when vou start putting statutory
otlications in relaticn to marketing boards T would like to ask the
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House to consider very carefully what this does to our positicn as a
province in which 75 per cent of the agricultural produce ¢that we
produce is exported outside of the prcvince., I again want to hope
that over the coming mcrths and years, Pr. Speaker, we will get a
pretty clear idea of the oppositicn's volicy in relation to
marketing, because I think it's important. And if we are gqgoina to
have a reasonable amount of good detate in this legislature in
relation to what course is best for Alberta farmers, ¢then I would
hope that they would spell out their pcsition very clearly.

Again T say to the hon. Member for Spirit River-Fairview, he hai
an opportunity today to ernunciate ¢that philosophy in regard to
marketing and he disappointed me when te 3idn't outline it at all,
but ratter had scme very vaque remarks to make akout contract
farming. T rather suspect that the 'boogey man' of contract farming
is qgoing to get it in the neck from the NCP's frcm novw cn. I would,
however, suggest tc him and to other members of this Legislature that
fair and adequate contracts may in fact be very helgful in the
development of new markets, and in the development of newv products
for those markets.

I wvant ¢to suggest to him that the growving of Luckwheat, the
growing cf sunflowers, the growing of a number of new products in
Alberta has been developed through the use of contracts in relation
to their production. I am quite awvare c¢f their squeamishness in
reqard to contracts because we have had in the past too much contrcl
by agri-business in regard to the contracts that farmers have had +¢o
sign, primarily to get credit in relation to their oreration, Mr.
Speaker, rather than as an incentive ¢tc produce. But the bad
contracts in aqriculture are those where, becauvse of the provision of
credit by feed companies or others in the agri-business field, the
contracts really seal the farmer in, and then I would agree with nmy
hon. friend, that then that is a form of serfdom, But I want to
suqgest to him that if we can develor adequate forms cf credit for
our agricultural producers, then we have to 1look at a new and
different 'kind of contract if we are really serious atout expanding
our markets.

I want then to gqo from there, Mr. Srteaker, to dwell for a minute
on the whole question cf the philosophy of marketing, and it seems to
me that we should take a stand in relation to the position that we
vant in this area. T think we could briefly outline it as being the
one side where people are saying, "well, let's forget about trying
to develop export markets, let's just rrcduce for our domestic market
in Canada, let's have Bill C176 or something like it to split up the
markets between the various rrovinces, and let each rfrovince then
become self-sufficient in each aqricultural product."”

I have said before, and I say it ncw very distinctly that if we
accept this kind of a philosophy then there isn't very much hope for
rural Alberta, wvhether he be a small rroducer or a larae producer,
because in fact there won't be that much rroduction to be done that
ve'll need to worry about.

I wvant ¢to say very clearly that ve reject that philosophy of
marketing, that we should ccnstrict ourselves to the aquestion of
providina for the domestic market because if we don't have a qrowvina
agriculture we don't have an expanding market, then we are in really
serious trouble as far as aqriculture generally is concerned.

I wvant to say, of course, Mr. Speaker, that we agree with the
idea behind the resolution. We think it's a worthy one. I want to
say to hon. Member for Wetaskwin-Leduc that there are a number of
things done since September 10th to +try and improve that small
orerator's marketing opportunity and his dustice and fairness in
relation to marketing toards with that. 1 want to suggest that the
removal of ¢the names on the hcg ranifest and allowing the Hog
Marketing Board to withdraw hogs frecr the ticker tape without
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notifiving the packers, wvere two substantial sters forward which the
former qovernment refused to do, even thcugh requested to by the
marketing toard and by producers qenerally.

In relation ¢to the wvhole questicn of the poultry industry in
Alberta and in Canada, and the marketing boards that are associated
with the poultry industry, T think that in this area, and we've heen
looking at it very closely, we expect tc be able to announce some
definitive policy as the session gces along. T think that that
policy will be helpful to the small producer and will make a greater
marketing opportunity available to him.

However, the situation still remains that if we put in a
statutory cbligation that a marketing bcard has to reserve a certain
share of the market for small producers, I vant to say immediately
that not cnly do we run into constituticnal problems if we are not
goina to allow our markets to be availatle tc farmers outside of the
province, we can hardly ask for and continue to get the markets that
ve need for our agriculture produce in other provinces. This becomes
particularly important, Mr. Speaker, c¢f course in our red nmeat
projuction and where 75 per cent of our red meats that are produced
in Alberta are shipped outside of the province. And if you loock at
the number of d4obs that are provided in the towns of Alberta in
relation to the red meats industry, then it not only becomes an
agricultural problem, it becomes a general economic problem that
affects the very life blood of the entire province. And so I say to
the hon. member who introduced the resclution, that perhaps he hadn't
considered the constituional effect, the question of getting back to
the whole area of putting up provincial boundaries, or barriers at
cur provincial boundaries, I say to him very clearly that it's been
our expressed desire to remove any restrictions on ovr provincial
boundaries so that we could then, without any difficulty, ask other
provinces to do the same thing., We have now asked the province of
British Columbia to re-examine their entire situation in regard to
eaqs and poultrvy and to have a look at the entire method because we,
too, are looking at it and we think that the boundary tetween British
Columbia and Alberta should be a free toundary for all agricultural
products, and we intend to wcrk towards that direction.

I wiqht say, Mr. Speaker, that it has been my inmpression in a
very short time in executive office, that the easiest thing that you
can possibly do as a wminister of the Crown is to write out
requlaticns or bills restricting peoprle from doing thirgs, and it
certainly aprlies in the field of agriculture. The easiest kind of
legislation to bring in is something sayirq vpeople can't 4do this,
that or the other ¢thing or restricting them in their production.
Surely in an expanding province 1like Alberta this kind of thing
should be foreign to us, and surely we should ke taking the positive
approach to telring our smaller rroducers, as I would like to suggest
that we are doing just that in Alberta. When has a government in any
of the western provinces in the last S50 years or since Confederation,
ever made the major commitment to its rural areas that this
qovernment has made in the Speech from the Throne? Mr. Speaker, it
hasn't happened.

So, Mr. Speaker, I want to suggest that if T could get the hon.
members to think in the terms of not how you can restrict people from
doing thirgs, but rathter the kind of rrocedures you can use to help
them to reach that same objective, that we would be doing a service
for our farmers in Alberta, and I want to sugqgest that we would be
doing a service to the general populaticn. So that rather than
setting on more «ccntrols, we look at the whcle area cf the family
farm, that we are dedicated to preserving and improving, and
improving their income in relation tc the average income of other
reople in the economy of the province. Sc I suggest, hcn. menmbers,
that I would really avpreciate their advice in a positive way, in
things that wve can do to imrrove that rosition of the family farm. I
think it's negative if all wve're qoing tc do is to say we're going to



Alternate page number, consecutive for the 17th Legislature, 1st Session:
page 435

March 14th 1972 ALBRERTA HANSARD 9-uS

save the farily farm by restricting scmebecdy else's production, or ty
restricting this, that or the other thing.

I wvant ¢to suggest ¢that T think there are a number of ways in
which we can do it in a positive and forceful way. I think that, as
1 said earlier, the whole question of credit and the availability of
it to our ordinary farmers, the smaller producers, is absolutely
essential. And to get away from the ¥ird of contracts that ny hon.
friend for Spirit River-Pairview talked atout, the simplest way to 4o
that is tc make sure that the other tyres of credit are available and
our farmers don't have to depend on aqra-tusiness to get that kind of
credit. Because once they do, they are locked in and then we have a
return to the serfdom which was very prevalent in the 18th century.

Mr. Speaker, the other positive thing that wve can do, not only
as a government, but I'd 1like ¢to suqgest as memters of this
legislature, is to accept the fact that we do have marketing boards
and to do what we can individuwally, and as a qovernment ¢to improve
their marketing ability right here in Alberta -- too often, wvwe as
consumers, and as leaders in our communities, and that's what we are,
sometimes put on banquets serving imported food frcr outside the
country, let alone outside the Province of Alberta and Canada. A1l
of us have a stake in this marketing situation, Mr. Speaker. T've
tried to impress upon the Department c¢f Aqriculture, under the
reorganization that we've been going through, that every single
employee of that department is involved in the marketing thing, and
has to become market oriented.

I knov that wve're going to have, and are developing additional
specialists in the mechanical things of marketing, tut <surelv every
one is interested and I would like to suggest and ask for, the co-
operation of every member of this legislature in relation to the
question of marketing Alberta produce. Not only in the exotic places
like Japan and Korea, tut right here at hcme in Alberta. And there
are marketing opportunities right here at home, and we'd appreciate
your help in developing those markets here in Alberta.

We 1intend, and have done as a qgovernment, also to expand our
marketing ability at hcme and abroad. We have ¢taken a number of
csteps besides the one I menticned in relation to the Bog Marketing
Board. We are having a detailed examination of the Egg Marketing
Board at this time. The egq board, of ccurse, is being supported ty
the government in its surplus removal prcqram to assure a market for
the time beinag for the smaller producer. We are develofring proarams
in which we hope to be able to offer our rarketing opportunity to the
small producer throuqhout Alberta for a variety of agricultiaral
produce and we will be making those announcements as the ¢frogram is
developed.

Mr. Speaker, 71'd 1like to call it S:30 and move tc adjourn the
debate.

MR. SPFAKER:

I take it the hon. minister has leave to adjourn the debate and
the House is adfourned until 8:00 this evening.

[The House rose at 5:30 pm.)

fMr. Speaker resumed the Chair at 8:00 pm.)
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THRCNE SPRFCH TCEIEATE
(Ad fourned)

MR. FLUKER:

Mr. Speaker, in rising to participate in this debate which marks
the opening of the 17th Legislature, may Y say at ¢the very outset
that it is indeed a qreat privilege and honour to speak cn behalf of
the constituency of St. Paul and each and everyone of the people whon
T revresent,

This debate marks a new political era in this province, an era
which marks a nevw approach in its administrative affairs, an era
which will mark a turning point in the social, economig, and cultural
attitudes of this rrovince.

May I take this opportunity to congratulate you, Mr. Speaker, on
your election as Speaker of this Chamber. I kncw your decisions will
alvays be firm and fair, reflecting the rare qualities which you
possess, knowina that you will discharge your duties, bearing in mingd
alwvavys the importance of preserving our system of parliamentary
democracy and the necessity and desirability for full and open debate
throughout our future deliberationms.

1 also wish to extend my warm congratulations to sy friend and
colleaque, the hon. Member, Mr. Bill Diachuk, on his election as
Deputy Speaker. I see he is nct in his seat tonight.

I vas indeed impressed by the remarks of the mover and seconder,
the hon. Member, Mr. Mr. Peter Trynchy of Whitecourt, and the hon.
Member, Mr. Cal Lee of Calgqary McKnight, both of whom spoke with such
sincerity and eloquence. Their contributions tc this detate can only
be measured as an assurance of the impcrtant contribution they will
be making throughout the future deliberaticns of this House.

I would also 1like to congratulate the hon. Member, Mr. Roy
Farran of Calgary North Hill on his very moving speech concerning
senior citizens and the steps this gcvernment is taking to improve
their 1lot.

Oon behalf of the constituents of St. Paul, T wish to convey to
all the members of this Assembly, sincere greetings and test wishes.
My constituency is one which is greatly entrenched in the industry of
agriculture and it is primarily to this that T will be devoting the
major part of my attention.

The town of St. Paul, which is the central hub, is an active and
vibrant community. It is famous for many achievements, provincially,
nationally, and internationally. Perhaps it is most notable for its
forvard and ambitious projects undertaken durina Centennial Year.
Many Canadian cconunities spent more money, but none showed such
originality or made as much of an impact as St. Paul. In fact, we
are so forward looking in St. Paul, that we're already in touch with
the space aqe.

The other major communities of Flk Point, Vilna, Ashmont,
Mallaiq, and Lindbergh enjoy equally tte benefits of people with
initiative, drive and enthusiasm. Now with a government that will
give us a little help, our reople will shcw you that we have more get
up and go than any cther ccmmunity in Alberta, My constituents have
made it abundantly clear to me throughout my contact with them, ¢that
one of our major challenges is the survival and indeed the growth and
enchantment of our rural and smaller communities and our rural way of
life.

However, these gcals cannot be achieved single-handedly. There
must be a government which is sympathetic and dedicated to the spirit
of promoting and developing this vart of our very diverse society.
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And it 1is for this reason, Mr. Sreaker, that T welcome the
government's commitment to restore ©prcsperity to the family farm.
Any dispassionate economist will ¢tell vyou ¢that Alterta has a
dangerous imbalance tetween 1its densely vporulated cities and its
almost empty rural areas. BAnd here we are in this huge province,
only onethird of which is populated and two-thirds of which is still
bush, and two-thirds of the people live in cities. The reason is
cbhvious. The econoric return to the farmer is too little to make
aqgriculture attractive. Small tovwns suffer if the farmer suffers,
and so does all of Alberta.

So this government has a two-pronged attack: a $50 million €und
tc promote industry in small towns and a $50 million fund to restore
the family farm and to provide a mearirqful life to keep our young
people at home. These policies will do a great deal to cvercome the
deterioration which was allowed to <c¢ccur in large part, by the
complacency of the non-sympathetic approach of the previous Social
Credit administration. And that administration which grew out of the
*hunary thirties' seemed to forget that another economic depression
could be a thousand times worse if all cur peorle were cn welfare in
the cities.

There are a number of matters, Mr. Speaker, of specific concern
which reaquire the attention of this gcvernment, which will, I'm sure
te worked out within the framework cf these programs (as well as
others which will bte adopted in the future) and conformity with the
priorities as executed in the Speech frcm the Throne and previously
by the Premier and his cabinet colleaques. First of all, I would
name the relief of ¢the property ¢tax of the burden of our human
resource programs; secondly, the guaranteed loans for such thinas as
breeding stock to restore prosperity to agriculture. And never,
might I say, has any rrovince had a Minister of Aariculture so full
cf practical ideas as the hon. Member, #r. Hugh Horner.

Now the area which I represent ic tlessed with more lakes than
any other similar ceoqrapbic area in the province. AnA the
attraction of fishing and hunting will see a future tourist
development that will be truly one of cur major secondary industries.
I would ask the government ¢to give serious consideration to the
development of more small parks in the area, and to advance a fish-
stocking program which would encourage other varieties of sporting
fish in the area.

Mr. Speaker, the area which I represent possesses scme of the
finest camp gqrounds in Alberta. WNow with official recognition of the
Yellowhead Route which 1is fust adjacent to my constituency -- it's
shown a 20 per cent increase in traffic ir the past year -- we will
be seeing tourists wroving northward in an ever-increasing number.
And T must corpliment my colleaque Mr. Robert Dowling, ¢the hon.
Minister of Tourism, for the excellent new information centre at
Lloydminster, which I am sure will be directing people northward so
that they may enfcy the potential that lies waiting for them.

Number four, T wculd say is to imyrove cvur rural road systenm,
and bring all rural market roads up to at least secondary standards,
so that our rural people can move to their market centres without
difficulties in all tyres of weather conditions. And I might mention
here, Mr. Speaker, ¢the road from Elk Pcint tc Lindbergh -- the 12~
mile stretch of rcad leading to one of the cleanest and most thriving
industries in our vprovince, the Canadian Salt Mine at lindbergh, a
plant which produces 20 per cent of all the salt produced in Canada
-- an industry that contributes some $9C,000 per vear in rovalties to
the province. The fcrmer administration rebuilt the road three times
in the last 20 years, tut never sawv fit tc hard-top it. And with the
heavv traffic load, this rcad becomes very nearly impassable at
different times of the year. I feel, Mr. Speaker, that this road is
of such importance that it should be nurber one priority in our
highway raving prcqgram.



Alternate page number, consecutive for the 17th Legislature, 1st Session:
page 438

9-u48 ALBERTA HANSARD March 14th 1972

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, this gcvernment is faced with many
chtallenges, as we enter the second vear in the decade cf the 70's.
And all hon. members cf this Assembly are faced equally with the
overall challenges within this province and within their respective
constituencies, In my orinion the challenge of the St. Paul
constituency is the opportunity availatle tc develor a hut of
agricultural producticn, processing and distribution, capable of
supplying aqricultural prcducts for a grcwina northern economy which
will develop rapidly under my government.

And it is with a feeling of humility, pride and tonour that I
have teen given the crrortunity to participate in this detate and T
do hove my remarks will give hon. members an insight into the
potential we have in our constituency, as well as <some of the
problems and matters cf concern which we face at this time. I look
forwvard with enthusiasm to these challenqges, and with optimism to a
fresh new arproach which this agovernment is taking in so many areas.
Thank vou.

MR. TAYLOR:

Mr. Speaker, I have great rleasure in taking part in the Throne
debate and would like tc extend the custcmary ccngratulations to the
mover and the seccnder, and tc vou, Mr. Sveaker, on your election to
the Kigh post which you hold. I would like to congratulate you on
the very excellent way vou have been conducting your office. 1I'm
sure it's been in keeping with the highest +traditions of Speakers
throughout the British Emrire and we can all be proud of that.

I*4 also like to congratulate the hcn. Premier of the province,
and the members on all sides of the House who were elected at the
last vprovincial election. It*s an honour ¢to be elected by the
people, irrespective cf the party to which we belong, because it also
carries a responsibility in our society. And I'm sure that those of
us who vere successful in being elected cr re-elected must feel a
great deal of heavy responsibility upon cur shoulders. While we may
be happy to be sitting in this Chamber I think we have to remember
those who vere not successful at the rolls vho also wanted to serve.
I think they deserve credit too.

I'd like to say that I've enjoved the discussions in the Throne
debate and T hope that the tradition of the Throne debate will ever
be a symbol of the freedom of speech found throughout the British
Fmpire and thrcughcut cur democracy. There are those who would 1like
to limit the Throne retate, those who think that it may te a waste of
time, that it is time-consuming, and soretimes we read editorials and
hear <cpeeches to this effect. With those I dc not aqree at all. T
think it is the one debate evclved frcm the Mother Parliament of
England in which any member can voice the thinking of his people,
irrespective of how far to the right or hcw far to the 1left that
thought tight be. And this is freedcm c¢f speech, We may not agree
with all those who speak, but I'm sure everyone of us wculd fight for
the right of every member to have the right to say what he thinks on
behalf of the people who sent us here.

so 1 conqratulate those vho have given voice to their various
thoughts in the Throne debate and no one, if he is representing the
thinking of the people who elected him, has any reason to be ashamed
of the points that he raises if he raises them in sincerity and with
a desire tc serve the people of this rrevince and of this nation of
which we are all proud to be a vpart.

Now, Mr. Speaker, when T 1look at the Speech frcm the Throne
there are some very fine things in it of which T am very proud and
for which I would like to conqratulate the government and those who
carry office in the government. The priorities that are set out are
very excellent. T don't know of anvone who would quarrel with these
priorities; - the protection of human rights - this is something for
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vhich we are proud thrcughout the British Empire and in Canada; the
difficult circumstances of our senior citizens - ¢this is a symbol
that how far civilization gqoes is determined kty how we look after
those who are unfortunate and unable ¢tc¢ 1look after themselves 1in
their senior years or in their very, very early yvears; the pressures

of maintaining the family farm - rroblens asscciated with
agriculture, which 1is ¢the very backbcne of this vprovince; the
facilities needed to support handicarped children - no man ever

stands taller than when he stoops to helr a crippled child - someone
has said, and with that I aqree. And the children who cannot help
themselves certainly deserve the helr c¢f all those who are a little
stronger. The overdue required reforms in mental health - T have
visited the mental health hospitals in this province a numter of
times during my tenure of office, and I never leave without a heavy
burden resting on my heart and mind. What more can be done, what can
be done to belp the people who are having mental breakdowns and
physical and mental difficulties. Certainly it's a tremendous
priority.

We have no quarrel with these priorities. They are fine.

In regqard ¢to scme of the other items in the Speech from the
Throne with which T want to deal, I may nct te quite as happy as T am
with the pcints that I have just mentioned.

Now in reqard to the administration, there is one thing T think
that the reople of Alberta are going to expect, and it was voiced by
the 1last sreaker, the hon. Member fcr St. Faul, when he said the
people were extecting some prosperity tc return to the family farnm.
W¥hen a rparty is elected with a rolicy setting out hope to those who
are -- well, with very little hope or not enough hope -- then there
is a terrific responsibility to see that that is followed through,
and I hope that we are not going to be in the position in this
province where we raise the hopes of the people of the province anAd
then let them crash to the ground a little later on.

I have been disappointed to scme degree during the Question
Periods in reqard to the number of answers that we gqet in regard to
decisions. About 90 per cent, I wculd think, of the answers are
either -- "the matter is being investigated", or "we are studying a
nevw direction" or "“we are going toc set ur a study". The people will
qo along with that for some time, and I as a member am prepared to ao
along with that €or a while. But this can't go on too lcng, I would
remind the hon. members cf the House, because the peorle are not
qoinay to put their confidence on studiecs and investigations and new
directions. They are going to base their decision on results and on
rerformance, and decisions have t6 be made.

If T have a particular criticism of the hon. Premier Lougheed's
government it's that it is striving so hard to be popular that it is
not wmaking any decisions, and this can't qo on too long. Popularity
is fine in a Queen's ccntest - we all lcve them. Popularity is fine
in many other ¢things - but not in government. Popularity comes to
qgovernment because of its performance, nct because it wants to bhe
everything to everybody. And sooner or later -- and T hope it's
qoing to be sconer -- the government is qcing to have tc make some
decisions that are not gqoing to be popular with everybody, as was the
removal of the cost of Medicare to the senior citizens. There are
going to be other areas where it isn't quite so hlack and white and
vhere they are goina tc antagonize some people ty making a decision.
and I think decisions are a responsibility of gqovernment. The people
are elected to govern and I hope that tte desire tc be rovoular is not
goina to stop the government from making decisicns, because decisions
are essential if this province is goina tc move ahead.

Now there are a few other items I would like to mention in the
Speech from the Throne. 1In connection with ¢the family farm - I
believe it's in the interest of the urban reoole tc maintain the
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family farm just as much as it is in the interests of the rural
people. I don't aqree with this 'largeness of corporations' running
farms, and ccrporations operating many sections of land and producing
thousands and maybe millions c¢f potatoes, eqgs, chickens, and turkeys
and so on. Because that will invariably raise the cost of food to
our urhkan people. I have tried to rersuvade urban people for many
vears that there is a responsibilitvy to keep the cost <c¢f production
on our farms as low as possible, becauce every increase on the farm
is sooner or later gqoing to te reflected in the cost of 1living for
our urban reople. Thrat's why I oppose those who say: let's put some
more taxes on farm buildings," without rewoving any taxes from the
land that is there now. It only means one thing -- more taxes fron
the farm -- more costs on production, and consequently the vprice of
food must qo up.

But, Mr. Speaker, the best quarantee the peorle of this province
and this ccuntry have of getting our focd, the vitals of life, at the
lovest ©poscsible price is ¢to have hundreds and hundreds of family
farms, smaller units, economic units, where the husband and the wife
and the scns anAd the daughters are prerared tc work many hours a day
in order to produce, in order to bring tucyancy to their own economv
and buoyvancy to the rest of the eccncmy. And I don't agree with
policies that are gradually elininating the family farms.

Now I have every respect for the Hutterian Brethen, but I don't
like them eliminating a number of family farms in this province,
because that's what they are decing. Certainly, vou can say they are
good farmers and they are, and they are gcod people. I would €£fight
-- as a matter of fact I offered my life at one time tc have freedon
of religicn in this country, as did many others here and throughout
our country. We want freedom of religicnm and I hope we never get to
the point where we want to challenqge that particular iten. But a
communal form of 1life makes it almcst impossible for those who
cffered their lives, and the sons and daughters of those who offered
their 1lives, ¢to save this ccuntry frcm communism and fascism, from
competing with the type of life that's carried on in a ccmmune., Tt's
almost impossible for the young person tc compete because of the very
nature of things. Eleven familv farms in the 1last two vyears have
been replaced, 1lost, in my own constituency ¢through Hutterian
colonies gcing in.

Those same Hutterian colonies could have gone into land in the
north that was not yet settled and established their farms without
displacing family farms that are so essential for the schcol systen
and the economic life of the conmunity. Put no, they want to settle
in the heart of our marketing areas where we have gqood roads, where
ve have power, where we have electricity, and where +we have gas.
These are the things that they require. They want to have the use c¥f
our doctors - and they have. They want tc have the use of our police
- and they have. They want to have the use of our lawyers - and they
have that, but they don't contribute to these particular forms of
life. Put the point I am making now is that out of the family farms
in my constituency 11 family farms have qone, and they will never be
family farms again. Has any hon. member ever heard of a Wutterian
colony selling land? Never. Never. 1It's buying land.

Even ¢the largest corporation that would take over land in this
country, eventually ¢those reople will die and the 1land will
eventually qo back to other people. Put once the land beccmes a
commune, once it becomes rpart and parcel cf a Hutterian colony, it's
qoing tc be tied up forever, without anything ever going to the
country frcm inheritance tax or successicn duties, or anything else
in that connection, 1It's taken out c¢f the family farm concept,.
Certainly, it will still te in productioen, but +this 1is dcing away
with the family farm and T ¢think ¢this is something we have to
remember. While we want these people to have every freedom that's
possible -- we're so free in this country we even permit a type of
system that is contrary to our way of thinking -- the ccmmunal form
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of life, we even permit that -- but I think we have to consider the
rights of the majority of the people in these areas too.

During the free sessional meetings that T conducted in my
constituency -- some 21 of ¢them, with reople €from all political
parties attending -- 1 have been doing this fer yvears -- the peorle
voted very heavily in favour of some control of the Hutterian
colonies. They want them to have freedom of religion and freedom of
life, but they want scwme control over the purchase of 1land. And I
think this is essential.

Now another thing, some of the things we do make it difficult
for family farms to remain. There are quite a number of fathers who
would like to transfer their land to their sons and they're unable to
do it. There is not encugh mcney in The PFarm Purchase Act. The
administration of the act sets up difficulties. 7T kncw one man who
is 52 and he vwas pretty well ridiculed ty a member of ¢the ®Roard
because he wanted to retire at 52 and transfer all his belongings on
his farm to his 26~ or 27-year old son, because he says, "If I don't
he's going to get discouraqed. He has a right to raise a family of
his own on his family farm and he is not content to be just the ‘'son
of the farmer'." I think we have to take a pretty careful look and
increase the possibilities for those who wvant to retire to pass it on
to their sons and daughters and sons-in-law, or other members of the
family who want the farm, because it's in our interests to make sure
that those family farms stay there.

Another thing that is discouraqing scme farmers. For some time
now, it's been impossible for a farmer to get fire insurance on a
house that doesn't happen to be occuried on farm land. I'm not at
all happy with this pclicy of insurance companies. I think ¢that
invariably, ¢there are scme farm homes that are left unoccupied ani
today you can't insure them. The farmer can't take the <chance of
losing the investment he has in that home, even though it may he
empty for the time being, or for a year or two. Eventually that
building will be used, and it is tooc good to burn down. Tt is too
good simply to take a chance on 1losirg it. There is too much
invested in it.

I think there is another 1item that discourages people from
continuing cn the family farm. I would like to refer tc some of our
towns. Again, we have a pretty definite rromise from the government
that it is going to revitalize our towns and this has raised the hope
of many vreople 1in our towns and villages and our hamlets. This is
qood, providing we carry it through, but I hope it is not going to be
simply words, because there's no secret way of pressing a button and
keeping a town alive.

There are a number of factors today that are working against
towvns. And I think cne of the things that revitalizes any town is to
have some type of industry. You can do all you want - btut if there
is no industry there, no employment, a tcwn is not going to be a very
viable vplace. There has to be industry, and I include in industry,
the farm hinterland, as scmebody mentioned this afterncon. That's
important, farm hinterland, that orovides business in the town.

To a deqree one must consider the effect cf removing the school
population -- the school grades entirely. I am talking particularly
about grades I to VI. Maybe I to IX. When these are taken out of a
town there is discouragement because pecple don't come in with their
children and shop, they gqo to where their children are. The children
also are inclined to qo to the place where they go ¢to school, <o
another nail is put in the coffin of the town.

Industry is the important thing. Yanv people say, what can we
do about getting vpeorle to come intc our town? There is no
difficulty if wyou have an industry. The population cf the City cf
Drumheller wmoved up withcut any difficulty when the federal



Alternate page number, consecutive for the 17th Legislature, 1st Session:
page 442

9-52 ALBERTA HANSARD March 14th 1972

government invested morey there in a priscn. Hundreds of people came
in, and were glad to ccme and live in the beautiful valley. They
didn*'t want to 1live there without wcrk, and you can say the same
thing for any town. We need industrial develorment, we need jobs in
our towns if we're gqoing to make them viable and keep them alive.
There was practically no one living in the Grande Cache area at one
time in my memory, until an industry was started, and now look at the
teautiful tcvn that vou have -- paved streets and shopping centres
and a modern hotel, air conditioned and so on, a beautiful place --
because there was an industry, and because there were Jjobs. So I
agree that we have to tend every effort in this prcvince to get
industry into this prcvince.

That btrings me to cne of the reasons we don't have industry.
One of the reason is the freight rates, the freight rates between
vestern and eastern Canada. Today you can send rapeseed to the east
in the rawv material form for far less than you can send the finished
product to the east. Why is that? ©Dces it take more cspace? These
are things about which I agree with the hcn. Minister of Industry.
We need decisions, and and we need co-operation with the Canadian
government. It is time +this province d4id have a fair deal in
connection with freight rates which are discriminatory. If ve're
qoing to have industry in Alberta the way we should have -- or
vestern Canada, if you want to put it that way -- we're going to have
to have a change in our freight rates or we'll never reach the best
potential we can qget.

Now for some of the things that discourage peorle in small
towns. I have a town in my constituency where you can't get burglary
insurarce. You just can't buy it. 1It's not the fact that the price
is so high, you just can't buy it. This isn't fair to merchants in
that town. One merchant lost $2,000. through break-ins, and he is
not gettina a satisfactory deal. And fust look at this! In January
a man was caught for breakina-in and te was Jailed. 1In July there
vas another break-in where no one was caught. In November, three were
sent to Jail, one for two years. This is the same one who broke out
in January. He is out again, and he breaks in again. In addition
the Magistrate orders a $100 restitution., However, the case was
appealed and the Appeal Court threw out the case and said he didn't
have to ray restitution. In February, the market was broken into
again, the same ringleader was given six months and he was out agqgain
inside of one month. Who 1is it «whc 1is taking the brunt? The
merchant lost $2,000. The only way he can get it is ty increasing
the price of the fcced. Well T thirk we need some protection for
merchants in our towns.

Here 1is another item that our towns need. People put value on
land. land is an imfportant item. In one cf the ¢towns in my
constituency we need another suh-divisicn. People just can't afforAd
to buy the bigh-priced land, the only land that is 1left, and they
need scme qovernment assistance to get another sub-division and some
understanding and some action from the planning people as well -- so
that they can sell 1lots at a reascnable price, so the sons and
daughters who live there, who were born and raised there, who want to
live there, can buy a lot at a reasoratle price. Yes, there are a
lot of things we can do, but industry is rrobably the main iten.

I1'4 1like tc deal nov for a moment cr so with the matter of The
Police Act. I don't particularly like The Police Act. 1 supported
The Police Act 1in this legislature last year because T think it is
necessary to try to control the Mafia in this country. 7T don't think
we should te encouraging the Mafia to move into Canada. BAccording to
our top police officers in this country, they're already moving in,
and I don't think we want to wait until we get to the condition of
some parts of the United States before we start taking action about
the Mafia. I think we need a co-ordinated effort by every police
force right across this whole ccuntry.
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However, I don't aqree with the idea of a town of 1,300 teing
told it has to have the RCMP. T have every resrect for the RCMP, tut
many ¢towns want their own police force, and then aqgain, if they have
to take the RCMP or lose the gqoverrment grant for their own ©police
force at 1,300, vhat do they do when they have 1,550? Then must they
start all over again? I think there shculd te a change wade in The
Police Act, wherety a town that's over 1,000 populaticn can have a
chance to discuss this matter with the hcn. Attorney General, with
the Police Commission and work out scme proper program, so there's
not going to be a loss of investment and a heavy expenditure thrown
on the peorle.

Another ¢thing that 7T disagree with in The Police Act and with
the Police Commicssion, and this is protably ¢the amendment to the
requlation, and that is that a policeman cannot carry side arms. Why
is it that ve expect our rclice officers to keer peace, to keep order
in this country, when we won't even let them carry side arms? The
thugs carry side arms. They have to deal with people who have quns
in their cars. And ve say it doesn't matter how well trained you
are. I know a policeman who has had nine years excellent training.
Nov he's not permitted to carry side arms. He's dealing with thugs
near one of the metrorolitan areas of this city. The RCMP in the
same town carry side arms, and ©prcrerly so. Put we say to this
policeman, you can't do it. One of these days we're going ¢to have
one of our men killed ty some thug, because he can't prctect himself.
¥We need to have scme realistic thinking in regqard to this matter of
side arms.

In ccnnection with oy constituency too, I'd like to say that
along with the towns, wvillages, and bamlets, all of which have
vroblenms that need solutions, the PRlackfoot 1Indians are my
constituents. I would like to say that the Blackfoot 1Indians are
making a bold attempt to fit themselves into white man's
civilization. Their ycung reople who go tc the composite high school
in Drumheller and elsewhere are excellent ycung men and excellent
young women. They will make just as qocd Canadians as people fron
any other racial origqgin. Many of the Plackfoot Indians, like other
Indian trites, the <clder reople, will have difficulty addusting
themselves to our way of life. They need understanding. 1I'd like to
congratulate the Blackfoot Indians for re-estatlishing the buffalo
industrvy in that area which is dcing very, very well,

Would you tell me how much time T have, Mr. Speaker? I foraot
to look at the clock.

MR. SPEAKER:
You have roughly about eigqht to ten minutes.
MR. TAYLOR:

I must leave a lot cf my items then until the Eudget Debate.
And now I'd like to deal with one other item and that is one that is
found in the Sreech from the Throne on the bottom of page 3 in
connection with legislative committees, and the item found on tha
tottom of page 5 and the top of page =ix in connection with MLA task
forces.

To start with, 1I'd@ 1like ¢to <say that this side of the Fousz
aqrees that MLA's should have an opportunity to work to their maximum
deqree. We are not opposed to that at all., We think MLA's shculd be
spending a lot of time at their wcrk, and spending full time. But we
cannot agree with the payment of task ccrmittees because we consider
they are simply caucus committees. 1In the first place, we say the
task committee is ©purely a caucus comrittee. Fvery qovernment has
caucus ccmmittees. Ve had them and they did a lot of work. The
Liberal qcvernment in Ottawa has them; the New Democratic party in
Saskatchewan has them; every government has caucus committees. Put
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this is thke only governrent that has rresumed to pay those caucus
committees out of putlic funds. With that we aquarrel. We 4o not
ttink this 1is right at all. In the first place, these caucus
committees are carrying out research for the government and in the
hon. Premier's own words the other day, they're going to helpo
formulate qovernment rclicy. Well, of ccurse that is so, and wve have
no obijection to these caucus committees. We have caucus committees
too. We don't get paid for them and ve're not asking for pay. We
think the caucus committees on that side shculd be doing the work
under the indemnity which they're already being paid.

A caucus committee versus a legicslative committee? A caucus
conmmittee represents one side of the stcry. The Conservative party
received U6 per cent of the votes of the province. What about the
other S4 per cent? Those people need representation, tco. The whole
basis of ovarliamentary ¢thinking for legislative committees is that
comnittees be made up of members htased on the number of seats each
party has. That is a fair way. The government in that way alvays
has a majority.

I say this is contrary to The Yegislative Assembly Act. The
Legislative Assembly Act doesn't talk atcut Conservative members or
Social <Credit menmbers or liberal members or New Democratic members.
They are members. And the whole spirit of The Legislative Assembly
Act is tased on members of the Assembly and the equality of members.
Members are equal -- equal as MLA's. Now certainly the hon. Premier
cf tte province has the right to name as many people to a cabinet and
as many people as he likes as Ministers without Portfolio, but as to
the balance -- it doesn't matter whether they call them seccnd lavyer,
third layer cr not -- they are still MLA's, just the same as the
MLA's are on this side of the House. Representative government is
tased on that very roint.

1 suagest with regard to caucus ccmmittees, that when the
qovernment rays them out of public funds, it is showing ccntempt for
the Lleaislature. Por instance, how do ycu decide whether you have a
caucus committee, or a legislative committee? How do you decide
hetween 1leqislative ccmmittees <that are being appointed under this
act and caucus committees -- task forces? I have been trying to
check to see what the difference is. Tt's almost impossible to see
the difference.

Secondly, Mr. Sveaker, T hope this isn't so, but it might appear
that this might be a device through which to raise the indemnity of
the nmembers. I hope we're not goina tc qo around the mulberry bush
in trving to get an increase for the members of the Legislature in an
indirect way. Are we waiting for people tc say, as one of our dailies
said the other day? "If they are not getting enough, raise their
indemnity". If we're going to, a vear from ncw, rescind this Order
in Council, in which there is payment made to task committees of the
Conservative party only, and then sav we'll increase the wages of
everybody -- this is nct fair to the peorle of the province. If the
government wants to raise their waqges, then ¢they <chculd do it
directly and not in any indirect way. 7Tf this is a forecast of an
increase cf indemnity, again it is not right. W®e think that Order in
Council should be scrapped now and scrapred right away, tecause it is
a misuse of putlic money. We are raid, and the back-benchers of the
Conservative party are paid an indemnity. We knew what it was before
ve stood for electicn, and that is what an MLA should be paid, unless
he is appointed by the Legislature, under The Legislative Assembly
Act, and T claim that Section 14 of The Legislative Assembly Aact
refers to members, and that authority given to the <cabtinet was +to
carry out thte arpcintment of committees that had been approved by the
Legislature, not that had been set up on cne side of the House only.

The caucus committees are carrying cut Prcqressive Conservative
party research and this could destroy tte wvhole basis of our type of
government if they are paid out of putlic money for this work.
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As one of The Journal writers wrcte in his column in the paper
the other day, that it is a "well-interticned error," but he went on
to say that the whcle thing =might be construed to do awvay with
opposition members. Well, if you don't want an oppositicn member, i€
we don't vant oppositicn, the people of the vrovince can decide that.
But if they elect oppcsition members, those members have to have the
same equality as anv other MLA, and I would beseech the hon. Premier
of this province not tc make a mockery c¢f representative government
by +treating some MLA's, the back-benchers of the Conservative party,
differently from the MLA's of the Nev Demccratic party and the Social
Credit vparty. fe don't want pavment for the work we do as MIA's in
our caucus committees. We're not asking for it, and we would refuse
to take it and we object to this misuse cf public money in connection
vith this rarticular itenm.

Mr. Speaker, in view of what I've said, I would like at this
time to move an amendment to the address in reply to the Speech fron
the Throne. And T mcve, therefore, seccnded ty the hen. Member for
Fort Saskatchewan, Dr. Buck, that the fcllowing words be added to the
said address:

We respectfully submit to His Honcur that this Assembly reqrets
the action of the Alberta Government in misusina putlic money to
pay gqovernment task forces which are nothing more or less than
Conservative party caucus ccmmittees.

MR. SPEAKER:
Dr. Buck.
DR. BUCK:

Thank vyou, Mr. Speaker. Thank ycu, hon. member. In rising to
speak on this debate, Mr. Speaker, I do it with qreat feeling,
because I feel it is a matter of great principle that has been
trought up to the members of this House this evening. PBut I shall be
reserving some of my comments for later in my speech. 1In speaking,
Mr. Spveaker, I shall be speaking to the wmction .and the amendment as
is my rrivilege. And in spite of what was said in the Conservative
cracle, The Edmontcn Journal, the other dsy about the Throne Speech
being around and around, telling everybody what's in vyour
constituency, and everything except hovw ycu make -- I believe it was
-- 4elly, I feel it is a duty of every nev member to hear from the
other nev members and the sitting members at least once in four years
the extent of your constituency, the prcblems, the industries and all
related matters. In recsponding to that duty, Mr. Speaker, I would
like to tell you very briefly that my ccnstituency, the constituencv
of Clover Bar, surrounds the eastern rroximity of the city of
Edmonton. It used to include the 1largest hamlet in the world,
Sherwood Park, but that is ncv a new seat renresented very capably by
the hon. member, Mr. Ashton.

I still have a few more pleasant words to say about the hon.
member. The industrial comrlex which is in the county of Strathcona
is included in that constituency, the tcwn of Fcrt Saskatchewan, with
its larae refinery cf Sherritt Gordon, refining nickel which is
brought down from northern Manitoba. As well it has a larqge
fertilizer comrlex with investment of agrroximately $100 million and
employing between 1,200 and 1,400 people. We have the Dow Chemical
plant, Inland Cherical rroducing sulfuric acid, Johns Manville plant
producina fibre-qlass products, a brand new Chevron glant, a liquid
carbonic rlant, Thiopet and the provincial government institution,
the provincial Jail. I shall be sreaking about this a little later.

Going east is the 1lamont area vhich is one of the oriainal
Ukrainian settlements, a rich agricultural area, and a model hospital
complex, consisting c¢f an active treatment hospital, auxiliary
hospital, nursing home and senior citizens' hcme. Gecing further
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south 1includes the agricultural area cf Tofield, KFingman, Hay lakes,
New Sarepta -- these are scme 0f the communities in the area. They
are tasically aqgricultural, so all the rroducts or all the problems
that people have in aqricultural areas also avply to mine.

T am proud to have an aqricultural tackground so that I know the
problems cf aqriculture just as well as all the cther members who
repr2sent agricultural constituencies. T am very rleased to see that
the hon. Minister of Agriculture is trying to revolutionize his
department. I1'11 be looking forward to the shovw when he walks on
-water, because according to all the other members on the other side
of the House, he 1is going to be walking on water, and I truly and
sincerely wish him the best of luck.

In the Tofield area we have a game preserve with whkich the hon.
Minister of lands and Forests is well acquainted -- the Beaver #Hill
Lakes area, and as far as I can ascertain, hcn. minister, the lure
crov proiect that was established by the rrevious government worked

out very, very well. I did get cne ccrglaint -- some of the goose
hunter said that the helicopter that vyou had flying around, hon.
minister, seemed to be scaring the gcose shoots -- so if you can

rectify that they will be very happy. T will have a few words of
wisdom fcr you later, sir.

Another area that is unicue in my constituency is Al Oeming's
game farm, which is world-renowned and which I am proud to have in my
constituency. This is a project +that was develcred by free
enterprise because of the enthusiasm and the dedication of one man
and one wcman, and I feel that this is a credit to this man and this
woman, and a credit to Alberta.

I have a federal nvpark, Elk 7Tsland ©National Fark, which is
basically a habitat park and has not been develcped, and I hope that
it stays that way. The prcvincial gark of Miquelon 4is in my
constituency -- most of it -- it borders cn the constituency of +the
ton. Member for Camrose, so any problems that arise in that area I am
sure that we can both help solve.

The hon. Minister of Highways is away this evening, but I am
sure the hon. Member for Camrose will try to ascertain if the proqram
of 'Roads to Parks' will te carried an, as was established by the
previous aovernment, and I do hope it will be, because there are
areas  -- we have started programs and I believe, hon. members, that
reqgardless of which side of the House you sit on -- programs that are
good should te continued. It is aquite obvious that the hon. Premier
and members on that side of the House did not think that scne
progqrams were qcod, and in this so-called 'Concern for People' they
‘removed the Human Resources Council which T think was certainly
detrimental to the good cf the peorle of this province. T believe it
had a fob to do. I believe it was doing a good Hob. Fut that is
their problen. That is their decision, and@ I hope it is for the
better of tte peorle of this grovince.

I shall be mentioning Cooking Lake later. The hon. Minister of
the Environment will, I am sure, be glad to hear about that.

Now in speaking on the Throne Debate, Mr. Speaker, it's not what
it contairs that bothers me -- it's what it Aidn't contain. Because
the ‘'now' government was supposed to provide new directions. They
gqave us 199 promises, btut now we find these 199 promises have changed
the new directicns. *Now' is 'when' and T think the cartoonist who
came up with that capticn had a very, very valid reason for saying
*vhen', because I have to agree with mv socialist friend from the NDP
to the left, and say even Manitoba and Saskatchevan when they came in
late in the vyvear had a fall sitting. Fut our Conservative friends
said, "0Oh, we're not ready."™ T Xnow they're not ready, because they
had this thing sprung on them -- they AidAn't even think they were



Alternate page number, consecutive for the 17th Legislature, 1st Session:

page 447
March 14th 1972 ALBFRTA HANCSARD Q.57
qoing to win -- so how can you be ready if vyou don't think vyou're

qoinag to win?

But in these 199 promises we have 'new directicns', we have
*stulies?', we have 'reviews'., T would like to know, what happened
when the hon. leader of the party opposite said that we were going to
have the school portion of our taxes remcved frem real property --
and now suddenly we are going tc review it, Mr. Speaker, T would
hazard a quess and say that this is qoinag to be ‘revieved' until they
call a snap election in 1974 -~ because Y don't think they ever had
any intention cf isplementing this pclicy, Mr. Speaker. I think thev
were Just genuinely tryinag to mislead the vcters of this province
vhen they made a statement like that.

Mr. Speaker, when we have these new directions, I would like to
see these new directicns going atead -- nct backwards -- not up for
more review. We can certainly give them a little more time, because
after all, they do have a difficult job trying to come up to what the
previous qovernment had set for them -- a high standard of attainment
that they would have to trvy and come up with, And T realize this
takes a little bit of time and we are acing to give them a little hit
more time. But the pecrle of ¢the rprcvince are starting to ask
questions. And as a matter of fact, the act over there reminds me a
little bit of a Broadway play -- ‘'General Doolittle and his
Donothings' =-- because that is exactly what they have done. They've
done nothing. And Mr. Speaker, the rtecple of the province are
starting to ask "why?" and thevy are starting to ask "when?"., -1
believe it is our duty as Her Madjesty's Loval Orpositicn to get this
qovernment moving.

We have a small protlem, and I ‘don't admire the protlem that the
hon. Minister of Telephones has, because when the hon. Leader of the
government said that we are gcing ¢to let Fdmonton extend to its
natural boundaries, you suddenly find vyourself in the very
embarrassing situaticn of forming ¢the government and having to aqo
through wvwith these policies - the <cheese becomes a 1little more
binding, Mr. Speaker, and you have to make decisions that will
satisfy the rest of the people of this rrecvince.

We don't hear toc much from the hcn. members representing the
Fdmonton city ridings and ve should hear =<comething from them, Mr.
Speaker, and I'm looking forwvard tc hearing their views on this
matter., Mind vou, I dcn't kncw how long this next mediaticn report
is qoing to take, because they didn't like the recommendations of the
first one that told them the cnly way tc solve the prcblem was to buv
out Edmonton Telephones. We want to hear scme of these ansvers from
the hon. members across.

We also would like to have these full bargaining rights for the
people who live in my constituency and whec vwork in the provincial
4ail, because these things were rromised. They were promised in- a
bill. 1If that's not misleadina, Mr. Sreaker, I don't know what
misleading is.

We have a new Bill of Rights, we are proposing a nev Pill of
Rights, then all of a sudden we have cencsorshir. This seems very
incongruous to me. I <sat and 1listered with disbelief when the
question came up. Is this in direct contradiction to what this all-
encompassing Bill of Rights 1is suprosed to represent? And when
you've been taken in like this, Mr., Speaker, you start wondering,
well, are we going ¢to get these newv directions? What type of a
government is it that we are going to have to put up vith - only for
four yvears, Mr. Speaker, I'm glad of that,

I certainly felt very, very, deeply fcr the hcn. Member for
Calgary North Hill, Mr. Farran, when he wac a little bit enmbarrassed
wvhen they wouldn't take the top off the muricipal assistance of $38
million. He was quite embarrassed and 1 was very embarrassed for the
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hon. member, becaiuse when the promisecs had teen made they brought a
bill in, they were gcing to remcve it. Then they fumbled around a
little bit and ¢to save the hon. member more embarrassment the hon.
Prerier goes ahead and says; “Fellows, we'll be good guys, we'll give
vyou an extra $4 million." And he doesn't even tell the hon. Minister
of Municipal Affairs. So I would like to see these hon. gentlemen
get together. This is surposed to be a big team; this is supposed to
be 1leadership. Let's see that leadership; letts see that
organization, so that the people of the province can see this
leadership and organization and these new Airections, because MNr.
Speaker, I ¢think ttese new directicne are backwards. 1IYt's not a
Progressive Conservative government -- it is a regressive
Conservative gcvernment.

No wcnder, Mr. Sreaker, the Civil Service feel uneasy, when the
hon. Minister of lLands and Forests says "We've got too many of thenm
we should turf a few out", And then when they say: "is this
qovernment policy?" he savys, "Oh no, ¢this is my c¢wn personal
opinion." Well T wish that they would get together and find out what
is qovernment policy and what is personal opinion. But then when you
hear a second member of the front tench say that, now there is
confusion and I can understand the confusion, Mr. Speaker, because
wvhen vyvou can only get 22 of them in the front bench and you promised
49 - you have a problem - ycu have a very, very big problen.

But, Mr. Sveaker, they tried to solve this problem. They tried
to solve this problem by saying: "Look fellows, we'll dir into the
cookie dar." And the way we'l) dip intc the cookie far, Mr. Speaker
is this way; they have set up caucus committees, task forces. T feel
very, very strongly about this matter, Mr. Speaker. It is a very
small point to them, tut to me and the people of this province it is
a very bigq point. It is a matter of principle and it does not matter
if it's only five dcllars, $5000, or $5,000,000 the —rrinciple is
still the same, Mr. Speaker. 1It's a misuse of public funéds.

I have had the oprivilege of =itting on several legislative
committees, Mr. Speaker, when legislative committees meant something.
%hy ve even had one legislative committee that had Social Creditors,
Conservatives and a Liberal cn it, Mr. . Sreaker. Now we 1lost the
Liberal because he went to the Tory rarty, but, I mean, you can't
have evervthing. But that's when we had committees that were looking
at both sides of the picture, not caucus committees, Mr. Speaker, who
are looking at the Conservative or the fTory side of the picture.
This is open government? This I say, is closed government. Tt is
the direct opposite of what the hon. members across have been trying
to tell the people of this oprovince, wher in their righteous
indignation they say they are going to have open government. I would
like to see that government open to everybody, Mr. Speaker, not just
to the Tory party. BAll I can see, Mr. Speaker, is that this is aoing
to be qovernment of tte people, by the Tories, for the Tories, HNr.
Speaker, not for the gocd of the people c¢f this province. And 1
shall stand in my trlace, Mr. Speaker, and I shall fight in this
House. And I say to the hon. Premier that he can save a 1lot of
embarrassment; I think he can urhold a very, very sacred principle if
he wvould rescind this crder.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to read into the record some of the
members who are on this task force, and the Order in Council, dated
Pebruary 16, 1972, 0.C. 219,72, and the hon. members can read this,
€o T'11 put in this one section.

"A member of a task force shall te reimbursed for reasonable
disbursements actually expended while engaged in business of the
task force, for sutsidence and acccmmodation, for travel other
than a private automcbile, or an allcwance of 11 cents per mile
for every mile travelled by private automcbile. All
expenditures on behalf of task forces shall be paid out of
Appropriation 1902, subiect to aprroval by the Chairman."
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Mr. Speaker, in reading through this T find that the MLA Task
Porce on Aqriculture is: Co-chairman, Marvin Moore, Co-chairman,
James Miller; Gordon Stromterqg, Rudolph Zander, John Batiuk, Allison
Fluker, Frank Appleby, Donald Hansen, William Purdy, Leslie Young =--
they had better save themselves because it's a long list Mr. Speaker,
and they'll be played out -- Julian Roziak, Pon Ghitter, Catherine
Chichak, Jack Cookscn.

Mr. Speaker, in order to help cut further with incidental
expenses, there is an MLA Task Porce on Decentralization of
Government Operaticns. Allison Fluker is the chairman, Conald Hansen
is on this one, James Miller, Marvin Mocre, Gordon Stromberq an4d
Frank Aprleby.

Now, Mr. Speaker, there must be ancther Order in Council because
they have left out the hon. Member for Calgary North Hill, Roy
Farran, but there must be another one because I believe he is on sonme
task force on taxation, and so it goes, tut in reading through this
list, Mr. Speaker, there seems to be something missing. We don't see
the hon. Member for Spirit River-Fairview, nor any c¢f the hon.
members from this side of the House, thte Social Credit Party. MNr.
Speaker, this is nothing but a political tool, and I say if the
Torizss are going to bhave their memters running around the country
gathering information for their Tcry caucus I suggest that they get
it out of the funds from Bay Street in Toronto, because that's what
they are dcing, they are gathering this information for their own
use. And if they want it for their own use -- they say it's for the
tetterment of the peorle of this province -- I disagree, 1 disagree
with the principle. I say that if they are going to do that they can
come up with their own money because I dcn't want it taken out of my
pocket because T am a taxpayer of this province, and I object very
strenuously, Mr. Speaker.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, the hcn. members across the way are
fine fellows. We don't disagree with that, but I don't aqree with
people who are digping into public funds.

Now, they may te close within the light of the law, hut it is
immoral; Mr. Speaker, T say the morality is wrong because the intent
is wrong. 2And T would like to say once again tc the hon. Premier, 7
have qreat respect for the hon. Premier tecause he is the 1leader of
the people of this prcvince, and I would sav to him that if he wants
to do this with honour, we'd be very glad if he'd withdrav the task
forces and withdrav the Order in Council. I thank vou, Mr. Speaker,
for being able to address this Assembly.

MR. BATIUK:

Mr. Speaker, may I ncvw speak or d4id you maybe want to take a
vote on the amendment? This is the first kind cf amendment that I've
ever heard in my life.

MR. SPEAKER:
Would the hon. member please continue with the debate.
MR. BATIOUK:

Mr. Speaker, sir, T rise to speak on behalf of the Vegreville
constituency which I represent. The constituency cf Vegreville
located east of Edmcntcn, ccmprises apprcximately 2,400 square miles;
it is a vpredominantly rural constituency, situated in the rich
aqricultural regicn. It is a region ttat has, over the past number
of vears, been distinquished several times by the selection of master
farm family awards. The urban areas cf my constituency are small
villages to the largest centre a town with a porulation of 4,000.
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Mr. Speaker, as the past speakers have, I would also like to
congratulate you on behalf c¢f my ccnstituency, on being the
unananimous choice for vyour high office. I believe that your
atilities and capabilities warranted this selection. ¥ would like to
congratulate all the members of the leqgislature, both con this side,
and on the other, for teing elected on RAugqust 30th. You are the
people who have been selected to represent your constituencies and at
the same time as a legislature to try tc make Alberta a better and
happier prcvince to live in.

I must congratulate and also ccmmend our hon. Premier. He has
also won an election, and I believe because of his appeal to the
people of this prcvince, many of wus, if not all of us, had much
easiar sailing during the campaign. 7T also would like to commend him
on one particular issue that I believe is going to make history. 1In
1965 the Conservative party in Alberta was almost a dead issue. VYet,
within six years, he was able to revitalize the party and form a
government of it.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to commend all those who have alreadv
made their maiden speeches or debates on the Speech from the Throne.
I have found most cf the presentations informative; there vere a few
that were amusing, and a few that were confusing. I wvwas indeed
dismaved to hear the hon. Members fcr Drumheller and Clover Bar
today, and the hon. Member for Hanna-Oyen yesterday, be so concerned
about the renumeration that was paid to thcse on the task force.
There are several reascns. There is no indemnity paid for that; it
is {ust mere exvenses and after what happened last September 9th,
vhen the qovernment that had set guidelines of 6 per cent for the
teaching <staff in Alberta raised their Deputy Ministers by 35 per
cent, these task forces were set up, so that we'll be able to save
some of that money ¢tc pay for those expenses, The reason for the
task forces is that this is a team of 48, and the elected people are
going to be working for those who elected them. Furthermore, when
ycu look at the payments that will be made to these task forces which
have rerlaced the commissions that have been paid by the previous
government, with allctrment of a cuarter of a million or half a
million for each particular cormissicn, there is going to be a
consideratle saving to this government.

As Y have mentioned, these speech presentations were indeed very
gratifying. When the hon. member for Calgary Mountain View spoke
yesterday, his presentation attracted me very much. As he continued
to speak, I kept thinking of an incident that happened in one of the
churchyards here in Rdwcnton a couple of years ago. The parishioners
of that church had the habit, when they left the church, instead of
going hcme, they gathered in the churchyard to chat with their
friends, their neighbtours, their acquaintances, and on this
particular Sunday it was no different than any other. while they
vwere chatting, the minister tco, after he unrobed himself, came and
joined the group. While theéy were conversing, the minister said to
the jroup he was with; "how did yvyou like my sermon this morning?"
One of the ladies said "It wasn't bad Reverend, but it 4id remind me
of a steer with real long hecrns, a point here, a point there, and
lots of Lkull in between."

Mr. Speaker, the peonle of the Vegreville constituency over the
last number of yvears have become increasinqly disqruntled with ¢their
governmant, Dissatisfaction was limited not only to the main concern
of aqriculture, but it was expressed in cther areas as well. My many
vears in the public service as a school +trustee and municirgal
councillor, have made me avare of the dissatisfaction of the people
and more often than not, T aqreed with them. Due to my position, T
vas made avare of the discrepancies and injustices prevalent in the
normal functioning of the vprevious gcvernment and that is why I
sought office on the provincial level, sc T could express my vievs
against the government's deceitful and misleading tactics and
practices, particularly in the Department cf Highways.
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Mr. Speaker, when one considercs that ours is an increasingly
mobile society, we must consider the ccndition c¢f our rcadways as of
prime concern. T would like to drav the attention of this House to
Hiqghway 16 east. As part of the Yellowhead Route, ¢this highwavy is
considered as one of the husiest, but it can also be considered as
cne of the most dangercus. I would refer to a section ‘tetween

- Mundare and Veqreville where the road is narrows: it has nc shoulders,
it has sharp curves, and extremely deep Aditches. ®ishap after
mishap, fatality after fatality =-- the condition of this road has
been critical for a dozen years, and yet the only action that has
been taken on it is that it has been surveved for improvement, and
every so often the pegs have been exchanged for newv ones, to stow an
appearance of a bustling activity. Yet to date, there has been
nothing accomplished. You may wonder whty, Mr. Speaker, It is the
common knowledge of the peorle of that area that the road was agoing
to be rerouted, even though opposed by the entire area. It was said
that the road would not be routed with the popular will of the veople
and residents were told that if oppositicr continued, there would bhe
no improvement and this is what has materialized.

Mr. Speaker, I sugqest that vhen a matior highway is qoing to
affect the entire life of a community, ¢then the peorle of that
community should be given a chance ¢tc voice their opinions and
concerns. I think it ics folly that an entire tcwn is qcing to suffer
and b2 disgruntled dqust because one particular perscn is qoing to
insist that his advice be follovwed to the exclusion of advice fronm
all others.

Mr. Speaker, even cf more concern to my constituency is the qrid
road system. Back in 1966, the hon. Minister of Highways had
directed all the municipal districts and counties in this province to
form study areas for tte scle purvose of establishing the need and
the location of a gqrid road system, othervise known as a network of
major secondary roads. After this had teen done with an expenditure
to the wpunicipal districts and counties of nearly half a million
dollars, this plan lay dormant for the last five years. Ontil 1last
vyear, the gqovernment made an allocaticn of %8 million towards the
qrid road systen.

Mr. Speaker, back in 1966 the arproximate cost of a grid road
system in Alberta was slightly over %400 million. Now, if $8 million
is qoing to be an annual allocation, I suggest that it's going to
take over 50 years for a grid road system ¢to materialize in this
province. I wonder hov many members in this House would te able to
hold out that lcng to enjoy a grid road system in Alberta. I would
suqqgest, Mr. Speaker, that there never would be a grid road system on
a piecemeal job such as that. T believe that if this government sees
the need of a grid road system, then every effort should be made that
this be aquired, not in SO0 or 60 years, tut in the minimum length of
time, even if it means the financing cf it cver the next 15 or 20
vears. This way, the reople that are goina to te paying for it are
at least goina to have a chance to benefit from it to some extent.

I would also like to direct to ycur attention, the distrust of
the people in the constituencies northeast of here ¢tcwvards their
previous gqovernment. Back in 1970, the Department of Highways haid
announced its intentions to build a bridgqe ¢tc replace the vPakan
Ferry. After there was a consideralkle amount of controversy, the
hon. Minister of Highways called a public meeting for Smoky Lake, for
the sole npurpose of receiving petiticns and triefs and hearing
suqggestions as to where the 1location of ¢the bridge =<should be.
Several hundred people attended that meeting in Smoky lLake. Hovever,
very shortly after, it was discovered that four days prior. to this
puklic meeting the Department of Highways had the County of lamont
heavy equirment working at the place selected for the bridge and
where it is being tuilt at present -- working on the approaches.
Tris shows that the selection was made tefore that meetina. T think
that when the hen. pinister said that the choice of the location of
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the bridge will be the people's decision, I think he spoke well, only
he omitted telling which recrle's decisicn,

Mr. Speaker, it is situations such as this that have aroused the
leqacy of distrust of the people towards their government. The
people at vpresent are viewing their gcvernment with suspicion and
extreme caution. This is the 1leqgacy of distrust the present
government has inherited, and we must disvel it quickly if we are to
reqain the cooperation and confidence of the people of this province
in this 1legislation -- in order to provide a more meaningful,
responsive and helpful government.

T might also mention a contingency grant road in the province
there in the county of lamont which was started back in 19684 and to
those of vyou who may not be avare what a contingency grant road is,
the previcus government had been making an allocation (and for the
last three vyears it was $50,000 to each municipal district and
county) for the building up of a main rcad. And as 1lcng as that
$50,000 1lasted tte ccnstruction carried cn, vhether it was a mile or
tvo or six miles. The County Council of lamont had wished that they
could get a contract such as this. They saw the hardships that the
farmers were facing, sc they felt that if they could aquire a
contract 1like this, they could maybe make a few dollars and reduce
the mill rate by one or two. The County Secretary and myself as
County Reeve, had been delegated to go to the Department of Highways
with the hope of aquiring this contract. However, our wmission was
fruitless and Adiscouraqging. The district engineer told us that we
should not be going into any business like this; that our equivment
vas far too o0ld, and several other things., This discouraged our
council, and ve never aqain tried or locked for a contract such as
this. However, that same year, uron investigation, I found that the
county just directly south of us had received a contract from the
government and for $50,000 they built fcur miles; they gravelled it
and they had $9,000 left. 1In the county of Lamont, the contractor
that built it built two riles cf road and gravelled it, comparable
road that the county otherwvise did. So it shows you that ¢there is
enough reason to be suspicious.

Hovever, it is worthy tc note how inconsistent the policy of the
previous gqovernment has been, when one county could receive such
contracts and others couldn't. Tt would also be worthy to note, Mr.
Speaker, that when the County Secretary and myself as the County
Feev2, approached the District Engineer, the reception that we got
from him was not fit fcr a dog. I might =say that this particular
person still holds that position, so it clearly shows what kind of
reception the ©previous administration were affording, and the
treatment they were giving the people of this province. T still know
that there are others who feel the same superiority and Y would only
hope that when the Provincial Treasurer is bringing down his budget
there vill be a comparable amount for hcusecleaning materials!

Mr. Speaker, may I indirectly deal with the problems of roadways
and tvo other related issues, One 1is 1insurance rates which are
considerably higqher for young men under the age of 25. We are well
awvare that these young people are using cur highways more -‘than ever
before and we are also aware that these young pecrle are more
knowledgatle about driving conditions. Scme of them may be Jjust
startiny on a career of their own, some of them may be ccmpleting an
education, and some of them may be starting a household of their own.
These are the vounqg people vho can ill afford the higher insurance
rates, vet the insurance companies are discriminating against thenm.

I believe that the rates of insurance for the young men under 25
should not be any higher and should only be increased when their
proven neqligence results in accidents.

Another issue that I would like to tring ur is the suspension of
a drivert*s licence for traffic violations, particularly suspension of
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licences for drinking violations. I know this is in the Criminal
Code. However, there is a concern on tte provincial level because T
am aware that many pecrle are devendent cn their vehicle to maintain
a livelihood, and the suspension of their 1licence would definitely
disrupt that livlihocd and force these reople tc social assistance or
wvelfare. Thus the people of the province and the government would be
saddled with an extra burden. T suaaest that if peorle are heing
charged with this, perhaps they should have their Adrivers licence
lipited. The susrensicn should be limited so that they mav use their
vehicle for work. This way they would te puniched if they could not
use it for  ©pleasure. This way they would be able to maintain a
livelihood and at the same time, not rely on ¢the already overtaxed
gqovernment social assistance.

Mr. Speaker, the mafor concern cf my constituency is still in
the area cf agriculture. Over the past vears the farmers have been
facing increasingly difficult times and many of them have been forceil
to leave their land and go into the <«trban centres ¢to 1look for
employment. Along with them, many businessmen from the smaller areas
have also been forced tc go alonqg with the farmer. TIf one would only
look, or srend an afternoon driving throuqh the countryside one coul?d
see to what extent farm abandonment has reached.

Oone of the main reasons for the rlight of the small farmer is
the failure of the marketing boards, and through them the failure of
the former provincial government to create markets for the disposal
of the produce of the smaller farmer. These boards have failed to
stop or curb the overproduction of large egg farms or hog ranches.
Yet it is these larqe operations not only within our province, but
outside ¢the oprovince, that have flooded the Alberta market and have
made it virtually impcssible for the small farmer to sell his
produce. For that reason he has had to disband his small scale
operation. Yet it was this very small scale production that served
to tide the farmer and his family over tte hard times when the crops
were poor or perhaps couldn't be sold. And now, even that has been
taken awvay from them. No vonder they have to leave and move into the
urban centres.

I believe that the high-handed action of the previcus government
has not served to create confidence in tte rural ccmmunity. I know
for a fact that district agricultural offices throughout the province
have served the farmers well, and many times have assisted in various
facets of farming. Last year the tcwn of Two Hills was notified that
a new district agricultural office was to te built. when the
townspeople, consisting of ¢the Town Council and the Chamber of
Commerce, saw that thie building was gcing to be 1located in a
disadvantaqeous location they made representation to the official
responsible, and they were bluntly told that if they didn't like the
location they could get by without ¢the building. There was no
further representation.

Many times the farmers have tc rav consideratly more for
services, and I vould refer to a section cf The Municipal Act which
forbids rental of municiral machinery ¢to farmers even if it is
standing idle. Yet these farmers throuqh taxes have paid for that
machinery. I knov of a particular incident right within my home area
vhere the equipment was standing idle because of a rain. A farmer a
quarter of a mile away had requested the use of a btulldozer to back-
£ill a basement around a house he was building. He would have needed
that machine for half an hour, and at government rates it might have
cost him ten or twelve dollars. The road foreman could not go just
because of the stipulaticns in The Municipval Act. This particular
farmer had to hire a ccnstruction outfit 27 miles away. They hrought
the machine by 1lowbed, and they billed him $80. <Thics ie just one
example of how many times the farmer pays extra for services which
could be alleviated. And you wonder why the farmer is o deeply in
debt.
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I would 1like ¢tc mention the assessment. Here again T believe
that there is discrimination. Over a vyear aqo the government or
legislation had provided that summer villages -- the owners of summer
cottages -- be exempt frcm a rortion of their tax, which is two-
thirds of their tax, because these sumrer villages are used only one
quarter of the year. I don't oppose the idea tco much if scmeone has
a cottage or a house along the lake front where he can take his
family occasionally, but T do when you see that these aren't houses
or cottages; some of these peorle have mansions worth $20,000 and
$30,000. TIf they can afford that T think ¢they should te able to
afford to pay their €full tax. Otherwise I would go alcng that they
be exempt, but maybe the farmer too should be given a concession. He
seeds his land in the middle of May; he reaps his crops ty the middle
of Septemter. The following eight months his land stands under four
feet of snow. Maybe he, too, should pav only a portion cf his tax.

Mr. Sreaker, we all enjoy favourable weather conditicns. Warm
and moist weather makes our crors grow, the grass grow, pastures
grow. However, it is these favouratle weather conditions that
sometimes create hazards, and 1 want tc draw to vyour attention
something right within myv constituency in the Bruce area two years
ago when a tornado hit. Many of the farmers suffered extensive
damage. Some of them suffered a total loss. Yet the government
assistance was non-existent because the government felt that there
was no necessity for assistance. Now I just wonder why these farmers
have to be sinqgled out and suffer under weather conditicns over which
they had nc control.

Along with ¢this I would 1like +to call attention to the crop
insurance policy which aims at reducing tenefits to farmers if it is
felt that their yields are lower, due tc mismanagement. With that T
can go alcng. However, in this particular area of Bruce there was a
tornado followed by hail the fcllowing year and again by a frost.
These peorle had a reduction in their benefits, and the policy even
had a rrovision vwhereby after three yvears of benefits they could be
banned from subscribing to insurance. T think this is wunfair, and
that this government should look to reviewing the cror insurance and
trvying to rake it much more fair to the reople.

Just the other day the hon. Member for Highwood mentioned that
almost all the people in Alberta have telephones. Well, there are
many more because T ¢think on the prcqram this year 9,000 will te
getting rural telephones. I can aqree that the communication process
in this ©province has been enhanced. Hcwever, a time has come when
telephone service must be improved, and here again I have to refer to
the rural areas vhere many of ¢the rural people because of the
boundaries set in, must pay long distance telephone tolls to phone to
their neighbour acrcss the rcad.

1 believe that telephone boundaries should be done away with and
the area exchange should be used. This way anytody in one telephcne
exchangs could, without payving long distance tolls, use the exchanae
bording his own, without any extra cost. This way it «could be of
much more advantage tc all of them, and I'm sure that even if there
wouldl be an increase of half a dollarr to a docllar a month per
subscriber in Alberta, it would be well werth it.

T knovw we all realize that our telerhone rates in the province
have bean and still are low in ccmparison with cther areas. However,
everybody doesn't feel about it that way because just recently a
Texan was visiting in Edmonton and he wvanted to phone hcme so he went
to the AGT information desk and asked the receptionist how much it
would cost to phone home. And after she looked on the schedule she
said, "$3.€5." This Texan said, "Oh my God, $3.65 that's a lot of
monev. Back home in Texas for half a dcllar you could ghtone all the
wvay to hell and back." The receotionist said, "Yes, but that's a
local call".
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Mr. Speaker, another area of vital ccncern to us, and to me as a
rural representative, is that of educaticn. T™hke increased demands on
our schools have created difficulties and problems for us in many
areas. The schocl foundation prcgram which had beer set up to assist
in the financing of education over a decade agqo, has not serve?l us
properly over the past few years. W®hile tax allocations have heen
the same, the grants coming back to cur schools have teen smaller
because they have been distributed ir crovortion to the school
populaticn. And since there has been a relatively steady decline in
the rural population, this reans that we are receiving less, yet are
expected to improve our educational facilities,

Mr. Speaker, T believe it should be a basic ideal of the 'now'
qovernment that all children, reqardless cf vhere they 1live, shoulAd
have equal opportunities to develop their cavnacities, even though it
is generally aqreed that children coming from the rural areas suffer
set-backs because they do not have the materials that children in the
large urban areas have. There are indications that ¢there are many
trillant vyoung students ccming from the rural areas, yet their
talents may not be recoqnized or develored as readilvy as they would
be if they were in a city school, and I believe that the parents in
rural Alberta must have the assurance of vide educational
cpportunities for their children.

Mr. Speaker, one of our platform priorities was to remove that
portion of the education tax from the residential rroperty tax. This
has been received with approval and is 1lcoked upon with keen
anticipation. I believe that some seqgments of the ropulation have
already fulfilled this obligation cf paying for education,
particularly the senior citizens. They have paid, not only the
education for one generation, but for two generations, and some of
them are on the way to paying the cost of ¢the ¢third generation.
These are the people who maybe find it hard to exist on their life
savings or on their pencions without being asked to pay additional
tax for education. Since there are manvy senior citizens in nmy
constituency, T am sure that this will te accepted well, and will he
a benefit to many.

Another two 1issues that I would like to bring out, that have
been brought to me on numerous occasions, are a few of the sections
in the Municipal Election Act. Secticn 10 of the Municipal Election
Act orovides for anyone who has been resident in a municipality for
one vear, reqardless whether he has ever paid taxes or not, to he
eligible to run for ccuncil. Yet Section 11 signifies that if
anytody is in arrears of $50.00 or more he is disqualifed as a
candidate. I think that this is unduly harsh. Somebody may have
been paying taxes for many yvears, but tecause of some difficulty is
disqualified from running. Y think that some of these people may
make gqood councillors and T believe that being a taxpayer he would
have a vested interest and mayhe would make a better councillor than
one who is not a taxpayer.

Another issue I want to draw to your attention is a situation
that arose in the town of Holden this past year, where the mayor and
three of the councillors were unseated from office due to a conflict
of interest. These are the men that had borrowed money from the
local bank and reloaned it ¢to the town for an additicn to their
recreation centre. And knowing my constituency as well as I do T
believe that these people did very well ty doing this, because Holden
is one of the urban centres in my constituency with one of the
roorest recreational facilities. I think that these men deserved
gold pins for all the work that they =rput 1in, yet Lkecause of a
technicality of the Municipal Act they were unseated. T think that
tte punishment was far too severe. They will nct be able to seek re-
election for two terms, which will be six years. Yet compare that
vith 4ust two vears aqo when two gmembers of the legislature were
unseated right in Alberta for a similiar conflict of interest, and
were able to seek re-election almost immediately. Maybe there was no
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other choice that these gentlemen had, other than to te unseated.
However, maybe it's a rcint for us to lock at, 1It's high time that
we had some of the antiquated laws changed under which the government
has been orerating for many years.

Mr. Speaker, more and more of our tax dollar is teing spent on
social assistance and welfare, and in tte rural areas fever people
are contributing a greater portion c¢f this. I think that social
assistance is a blessing, when definitely needed. But the proarams
and policies which have teen used in the past channelled people into
welfare. I know in particular, of one family where a man, a wife,
and six children had received benefits ur to $5,600 a year, tax free,
without working. And yvet on the other tand, any man with a family of
exactly the same size, earning $4,200 cr more must pay income tax.
Many times some of these recple, once they go cn welfare, £ind it
much more comfortable to sit there rather than put out their efforts
to seetr emrloyment. Many of them start ccnsidering social assistance
is a riqght, and I say, Mr. Sveaker, that this is a luxury that this
province can ill afford.

Mr. Speaker, up to now I have been discussing what many would
consider practical affairs, issues that affect mostly the financial
vay of 1life, But, Y feel that our government must give serious
consideration to the «cultural values of the people, and give
recognition to the arts and crafts of different nationalities.

Here I wish to direct the attention of the hon. members to the
Heritage Park near the entrance of Elk 1Island Park on Highway 16
East. Even though this is not directly located in the Vegreville
constituency, it holds a considerable amount of interest to the
Veqreville constituency and constituencies all over the province.
First it will be a means of attracting people to that area, and
second, there are many people who have valuable and precious
artifacts that they are willing to donate to the park for display,
and in this way they would have an vested interest in its success.
But, perhaps most of all, the park will help to preserve a way of
life, a heritage from the first pioneers of that area. It will stand
as a tribute to the hardship faced by the first Ukrainians who
pioneered that area. It will tell the story of their work, their
customs, their culture, and music.

I would also 1like to bring to the attention of members of the
Hous2, vho mavy not be aware, that William Eleniak, the €first
Okrainian immigrant to reach Canada, back in 1891, settled, farmed,
and resided until his passing a few years ago, Just a couple of miles
avay from this Heritage Park, and 1I'm sure this will stand as a
tribute to his descendents which number in the hundreds cr maybe even
in the thousands.

I would also 1like to bring to the attention of the Bouse that
the cultural qroup in Veqgreville is planning to hold a cultural
festival this vyear. Now, if this should materialize, this will be
the first time in the history of westerr Canada, any place west of
¥innipeq, that such a cultural festival will be held. So T am going
to m2ntion that, since it is a wvpart of our history, if these
organizations come to our gqovernment, I would urge that our
qovernment give recoqnition and support, maybe both moral and
financial,

Mr. Speaker, 1in addressing the House T have ranged over a wide
variety of topics that are of direct corcern to the constituents of
the Veqreville constituency. T would like to thank the hon. members
for giving me their attention and also I would like to leave these
issues that 1T have brought up as a challenge to the government, and
it is my hope that that challenge can be met to the satisfaction of
the people. only then will the government of ¢the people have
succeeded. MNr. Speaker, I thank you.
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MR. R. SPEAKER:

Mr. Speaker, on a point of privilege, I was wondering if I could
ask the hon. member a question for clarification.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. member aqrees, although actually his speech is over,
but his time isn't over.

MR. R. SPEAKER:

Br. Speaker, the response certainly would be that my questions
are always reasonable but, Mr. Speaker, T would like to ask the hon.
member if Y heard him correctly in stating that the salary increase
for Deputies was 35 per cent?

MR. BATIUK:

I said approximately, if you take $8,000 or $9,000 over 21, it's
close to that range.

MR. R. SPEAKER:

Mr. Speaker, 1Y wonder if the hon. member woull present some of
his information, table it in the House so that I could have that
detail. Certainly I have never. I don't gquite understand his
calculations.

MR. SPEAKER:

I don't knov of any procedure to cover what the hon. member is
suggesting, but perhaps he could get the information privately.

The hon. Member for --
MR. TAYLOR:

Mr. Speaker, on the point of order, I didn't want to be
intolerant., The last hon. member was speaking on the motion, and
Rule 42 sub-clause (b) states except wvhen an amendment is a
substitute motion, a member speaking on the amendment other than the
mover and the seconder must confine his debate to the subject matter
of the amendment. I say, I don't want to be intolerant of new
membars, but I would 1like ¢to bring this rule to your attention,
othervise we may not discuss the amendment at all.

DR. JORNER:

Mr. Speaker, 1if I could speak to the point of order that the
hon. member has raised. Surely after he alloved the seconder of the
motion to range all over the ball park, and out into. several left
fields, the hon. member frcm Drumheller surely can't ask the House
now to start restricting speeches in relation to an amendment on the
Speech from the Throne. I would say to your Honour, that in my view,
on an amendment to the Speech from the Throne, in fact, it is quite
in order to debate both the amendment and the original motion.

MR. TAYLOR:

Mr. Speaker, on the point of order. 1I'm drawing your attention
to the rules under vhich we orerate, and it simply says, "if a member
is moving or seconding the amendment, he has the right to speak both
to the main question and the amendment in one speech." The reason
for that is that he does not have the right tc speak a second time.
But a person, such as the hon. member for Vegreville, who has now
spoken apparently on the amendment, would have the right to speak
again on the original motion, and that is why the speeches €from the
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time the seconder finishes must be confined to the arendment. I
simply draw this to your attention. We're not going to try to be
riqil on this rule, but it is the rule, and it's the rule under which
ve operate, and the hon. member should kncw that. TIf you still want
to gJive them the scope, we'll certainly not raise serious objection.

MR. SPEAKER:

I must agree with the references made by the hon. Member for
Drumheller. I, without boasting, was aware of the situation, but 1
felt that if the House wished to tolerate a certain latitude, under
the circumstances, that T should not be the one, and perhaps we could
see which direction is taken by the next speaker, and if any of the
hon. members feel that the debate is straying too far afield from the
amendment, perhaps they could nake some reference to it at that time.

MR. TAYLOR:

Mr. Speaker, well we certainly dcn't want to be intolerant of
nev members at all. I think we can however, point out the rules, so
that the hon. members will know what the rule is.

MR. FARRAN:

Mr. Speaker, on a point of order, I thought that the contention
of the mover of the amendment was that these Task Forces covered a
vhole range of government activities.

MRS. CHICEAK:

Thank vyou, Mr. Speaker. I wish to thank the hon. member in the
Opposition for being tolerant with us and since I'm rather new, I
appreciate this tolerancy.

Mc. Speaker, although I spoke to the Assembly on Tuesday last,
it wvas only with respect to the motion on provincial rarks. 1
consider it an honour and a privilege to have the opportunity to
address the Assembly during the Throne Sreech debate.

First, M®r. Speaker, I must thank my constituents in Edmonton
Norwood for having had the confidence in sy ability to serve thenm
well, and as a result I am here today. May I join those who have
preceded me in this debate and congratulate you on your election to
Speaker of the Assembly. Your ability to have mastered so early in
the session the knowledge required in the role of Speaker, and the
complet2 wunbias with which vyou have ruled ¢thus far, is most
commendable. T also wish to congratulate our hon. Premier and all
the members presently elected to this Legislature.

I must say, I feel somewhat like a nev bride embarking on that
qreat institution called marriage, full of expectation and new
challenge -- that's a promise -- a sincere dedication tc succeed. I
wondered for a time whether my cclleagues who are in this Assenmbly
for the first time as wvell may likewise have felt a little like a new
bride. But I have to say that the performance of my colleaques,
since the opening of this 17th Legislature is more like it's well
after the honeymcon.

I noted that ¢the hon. memwber fcr Clover Bar, while speaking,
complimented the members on the government side as "a bunch of fine
fellovws." I would like to Adrawv to the attention of the said member
that the government side has also two very fine ladies.

DR. EOCK:

Mr. Speaker, on a point of privilege, I humbly apologize to the
hon. member.
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MRS. CHICHAF:

Your apology is most sincerely accepted. The hon. member of the
opposition will soon learn not to overlcck the female members on this
side of the House.

As a member for Edmonton Norvood, I feel a very deep sense of
responsibility to rrovide that kind of strong, effective
representation on behalf of my constituents which they are entitled
to. T wish to say, Mr. Speaker, T'm extremely pleased with the
record of performance of this government since the election to office
on Auqust 30, 1971, The prcblems and ccncerns of the npeople of
Alberta are many, and this new government recognizes these concerns.
And so the problems of the peorle of Norwood are many.

One that comes to mind is the plight of the senior citizens.
realize that this appears to be an area of corcern thrcughout the
province, but I feel Norwood needs Just a 1little bit more
consideration. Information provided =shows ¢that in the city of
Edmonton alone, there are over 26,100 citizens over the age of 65.
Oout of this, 10.3 per cent reside in my constituency of Edmonton
Norwood, but it is interesting to note that, as well, there is not
one single senior citizen's home in mv constituency.

What providence it is for the senicr citizens at least to have
had the new govermnment elected in Alberta last Auqust 30th. Finally
the human race is beqginning to count for comething of value.

This qovernment's action in the removal of health premiums and
cost of drugs for these citizens has to be of great assistance. The
further consideration in the change of driver test requirements has
to be a benefit to many. T feel certain that this privilege will not
be abused. This qovernment's plan to move quickly, with a program of
providing more senior citizen's homes, nursing homes and auxiliary
hospitals is keeping in line with those new directions set forth on
which the Progressive Conservative Party in Alberta was voted into
office., I feel confident that the senicr citizens in Norwood will no
longer be the forgotten people.

Mr. Speaker, 1looking at another age area, there is a sense of
challenge for new proarams, innovations and opportunities ¢to be
delveloped by this government for the citizens of early retirement
age, or those who have been replaced or displaced from their jobs for
one reason or another. The citizens in the age bracket of 45 to €5,
what of these people? As the days pass, I receive more and more
pleading calls from these citizens asking that I use whatever
influence I have or may have in this aovernment ¢to have instituted
some employment programs or directicne for them. They turn to us
with perhaps some degree of panic and uraoency, for they indicate the
former gqovernment was hard of hearing on this point. And so I hope
the cabinet committee charged with this responsibility of innovating
enployment programs have their hearing turned up to full capacity and
will keep this matter in the proper area of priority.

Considering our youth of today, the dire need of facilities for
handicapped children didn't spring up over night. Some of the
parents in my constituency with severely handicapped children have
been on the urgent waiting list for ¢three, four, and more vyears.
What new facilities have been made available in recent years, other
than the addition at Red Deer? Virtually none. Strange that the olA4
Misericordia Hospital had little value tut high costs to the former
government since mid 1969. The ‘*now' government in a few short
months is doing something about this qrossly neglected field.
Facilities in other areas of the province are being readied for the
handicapped, as well.

I wish, at this ¢time, to suadgest broadening the scope of
handicapped children, this handicap being somewhat different. I
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refer to children with special 1learning disabilities. These are
chiliren that will protably never qualify for university entrance,
tut can be trained tc carry out some meaningful jobs and be employed.
Such special schools, as L.Y. Cairns Vocational High School and W. P.
Wagner have to be recognized by the gcvernment for the specific use
for which they have been designed, and therefore, surely cannot be
held in the same cateqory of general education schools, and thus
financed under the same structure. The young people who require the
gquidance and training offered in such special schools have but two
directions in life. One -- success to a roint where they can obtain
employment or self-support and experience a measure of enjoyment in
living, as is aqgenerally acceptable by our society. The second
direction is to be a drop-out, a failure, a law-breaker, an
undesireable, a charge on the public purse. T believe it will be the
second direction that these vouna ©people will fall into if the
qovernments of the various levels do not direct more attention to the
special needs of these reople and provide the type of assistance
required now.

Considering education and the facilities, I am pleased this
government has seen fit to expand on the school upgrading program for
1972. It is hoped this proqram of upgrading will be further exranded
and carried cn on a continual basis throughout the province wherever
advisable and ¢the oproper priority will be accorded such a program.
Just on a point of interest, I would like to comment that I have in
the Edmonton Norwood constituency, <some nine public and separate
schools. All nine have come under substantial upgrading progranms.
This upgrading program was commenced as a pilot project in 1970, only
after the Parkdale Parent-Teachers' Association made extensive
representations to the former government. I would like to outline
briefly the need for such a school upgrading prcqram.

The Department <cf Fducation has set out an educational program
to provide individualized instruction, independent study, research
and counselling service. Schools constructed in the 1960%'s and
1970's vere designed, including facilities, for implementation of the
progressive type of educational program. Where does this leave the
older schools in so far as providing facilities, and giving students
an educational opportunity equzal ¢to those in newer schools? The
older schools which have not yet been upqraded lack some of the
following facilities: none or extremely limited library facilities
and study rooms; limited or no lab science facilities; limited or no
arts such as music, instrumental, choral or drama; no counselling-
room or counsellors; no lockers or shortage of same; no fire escapes
or insufficient number of same; 1limited or no indcor gymnasium
facility; 1limited or no bYtome econornics and shop facilities;
inadeoguate and improper lighting; overcrowded classrooms. The above
is a list of very basic requirements, all of which facilities are
available in newver schocls.

A study of inner city schools carried out bty the Edmonton Public
School Board indicated a higher percentage of the students served by
older schools come from culturally deprived homes than is the case
for students served by the newer schools. To a dgreat deqree the
indication is that the income level of these families is such that it
does not permit those children to obtain through outside agencies
cultural education vhich is lacking withir the schools they attend.

I believe such deprivation of equal educational opportunity
breeds within a child a complex of inferiority and inequality. A
life pattern of second qrade citizenship is produced, ccntinuing such
social ills in our society as are presently being battlead.

Mr. Speaker, the 1lack of up-to-date facilities in these older
schools affects as well the availability and number of gquality
teaching staff, That cf course, is not to say that existing teaching
staff are of any lover quality than teaching staff in newer schools.
Teaching staffs 1in schools that do not have adequate facilities anAq
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equipment are certainly working under an extreme handicap. And it is
an impossitility to provide the type of educational program required
for the times in which we live.

I have no doubt ¢that it is beyond the capacity of local
schoolboards to upqgrade older schools to the extent that is requireaqd,
and the provincial government must take a measure of responsibility
therein. 7T strongly telieve that health of the mind is education of
the mind. And such education is to a great degree the responsibility
of our government, as well as the provision of facilities for such
education. Certainly in a democratic society all students have a
right to as nearly an equal educational cpportunity as it is possible
for the Department of Education and for our government tc provide.

I wculd 1like tc go on to say that as years pass and our
educational needs change, the schcols which are presently new will
become to a lesser or greater deqree outdated, and will no doubt
require upqgrading. With a continual upgrading program we can prevent
the task from becoming suddenly insurmountable., Although I speak of
schools in Norwood I have no doubt that this situation exists and has
existed for many years throughout the province.

Mr. Speaker, this government's determination regarding order of
priorities based on human needs is consistent with the Progressive
Conservative Party's tasic principle cf tpecple before party'. Our
prime legislation, The Alberta Bill of Rights, places action on the
spoken word. One would have to be extremely naive to charge this
qovernment with being guilty of paying lip service to the people of
Alberta.

Mr. Speaker, the legislative vprograms 1laid out by this
gqovernment are programs which required such attention and action for
many years, but it appears that this was not to be granted until now.
My colleaque and the hcn. member for Calgary McKnight in his eloquent
address in reply ¢to the Throne Speech outlined in some measure the
new manpower concept of this government, and I will not take time now
to review again these new challenges. Of course, I am particularly
interested in the initiative taken in manpower, It is a mafor area
of concern in a nation. We can educate, but in the end we must have
employment and suitable conditions for employers and employees to
work together in. I feel a tremendous challenge to serve on the task
force in this area of manpower.

Speaking of government task forces, ¢the hon. members in the
opposition keep repeating themselves in criticizing this government
for not including ¢ttem in our task forces. These task forces have
been organized to work as a total government of 48 members in giving
the best rlanning and rrogramming to Albertans as offered during the
election campaign by the Progressive Conservative Party of Alberta.
I do hear some rumblings from the opposition side, and I would like
to ask them this question. Are we to understand that the opposition
members wish to join the ranks of ¢the Conservatives to help us
implement our policies and directions?

Mr. Speaker, as I review the Speech €from the Throne, I find that
our Premier and his council have worked hard and diligently to give
consideration to all citizens of Alberta, be they rural or urban. I
believe the appointment of the various 1legislative committees will
help make this government more accessitle to Albertans. Hovever, ¥
wish to bring to your attention an area which may otherwise be
innocently viewed as of lesser importance, and that is the area of
recreational facilities in the urban centres. This is not to take
avay from the existence of such needs in rural centres. However,
taking into account the concentration of the porulace in the madjor
urban centres I feel somewhat justified in brinaing this matter for
thought.
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Recreational facilities are of course, generally planned by
municipal todies and ccmmunity organizaticns, but grants are made
available by our government. T would ask this government to take
special note that all of the north-east area of ¢the Edmonton of
Edmonton -~ the south boundary of which is the North Saskatchewan
River and west ¢tc approximately 124th Street =-- has no mador
recreational facility to accommodate small leagques such as the Jasper
Place Arena and Coronation Park area have. As a result the vyouna
people in minor league sports have to travel as far as Sherwood Park
or Jasper Place to participate in their respective sports. Due to
the shortage -- and Port Saskatchewan, hon. member =-- due to the
shortage of such facilities in this north-east area the minor league
teams at times have to travel five and ten miles as early as six and
seven o'clock in the morning in order to meet their sports activity
schedules. These are children with ages as low as eight and nine
years.

I would like to ask taht, when grants for sports facilities are
made available, consideration be given tc the importance of
satisfying the need in the north-east area of Edmonton. Location of
these facilities in the Norwood constituency would be preferable,
this being a central point of the area.

Mr. Speaker, being a woman it is natural that I should have
concern with regard to the attitude of man toward the equality of
wvomen in our society. This is not to be construed as being an
endorsement of the extremists of the liberation movement, but rather
that I feel that inequalities exist, which are discriminatory to
women in practice, attitude and legislatien.

Let me Yust cite a very few of such infractions: pay scales
differ as to sex in areas of employment; attitudes on ability as to
men and women; with respect to mortgage applications women are
subservient to men; economic disadvantages in marriage breakdovns;
education courses 1listed which encourage enrclment in courses which
emphasize srecial interests of one sex, that 1is shop versus home
economics; parent encouragment for physical activities more directed
toward boys; child care allowances not permitted to working mothers;
unfair representation on boards and committees. I hope that from the
many submissions by various womens' organizaticns and groups this
qovernmant will bring forth worthwhile vpolicies that will be in
keeping with The Alberta Bill of Rights, those things that cannot be
legislated, so that at 1least they be changed in practice and
attitude.

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of this Assembly, I would not want to
suqgest that women should be provided with a special pedestal, but
only 4Hust consideration and treatment, unless of course, on an
individual tasis vou feel she has, in vyour eyes, earned that
privilege of being on a pedestal. By the way Mr. Speaker and
gentlemen, thank you for all the pedestals.

In concluding my address I wish to s=ay that it is most
commendable, Mr. Speaker, that this government had the courage to
open the doors of this Legislature to its citizens completely by
permitting notetaking, recording, filming and the Hansard publication
of the proceedings in ¢this Assembly. We are prepared to be
accountable for what we do and say here., Perhaps now, by means of
film and publications cf the proceedings, if they are completely and
frequently used in the classrooms of our schools, our young adults of
tomorrovw will be better informed and may participate more actively in
the democratic processes of choosing governments, and keeping such
gqovernments vorking to a maximum for the freople as this government is
now doing. Without hesitation, Mr. Speaker, I say that the wisdonm,
clear thinking and ability for efficient administration of our leader
and our hon. Premier will unfold itself many times over to Albertans
in the ensuing years to the benefit of all Albertans. To be in the
wings of wisdom, in the court of clear thinking, under the umbrella
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of such administration, and to usurp the values of each, and for all
that to become a greater rerscn for the benefit of humanity, my goal
will be fulfilled. Thank ycu Mr. Speaker.

MR. D. MILLER:
Mr. Speaker, I teqg leave to adjourn the debate.
MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. member asks leave to adjcurn the debate. All those in
favour would you please say “aye". All thcse orposed say '"no". 1
declare the "Noes"' have it

MR. D. MILLER:

Mr. Speaker, ¢this is a oprivilege to represent the people of
southern Alberta and tc voice my sentiments +sith respect to the
amendment and also the motion =-- which it seems is beinq allowed.

I am grateful for the opnortunity to represent the constituency
of Taber-Warner. This is a wonderful oppcrtunity to enlighten the
Asserbly, the hon. members of the people of southern Alberta, the
people of the south, of their ability, their loyalty to Canada and
also their 1loyvalty to the former governrent as the solid south.

I wish to congratulate you, Mr. Speaker, on your election as
Speaker of the Legislature. Yt is an hcnour to be chosen to fulfill
such a high office, and I am sure it takes courage tc accept this
appointment which is so demanding. But as you have already
demonstrated vyour strength in *trying* it follows that that which we
persist in doing becomes easy to do, not that the nature of the thing
changes, but our ‘powver to do' increases.

Mr. Speaker, it would be remiss if I failed to acknowledge the
wonderful improvements to this Assembly. It looks so clean and so
colourful. 1I'm impressed with it. Also these fine new chairs remind
me of the ones we had before, and the ursetting experiences many of
us had with them -- and T mean that literally. T suggest the
renovations should be continued and lessen the obhvious contrast
betvween the new and the old.

Mr. Speaker, the Throne Speech vas a disappointment to me
because I expected more, but it was a well prepared effort. In my
opinion it 1lacked orginality, and the 'nov' image was ncwhere to te
found. Where were all the promises of this nev government that vere
made to the people of Alberta? HWhere ic evidence of action, thrust,
leadership, of which we heard so often. BAlready <=ome <¢f the news
media are referring tc the past government as "always dependable and
providing leadership in good government for many years® unauote. I
vill only say, you can mislead some peorle part of the time but you
can't continue to do it all the time.

As MIA for the Taber-VWarner constituency these past few years,
there are a number of improvements which I have suggested and I have
enfoyed seeing the steady improvement. I, being so persistent, the
former Minister of Highways said to me cn one occasion, that every
time he saw me he thought of Highway 26! T will be happy to try to
project this image to the nev minister, and 1 am sorry he is not in
his place tonight, because T would like to say in the interest of the
south, this highway is important. It 1is also important to the
central and the northern parts of the province to have this road
completed, and especially at the southern section from Taber to
Warner wvhich connects with the hard surface. The basic grade has
been completed with the exception of a fev miles, six or seven, and 1
am delighted with the announcement <cf the new minister which he
released through the PC's annual conventicn at Taber, that Highwvay
36, ¢the section frcm Taber to Warner, would be completed in 1972. I
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wish to thank the hon. minister for this announcement on behalf of
the people of the constituency that I rerresent, even if it did come
from a political party. This road will a saving to all the people of
the south because it is a shorter route to the north and the east --
which industry and tourism will appreciate, T am sure.

It was alsc good news, Mr. Speaker, to learn that the %35
million hog processing plant may be 1lccated at Taber. What a
tremendous stimulation this will be to all engaged in the production
of coarse grains, suprlements and the prcduction of hogs -- adding at
least a thousand new Job opportunities. Should this become a
reality, it would be located on more than 250 acres of land directly
over the wmain sewer 1line, with power and gas near and the entire
operation adjacent to the junction of Highways 36 and 3, which serve
all directionms. This would be a tremendous stimulation to rural
Alberta, and I encourage the hon. Minister of Agriculture and all
others asscciated with the enterprise, tc make it a reality.

%hile rejoicing in the hope of another industry with its new
found market, I'm sorry to report that other areas of production are
not so healthy. As you know we are an agricultural area, and produce
tremendoucly in every field. We're not healthy because of over-
production and the depressed market, The demand for fresh ani
powdered potatoes as I have referred to before, in questioning, is
discouraging to the producer. Some might even experience bankruptcy,
not for lack of produce, as T have menticned, but for having too much
of one kind. Dc members of the Assemtly know that growers in the
factory area vere, in 1671, paid to plough under at least 6580 acres
of potatoes, rather than harvest them, because of the depressed
mar ket for both fresh and pcwdered potatces as well as the imbalance
and lax import regulations for goods corirg into Canada? 1In previous
years we heard stories in this House of the hungry thirties and how
qreat the volume of potatoes was that was duoped into the ocean by
the United States government while thousands of people went hungry.
It was an impressive story and I've heard it several times, and seen
rictures of it. I don*'t kncw to what extent the people of Alberta
vere suffering for lack cf potatoes last fall or are at present, but
T do feel that we could have helped both the grower producer and the
people, if Albertans had been buying Alberta goods instead of bhuying
from Idaho, Washington, Oregon, and California.

Mr. Speaker, we must have a better deal in tariffs for Canada.
For the Assembly's information, there is a qgreat disparity in the
potential trade relation in aqricultural produce between Canada and
the United States. Por example, 850,000 hundred weight of "table
stock potatoes may enter the US from Canada at a tariff cf 37 and 1/4
cents per hundred weight. After that the duty doubles to .75 cents
per hundred weight, which makes it almost prohibitive for us to ship.
At the same time, the US potatoes may enter Canada the vyear round
with no 1limits, without increasing the tariff from 37 and 1/4 cents
ver hundred weight. For your further informaticn, the US guota for
Canadian potatoes includes those shipped to Peru and Puerto Rico --
not Peru, Yust Puerto Rico -- most times, the Maritimes f£fill the
entire 0S quota in this respect. Actually Western Canada benefits
very little from the US market for potatces.

Mr. Speaker, under the existing tariff requlations, we are not
getting a fair deal. Ve must insist on equalization. To achieve
this we wnmust have help from the various provincial departments in
putting pressure on the senior qovernment, as well as an additional
means which T will try and suqgest later. But when processing plants
close in Vauxhall and Taber, (and I understand Taber has already
given notice to the staff), as ¥ menticned before, there will be at
least 200 people unemploved.

Now ¢to continue in another area of agriculture, that is,
vegetable processing, I would like to enlighten the hon. members in
this regqgard. The frozen and canned vegetable industry is shrinking
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in Alberta. Year after year there are fewer acres planted. This is
due to several reasons which are as follcws: The nationalization of
packing rlants in Alberta; more extensive advertising; advertising
campaiqgn in the west for eastern brands; lover freight rates from the
east to the west, not enfoyed in reverse; the absence of Alberta-
packed goods on the shelves of merchtants in the province that are
labelled "Alberta packed". It would appear there is an effort to
vhase out the vegetable processing in Alterta in one way or another.
A real example is when Canada Packers bcught out Alberta Cannina at
Magrath, stripped it of its equipment and offered it for sale.
Cornwall Canning, Mr. Speaker, is owned ty the same company, and if
they continue to reduce their acreaqge and the pack each year, wve
vonder if the same fate will befall the Taber plant. This was the
first successful canning plant in Alberta without government support,
and has had the lcngest successful record. We hope it will continue
for several reasons, and only to @mention a few -- the soil
conditions, the greatest amcunt of suncshine in Canada vper vyear,
irrigation. All helped to produce an excellent produce with heavy
vields.

Southern Alberta does well in row crops. The vield |is
consistent and the quality is excellent. Sugar beet growing and
vegetable production wake a wonderful crop rotation on liaghtly
irrigated soil. Parm and business leaders set up this proqram more
than 40 vears ago. We want it to continue and ask our qovernment to
help us prevent any plan to phase out ¢the vegetable production in
favour of eastern Canadian varieties, which take advantage of the
lover freight rates coming west and undersell our Alberta products.

A survey was taken by the vegetable growers cf southern Alberta,
and it was discovered that, on a given day, certain canned vegetables
processed in eastern Canada vere selling in Lethbridge at less than
at the place of origin, which was at 1least 2,000 nmiles from
Lethbridgqge. This is only accomplished by a 1large national
advertising attraction, as well as reduced freight rates operating in
favonr of castern goods which the west does nct eniov.

Mr. Speaker, the situation is =<serious and deserves our full
consideration. If we really want a united Canada, ve should try and
get rid of these inequalities. Let us continually point out the
disparities which discriminate against the west and recommend a
change which would result in qreater prosperity and a more unified
attitude as Canadians.

T was impressed with the hon. Minister of Ajriculture todav,
when he said we can helr imrrove markets for Alberta goods. I'm in
full accord with that and T believe that we should have started it
long aqo.

Products of various kinds produced in Alberta, would endoy
greater patronage if there was a program sparked by the Departments
of Industry and perhaps Agriculture, shich wculd compile a list of
Alberta~produced goods bearing the 1label f*Alberta made‘. I then
suqgest, in addition to that, a unified program, or a souped-uo
program, for the people of Alberta to buy Alberta produce. Members
of the House may be interested to know that canned goods in the
southern canneries are not labelled Alberta, but ¢they are 1labelled
McDonald's Consolidated, B.C. We do not object to this labelling,
tut we feel that Alberta should be included for identification to
assist patronage of goods gqrewn and produced by Albertans.
Remembering the words of the minister tcday, T add this to it -- what
Alberta makes, makes Alberta. I am suggesting, buy Alberta goods.

I endorse the decentralization of industry to towvwns of rural
Alberta, vherever adaptable. By this T mean, vhere essential
services are available, or can be made e€asy, where people of the area
have an interest in the project and scme know-how tc bhelp the
industry succeed.



Alternate page number, consecutive for the 17th Legislature, 1st Session:
page 466

9-76 ALBFRTA HANSARD March 14th 1972

With respect to social develcpment and social assistance, I have
another suqgestion for that. Perhaps it's not new, perhaps they're
intending to include it, but I believe the role of government is to
help people help themselves. This could te accomplished in so many
vays, especially in the area of social assistance. Those able to
work should be given meaningful work to do. T feel strongly that
costs and abuses will continue to mount until the entire program is
decentralized to the local authority to screen service-development-
vorkout-programs convenient for the needy. As I mentioned, for those
vho can work, there are plenty of things for them to do. Fxcluding
the cities (I kncw very 1little about them), the present regional
administration program is too far from the people it tries to help --
vho need help. It demands too much of a social worker's time in
travel and too much parer work to depend on the applicant's answers
and gquestions -- applicants whom he likely will not check on again
for a year. 1Is there any wonder there are abuses? However, the
picture would change if it vere administered on the local level or
through the health unit, with responsible, experienced people in
charqge.

Br. Speaker, much has been said abcut saving the family farm -and
the family business. You don't have to be farmers to try to get your
children to take your business if it's thriving. They're begging for
it. If Canadians in general would convince the senior government
that the vproblem in cCanada is inflation, that everything we eat,
vear, use in a marketatle ccndition continues to increase except for
that which is produced on the farm. TIf this point was impressed and
necessary action taken, the family farm will save itself. Rverybody
likes to get ount in the open, and esrecially those who have been
raised on a farm. They love it, And I'11 say again that the family
farm will take care of itself if farming is made profitable. Right
now, it's been far frcm it, for a long time.

I'd 1like to say, in conclusion, a little bit about people and
the environment. Peorle and industry are mainly responsible for the
pollution, we are told, of streams,. rivers, lakes and eventually the
ocean. Since this is an accepted fact nov, and the levels of purity
are being established, it is hoped that we will gradually restore and
surpass levels of purity in the past. Put this year, 1I've been
concerned about the amcunt of snowvw around, and the amount of run-off,
and vet no provision has been made to ccntrol the terrific
floodwaters ¢that will be running to waste that we could be saving.
Let us also keep in rind, as we are thinking about ¢this, that
dilution reduces pollution when streams are kept to ample rate levels
of flow. This constant level of flov can be established by the
construction of control dams on the waterways. Too many of our
rivers are without such controls, running in flood conditions during
the spring and early summer; the remainder of the year at rates of
flov far below the needed rate to assist 1in ¢the abatement of
pollution. A vprise example will be this yvear, I'm sure, when the
record flow of the 014 Man River will reach flood conditions in
southern Alberta. Purity records would rise sharply on this river
and improve water conditions, lowering the treatment costs to all the
tovns and cities frcm the Crow's Nest Pass to Medicine Hat, if at
least one dam was constructed to control the €flow of the 014 Man
River and stop the waste of wvater. This vyear, will really, I
suppose, be a record because of the amount of snov that has fallen in
the mountains and the amount of sSnow ttat has fallen in the southern
part of Alberta.

I avpreciate the opportunity cf bringing these thoughts of my
constituency to the attention of the wmembers of the Llegislature.
Here is vhere we can beccme informed about every part of the province
of Alberta. And as we consider projects, as we consider budgets, as
we consider the Throne Speech, and as we consider every constituency
and svery member's problems in the Legislature, I hope that they will
give some consideration tc the Taber warning. Thank you, Nr.
Speaker.
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DR. HORNER:

Mr. Speaker, I think it's about time we dealt with this
amendment. And Y would like to put our rcsition forward very clearly
in relation to the speech of the hon. Memter for Drumheller, and that
vandering monoloque we got from ¢the hen. Member for Clover Bar.
We're really very pleased on this side of the House that in fact he
can make a speech, because in the fcur vyears when he was a
backbencher, and I use that word advisedly in relation to the former
government who never heard from him. . . And that may be part of the
reason we heard from him today, Mr. Speaker, in relation %o this
amendment that has bteen moved by the hon. Member for Drumheller. 1
vant to say to both hon. gentlemen that T resent particularly the
lanquage of the amendment. When you start talking about misusing
public funds then it would seem to me that the hon. member should
either put up or be willing to put something else up in response to
it.

Initially, Mr. Speaker, 1I'd 1like to qfust put on the record a
little editorial from the Red Deer Advocate that T think kind of sums
it up rather nicely. The heading c¢cf the editorial is "Out!
Remember! Good grief! 7Is there anything as unreaconable as a Socred
ocut of Office?"

For days 1in the Legislature southern Alberta Socted MLA's have
been howling because they have been left cff government task forces,
named to examine half a dozen provincial problems. 1If the Socreds
were smart they'd establish their cwn task forces to propose
solutions to any problem they can identify; that is what an
opposition is for. Reasonable cooperaticn, ves, but Albertans handed
direct recsronsibility for coming up with nev answers to the Tories,
not the Socreds. The responsibility they agave the Socreds was that
of making sure that the Tory ideas -- nct the formation cf them, but
rather the presentation of them -- passes hard scrutiny.

Surely, Mr. Speaker, the hon. Memter for Crumheller has been in
the Legislature for a fair length of tire. We really feel sorry that
he and the other aspirant to leadership on that side who seconded the
motion, failed to take advantage of their position in relation to
MLA's when they had government for 36 vears. I can recall coming in
here, Mr. Speaker, into this legislature and into this tuilding, ani
was avppalled at the +treatment that MLA's vwere gqgiven, and the
treatment that this legislature was given. They called ¢them into
session, Mr. Speaker, for a six-week session in the late winter, and
everything was wrapred up in six weeks and there weren't very many
night sessions. Unfortunately, there weren't very many peofle in
opposition in those days.

MR. SPEAKER:
Is the hon. minister speaking on the amendment?
DR. HORNER:

Very much so, Mr. Speaker. T'm speaking directly to the
amendment. As a matter of fact, Mr. Speaker, I hadn't intended to
get into the Throne Sreech debate at all until this amendment came
alona.

When they talk about an amendment which accuses the government
of misusing government funds, then to me, Mr. Speaker, the whole role
of the MLA comes into question. The whcle role of what they did as a
government with reqard to the MLA comes into question because out of
that lack of doing anything, ve ncvw have an amendment. As an
editorial writer says: “"Good gqgrief! Is there anything as
unreasonable as a Socred out of office?"



Alternate page number, consecutive for the 17th Legislature, 1st Session:
page 468

9-78 ALBERTA HANSARD March 14th 1972

You know the real vproblem, Mr. Speaker, is that they are not
quite used to the idea that they are now the Opposition - that we in
fact have the responsibility for formulating policy in this province,
and that we as a government say that we are a government of forty-
eight members of this legislature, and we intend to keep it that way.

Por the hon. Member for Clover Bar tc mouth words like 'immoral!
and high sounding cther rhrases that he just found out about I am
sure - I want to say to him very directly that he is here on sort of
sufference because his constituents almost turfed him out ¢the last
time.

The ability of this present government to save money by using
MLA's surely has to be fairly fantastic, and the scrapping of some of
the 0ld war-horse commissions to which the former gcvernment was sort
of committed (in appcinting their former cabinet colleagues and
having a nice sinecure) investigating the tax situaticn in Alperta
with an initial hudqet of scmething 1like a quarter of a million
dollars. That work is now going to be done by a task force for about
a tenth of the cost, and a far better jotr is goina to be done.

Mr. Speaker, there is no way, there is just no way that the hon.
Member for Drumheller can defend that previous Royal Conmmission or
whatever it was he appcinted his buddies to, and then say to us that
we are misusing government funds by saving the government two hundred
thousand dcllars.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!
DR. HORNER:

Surely - surely - well, that's a fact, Mr. Speaker, and the hon.
member will have lots of opportunity to examine ¢the estimates and
then sit in Public Accounts and examine them as well. And I hope
that he will, because he may get some of that education that he has
lacked in the last few yvears.

There seems to be some lack of hearing in reqard to hon. members
opposite, Mr. Speaker. They seem to have failed to have heard the
voice from Stettler announce pretty clearly and very specifically
that the people in the Stettler constituency increased their support
for this government, in spite of the distortions, in spite of all of
the ranting and raving that my Lhon. friend for Drumheller 4did down
ther= on everything from one to another, and I could go on at great
length on that. As a matter of fact I have in my desk a copy of the
famous advertisement that they ran in the Stettler by-election which
vas nothing but a collection of distorticns and untruths with which
they tried to mislead the people of Alterta. I say that directly,
without any fear cf contradiction.

And Y might say, Mr. Speaker, that the people of Stettler are
not gqoing to be misled by the kind of distcrtion that the hon. Member
for Drumlteller is well kncwn for. They showed that during the
election.

fInterjections)

Well, ¢the hon. Member for Drurheller can go on and try anAd
distort as he likes to do in relation to these things, bhtut I would
suggest to him that if he wants to beccme knowledgealtle in his new
role in opposition that he should spend bhis time - and they should
spenl their ¢time - in their own task forces using some of the money
that is allocated to the Leader of the Crrosition's office, to do the
kind of work that the editor of the Red Deer Advocate suggests that
they do. There is no restriction on how they can 1look after their
expenses in that office, and T would suggest, Mr. Speaker, that this
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amendment is just totally unacceptable to the gcvernment. We reject
it completely - we refect the lanquage in it. We say to them, they
are in oppcsition; 1let them grov up and start to be one, and give us
some constructive thoughts in this 1legislature instead of this
nonsense that they try to pull in this ranner.

MR, WILSON:

Mr. Speaker, I would 1like to address myself strictly to this
amendment.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Question, question?
MR. SPEAKER:
order, please.
MR, WILSON:

Mr. Speaker, I would like to address my remarks strictly to the
amendment.

Mr. Speaker, task force members may be within the limit of the
lav, but people who have invoiced the legislative Clerk's office for
reimbursement of expenses know full well, if they have a conscience
at all, that they are accepting funds fcr work that they were elected
to do in the first place. They knew what the pay was for Legislative
Assembly members when they ran as candidates, and they had no
business running if they were not prerared to serve without looking
for additional funds, even before the first session wvas called.

Now there are several ‘'outs' for those vhose conscience is
bothering them - the most drastic of which would be a disclaimer or
resignation. Section 51 of The Legislative Assembly Act says; "For
each Session of the Legislative Assembly that is first bheld in any
vear, there shall be pay to each member of the Legislative Assembly
attending the Session (a) a sessional irdemnity allowance of $u,800
and (b) an expense allovance of $2,400 fcr expenses incidental to the
discharge of his duties as a Member of the legislative Assembly". I
submit, Sir, that task force work is incidental to the carrying out
of their duties. It doesn't say the Lougheed team members shall bte
paid nmore. It says $2,400 shall be paid to each member. TIn my
opinion, Mr. Speaker, extra vpayment for task force expenses
constitutes immoral, political chicanery.

Mr. Speaker, I fear this government is more interested in public
relations than people. There are no back benchers in the Llougheed
team.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:

Right!

MR. WILSON:

I'm glad vou all agree for you have the euphemisms front row,
niddle row and tor rovw; in my opinion a tetter name for ¢the latter
tvo would be the expense account row.

MR. HYNDMAN:

Mr. Speaker, on a point of order, T believe that television
doesn't start until tomorrow, perhaps tte hon. gentleman --
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MR, WILSON:

Mr. Speaker, Y beq leave to adjourn the detate.
SOME HON. MEMBERS:

No, no.
MR. STROM:

on a point of crder, this man has made a request for the
adjournment of the detate. He is being taunted by the @rembers from
the other side that the TV wasn't on. He's taking them at their word
and now they won't stand by their word. 1T say that he has a right to
move ¢the adjournment of the debate and they have to respect it, in
view of the statements they dqust made.

MR.- SPEAKER:

I am prepared to put the question on the adjournment of the
debate, although I have doubt as to whether it's in order, since the
rules require ¢that there must be some intermediate proceedings. It
also states that a speech is not an intermediate proceeding. Now I
realize the matter is of some doubt, at least it is to those who have
had more experience in the House than I've had, but I'm prepared if
the House wishes to put the question.

MR. STROM:

Just speaking to the pcint of order. I would suggest that we are
in a state of confusion, because what were ve discussing? T ask you,
Mr. Speaker, to rule vhether we were discussing the Throne Speech,
the main Throne Speech debate or whether or in fact we vwere
discussing the amendment. 1 suggest ¢to you ¢that what we were
discussing at the time that there was a refusal of adjournment, Vwvas
the Throne Speech, not the amendment, and if you are going to make
that ruling, sir, I suggest to you then that the ruling must be that
we must conclude the Throne Speech Debate tonight.

MR. SPEAKRER:

I don't know of any authority which would require us to conclude
the Throne Speech debate tonight instead of on Friday afternoon, but
the amendment, I should say in passing, will have to be put no later
than 5 o'clock tomorrcw, under the rules.

Now dealing with the question of whether we have teen speaking
to the amendment, there is no question at all ¢that the rules as
pointed out by the hon. Member for Drumheller, require that debate
following the moving of an amendment must be confined strictly to the
amendment. I mentioned at the time the point was raised that that
vas my understanding of the rule and indicated some willingness to
apply it. The hon. member, however, if I may, vithout causing
debate, took the position as I understocd it, that he was nmerely
raising the rule for the information of the House. Since it was not
invoked with respect to any of the three speeches which followed, I
did not apply the rule, but I agree that it may get us into a bad
precedent, and shculd not be taken as a precedent. T would therefore
suggest to hon. members that in the continuation of the debate on the
amendment, we should, in fact, follow the rule and might I also refer
hon. members to Annotation 170 in Beauchesne.

MR. TAYLOR:

Mr. Speaker, on the point of order in regard to the adjournment,
if the intervening speeches were not an item of business, it woulAd
really mean that we cculd nct adjourn tonight, because that is all we
are qoing to have is sreeches on the Speech from the Throne; the very
fact that a member continued to speak for five minutes constitutes
intervening business. And cn that point I would suggest that last
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night we agreed to the adjournment atout 10:15; surely to goodness
the government will nowv agree to an adjcurnment of our member at
11:00 p.m.

MR, SPEAKER:

Has the hon. member leave to move the adjournment cf the House.
All those in favour say *Aye' and those orposed say 'No'. I declare
the 'Noes' to have it.

I am sorry I intended to say the adjournment of the debate
rather than the adjournment of the House.

MR. WILSON:

Mr. Speaker, the devious expense accounts for Tory backbenchers
working on so-called task forces, is an insult ¢to the citizens of
Alberta, 1 submit, in view of the corcerns which they expressed in
their Speech from the Throne. The speech rroclaims a policy of open
qovernment, but we learn that the results of the extra money paid to
these peorle to do what they were elected to do, vill not 1likely be
made available tec the public. I can only suspect that their reports
will serve, sir, as Tory press releases and promises for the next
election. Meanvhile, we will Just have to look at it as 25 more
names on the welfare roles.

Mr. Speaker, this is a shameless system that has been set up =--
that amounts to a raise in pay for some members of this 1legislature.
I am unalterably crrosed to the taxpayvers of Alberta having to pay
for research for the Progressive Conservative Party. It is a
flaunting of the traditional csystem of derocracy in Alberta.

Prior to the election, ¢the 1lougheed team promised open
qovernment with no fat. Since the government was elected on August
30th, the Lougheed team has expanded the Cabinet, they have increased
pay for the Ministers Without ©Portfclio, ¢they have hired more
executive assistants, and nov delivered a sugar pill to Tory
backbenchers.

MR. BENOIT:

Mr. Speaker, I had not intended to speak any more on this
principle, than what had already been said in the Legislature before,
nor had I intended to speak on the amendment tonight, until some of
the remarks and actions that have been produced at this rpoint.

The hon. Member for Edmonton Norwcecd said that we would be naive
if we considered that the things spoken by the hon. memters of the
qovernment side of the House, were only a mouthing of words and not
things to be put intc action. But I wonder when I see the actions
and hear some of the things that have teen done tonight, whether or
not she may have been mistaken.

when I see the hon. members suggest that we cannot close the
debate and then two minutes later sixteen members from that side ao
out of the House, this indicates to me something that they really
don't mean. They want to continue the detate, And somethina more, 1
think that wvhen the hon., Minister of Agriculture took the editorial
from the Red Deer Advocate, there is nothing in the Red TCeer Advocate
that one could take that much exception tc. The Red Deer Advocate is
not talking about wvhat we are talking atcut at all in ¢the amendment
and the Speaker of the House did well tc raise the question whether
the hon. member was sreaking on the amerdment or not. The amendment
has to do with the money that is being paid and to the princirles of
the caucus committees, and so it is nc wcnder that hon. wmembers in
the bottcm row, and the middle row, and the top rowv found it
necessary to thump their desks hard in order to bolster their courage
in trvinag to twist the situation. The Advocate has missed the boat
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completely and they wvere trying to drum up some courage by taking a
reading cf it.

Now the hon. member said that we weren't used to being in
opposition, and insofar as I'm concerned, T think he is right, we're
not used to it yet, but T think we'll get used to it just as quickly
as hon. members on the cther side get uced to being in government,
probably <cooner. There 1is a great sense cf responsibility that
accrues to being in the government as well as a privilege, and I
think that probatly the discussion on the Bill of Rightes later, will
bring that up.

Now, HMr. Speaker, I simply vanted to stand up in my place, and
say that it*s one thing to say something, and its another thing to
really mean it. Sometimes in this House we get wragped up in our
enthusiasm and the 0ld human nature shows through; T hope that it
wvon't show through too far.

I mentioned earlier that I had an uneasy feeling that there was
a distinction bejng made between governsent members and opposition
members, and I believe that we are having more and mcre grounds to
believe that this is the case. Unfortunately, there is a distinction
being made between representatives, rand it is at the taxpaver's
expense, and Y for one will have to stand in my place when the time
comes 1in support of the amendment that has been made tonight. Thank
you, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKEFR:
The hon. Member for Spirit River-Fairview,
MR. NOTLEY:

Mr. Speaker, in speaking ¢to this amendment, I must say that
during the course of this lLegislature, there will be many times when
T will sbtarply differ with my colleaques on this side of the House,
but in respect to the amendment which is rroposed tonight, I want to
say that I am very prcud to support it. I believe that the proposal
as enunciated by the government is a dangerous precedent =-- a
precedent that will in fact make ¢two classes of mermbers in this
House, and Mr. Speaker, the hon. Minister of Agriculture can carry on
with all his very consideratle eloquence, but as I look across this
country, as I look at cther legislatures, as I look at the parliament
of Canada, I see no precedent whatscever to justify paying caucus
members of a political party in government for research for work that
they do in the form of caucus committees.

Mr. Speaker, this is really a very very important point. 1It's
all well and good to talk about beingd a qovernment of 48 members.
We've heard that every government in Canada claims to be a government
composed of all its members on the government cside of the House. And
other qovernments in Canada are eaqually sincere in involving their
backhenchers in the rcle of forming the rulse., Nowhere, nowvhere is
there a precedent for this propositicn of paying members for their
work in caucus ccmmittees, and Mr. Speaker, this oproposal is
completely inconsistent with our parliamentary system as I understand
it anywhere in Canada, anyvhere in the Britisk Commonwealth of
Nations.

Mr. Speaker, even the <suagestion that we should categorize
members between government members who are backbenchers, and members
of the oprosition, in my view is an insult to the voters who returned
opposition members to this legislature. Regardless of what the
government may think cf the opposition members in this House, it has
an obligation to respect the people who have returned us to this
Legislature.
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Mr. Speaker, what dAdisturbs me even more when I hear the hon.
Minister of Agriculture speak, is an arparent failure to understand
that the government has every right to expect their back bench
members to work and provide information to that government. The role
of the opposition in our parliamentary system is just as important as
the government's and that caucus ccomittees €for the official
opposition, or for that matter, the great amount of work that I do as
an individual member should be recognized too. I find it rather hard
to understand why the government doesn't recognize this. And I find
it hard to understand why the hon., Minister of Aqriculture doesn't
understand it either, or dcesn't seem tc understand it. If I recall
the history of this ccuntry, one of the reasons that the Lliberal
Government which was elected in 1935 and wvas soundly defeated in 1957
by Mr. Diefenbaker -- one of the reasonc they were soundly defeated,
was because they forgot the role of the official opposition and the
importance of that role in a parliamentary system of government. One
of the reasons that ¢the hon. Minister of Agriculture was so
successful in his early entry into politics in this province and in
Canada, was because he was in a party led by a great parliamentarian
such as Mr. Diefenbaker, who, while ¢this government nmay not
understand the role of the opposition, he did.

I can understand proposals made to enlarge the function of
members of this lLegislature. Had the gcvernment said that we will
appoint an all-party legislature committee, Mr. Speaker, to examine
how we could enlarge the responsibilities of members of this
legislature, then I could have risen in my rlace and I could have
supported that government. T could have supported that oproposition,
because I think we are all concerned abcut making sure that the
individual members of this Legislature, irrespective cf what side
they happen to sit on, rlay a meaningful role in the determination of
government policy and in the determination of those acts, those bills
and those 1laws which will gquide ¢the lives of the peorle of this
province.

Mr. Speaker, there is no proposal abcut an all party legislative
committee to examine enlarging the responsibilities of the individual
members. Instead, we have a govennment which comes in and says
"ye're going to give cur own members more responsibility." Then they
get rather annoyed when they take a blindly partisan apgroach in the
first place, Mr. Speaker, and as a consequence of the partisanship,
revoke a partisan recspense of this side ¢f the legislature.

Mr. Speaker, may I simply close by saying this? T believe that,
at this very important time in Alberta's history, when we have a new
government, a government ¢that is talking about new directions,
perhaps they should stop for just awvhile and ponder what ¢they're
doing, and consider whether it wouldn't be more prudent, whether it
wouldn't be more in keeping with the tyre of government that they
talk about if ¢they set aside this outrageous proposal, and perhaps
consider the appointment, as I suqgest, cf a legislative conmmittee
jtself, to study enlarqing the role of individual members on both
sides.

I close, Mr. Speaker, by remindinrqg mv hon. friends across this
Assembly, that during the campaign, a qreat deal wvas said about
people before party. Perhaps, when they assess their response on
this issue, 8r. Speaker, they should consider that slcgan, and if
they do, then ¢they'll drcp this ridiculous nonsense and wvwe can all
get on with the job of deciding collectively how we can make this
Legislature work in the interests of all Albertans.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. Member for Edmonton Strathccna.
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MR. KOZIAK:

Thank vyou, Mr. Speaker. I hadn't intended to enter into the
debate on the amendment, howvever, T feel that T must in view of the
comments made by a couple cf the gentlemen opposite. The suggestion
that there is no precedent for these payments I find revolting in
view of the contents of The Legislative Assembly Act. There are
provisions in the Legislative Assembly Act, Section 14, which read as
follows =-- T feel that for the benefit of the members of this House,
this Section should be read,

"Notwithstanding any other provision of this Act, a member of the
Legislative Assesktly (a) serving cn a commission or committee
appointed either by the 1leqgislative Assembly or by the
lieutenant Governor in Council, or (b) serving as a delegate to
any meeting of the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association may be
paid such sum of mcney for travelling expenses and subsistance
in connection therewith as the lLieutenant Governor in Council
deems proper. And the receipt of any such money does not render
that member ineligible to be a memter."

Now the suggestion that the actions of the members on task
forces vho have incurred expenses and whc reguest reimbursement of
these expenses is immoral, is contrary to the legislation of this
Assembly passed some yvears back. There ics further provision in the
act, the suqgestion, of course, that the members of this Assembly are
paid a sescsional indemnity rlus expenses of $2800 for the work which
they've performed in the function of elected representatives, and the
suggestion that they are limited to the receint of those funds is
also contrary to a further section of the act, Section 59 which
provides for the payment to the members of the Legislative Assembly
vho sit on 1legislative committees. There is provision there for a
reimbursement of expenses, plus a payment of $25.00 per day in
additional indemnity for the business cf the committee. There is a
further provision in the act which, in a <sense, discriminates,
because as a member of this Llegislative Assembly representing a
constituency which is rart of the City of Edmonton, I am not entitled
to reczive the $15.00 per day expense allowvance over and above the
$2400.00 provided that perhaps a member from Drumheller might receive
and I do not. Row, I don't begrudge them that figqure. T don't
beqrudge him the $15.00 because he lives cut of town. He deserves
it. He expends that money in coming tc this Assembly to represent
the peorle cf his constituency. ’

Now I feel that I can take part in this debate because my name
appears on two of the task forces; the task force dealing with
manpower training and retraining, and the task force on agriculture.
Mr. Speaker, I have taken part in ¢the deliberations of both task
forces. I have spent a lot of time and a lot of effort on both task
forces, and the time that I have spent, the effort that I have spent
does not permit me to make any claim fcr an expense allovance. My
name does not appear on any claims for exrenses as a result of any of
the wvork which I have performed on any of those task committees, nor
am I entitled to receive any expenses or allovances as a result of my
wvork on those ¢two committees, because T have not incurred any. I
have perforred work without incurring exrenses, and the reason that
no expenses have been incurred by myself is because I'm a resident of
the City of Bdmonton. There are members of this Assembly, who, in
the performance of ¢their duties on these task forces must incur
expenses, because they do not reside in the City of Edmonton, in the
same sense that the Legislative Assembly Act provides for the $15.00
a day additional expense allovance to thcse members of this Assembly
that reside outside the City of Fdmcnton.

I feel ¢that the amendment that's been raised and some of the
arquments that have been proposed are strictly a tempest in a teapot.
I ¢think that if the gentlemen opposite are sincere in the comments
they made earlier in the debate on the original motion cn the Speech
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from thte Throne, that they wish to be a constructive opposition and
not obstruct the business of this House, that perhaps they will agree
with me that the suagestions raised by some of the hon. members
opposite and some of their speeches on tte particular agendment are
nothing more than a tempest in a teapot.

MR. FARRAN:

Mr. Speaker, 7Y rise on a point cf privilege. And my point is
that T believe my honour has been impugned, and impugned on a false
premise. These characters on the cther cide are probatly engaged in
a put-on, but T want to make quite certain that other pecple are not
taken in by this put-on. They've insinuated that I have in fact
received pay. This is my point. 1I've got to explain --

MR. LUDWIG:

Point of order! On a point of order; point of privilege is not
a point of debate. The hon. member is cut of order in debating on a
point --

MR. FPAFRRAN:

I've qot to explain -- they've insinuated that I have received
pay - T must explain., . otherwise ycu dcn't knov what you've done or
do you? Mr. Speaker, it is a point of rrivilege. You should ¥now.

MR. SPEAKER:

Oorder, please. I wculd suggest to the hon. memters that they
allow the member some latitude in statirq his pcint of privilege.

MR. FARRAN:

I'11 tell vyou the facts then., You have insinuated that T have
received pay as chairman of a task force, and I tell ycu that's a
lie. You probably know it's a lie, but rerhaps you are incapable of
adding up or distinguishing between out-of-rpocket expenses and vpay.
My out-of-pocket expenses -- and I've been working full time since
September -- have been around 400 bucks. For two months I had to pay
a stenoqrapher out of my own pocket; I've had to take various bodies
to lunch for which I have not been reimbursed -- 1including the
Alberta Health Insurance Commission -- when we wvere fiquring out the
cost of relieving senior citizens of Medicare premiums. I've done a
full time job; I've had to sell my business. This experience may be
enriching and rewvarding --

MR. SPEAKER:

order, please! Oorder please. 1 wonder if the hon. nmember
would state the point c¢f privilege and try to avoid the appearance of
debate.

MR. FARRAN:

Alright. Well just to clarify this last bit, I'11 tell you that
this enriching and rewvarding experience has not been enriching and
revarding in the sense they insinuate.

MR. LUDWIG:

Mr. Speaker, in rising to say a few words on this amendment T
must state in reference tc the remarks of the hon., HMinister of
Agqriculture that there's only one thing worse than an oprosition that
can't realize that it is no longer in the government, and that is, a
government that cannot realize that it has a responsibility to the
people of this prcvince.
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I wonder what the hon. Mr. Diefentaker would sav in the House of
Commons if the Liberals tried to pull off a stunt 1like this. It
would be interesting. He'd blast thenm all to wherever they belong.
And the more I listen to this debate and exchange across the Flcor
here, I'm beginning to feel there is a very major difference between
the standards and the morality of the Social Crediters and the
Tories, and that is a major difference that will be remembered in the
days to come.

I'm not as lost as the hon. Minister of Agriculture usually is.
I have a talk here, Mr. Speaker, that I prepared, not with relation
to this 1issue, but it's very much on roint. I prepared this talk
eight years ago but it deals with morality in politics and I think
that it*'s time that it was given to the hcn. members opposite because
they have forqotten what faith the peorle placed in them, and it's up
to us to let the people know what is happening. And under this topic
that I vrote quite some time ago, and which is so appropriate today
seeing whe's opposite us here -- here is the vay this thing reads:

"This is a vast subqect that could not be adequately dealt with
in a short speech. However -- flaughter)

MR. SPEARER:

order, please! Does the hon, member propose to read the speech?
MR. LUDWIG:

T intend to quote from it, Mr. Speaker.

"Morality, politics and ethics tave been a subiect of many
speeches and much vwriting for a great number of years, and
although I do not hope to add anything newv to the issue, Y hope
that I can bring -~

fInterjections)
MR. LODWIG:

Mr. Speaker, I am entitled to proceed, and the hon. members
treat morality in politics very 1liqghtly, which is another basic
distinction between them and us.

"I hope I can bring to your attention some of the factors
required to be taken into consideration in the decision which a
public representative is obliged to make. Rousseau made this
remark -- "Those who would treat politics and morality apart
will pever understand the one or the other."

I believe that that is a problem that the government of the hon,
Premier Louqheed and his colleaques is having difficulty with. It's
a matter of what standards you subscribe to. They feel it's all
right to get elected to office and appoint a great number of people
to run around retrieving information. It has to be remembered that
they are all members of a political party, and I wmust say, HNr.
Speaker, in this House that I don't trust this kind of a setup -- to
qo around and tell us that they are actirg in the best interests of
the people. As other members have expressed, I believe that they are
acting in the interests of the Ccnservative ©Party, and they are
entitled to do that, but they are not entitled to receive pay for it.
Now they are entitled to their opinion and I'm expressing mine.

I believe that we require in this Hcuse a constant vigilance on
behalf of the public to assure the people of this province that this
qovernment will behave in keeping with the trust placed in it. There
are a number of responsibilities of the rerson vho is elected, but I
would 1like ¢to deal with what I believe explains my position on this
issue very briefly, and is cn point with what is happening here.
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"Innate integrity is certainly a tasic critericn for public
office."™ And I am saying, Mr. Speaker, that what is happening here -
what the Tories are doing, dces not fall into the classification of
'innate inteqrity.!

"Gross dishonesty is less the probler than the steady erosion of
ethics by pressure and demands frcm qrouos, and local pressure,
and from a political party. There is at present considerable
expression of orinion as to whether we need a legislative code
of ethics or whether the individual conscience is a sufficient
quide."

And I am sayving if the hon. Premier and his colleaques are so
obsessed with caucus committees that they have made a very good point
perhaps to set up cne more to see if they can bring down a code of
ethics for the government.

"Y believe that there is a need for a rededication and a
redeclaration c¢f those things we stand for in order that we can
rise to higher rlateaus and not tackslide to lower standards by
treating lightly even the slightest deviation from the straight
and narrow on the part of our elected representatives."

I believe that this is advice that they will have to listen to
either in the House or out of the House, and as the hon. Member for
Spirit River-Fairview stated, that perhaps the hon. Premier can stand
up and disrlay a bit of magnanimity and withdraw from a situation
that would prove very embarrassing to him.

"It is only through knowledge of cne's responsibilities to the
public and the application of a high standard of ethics in the
dischargqe of one's duties in public office that confidence in
human decency and human dignity vwill be preserved."

And I am saying that it almost appears to be that a new moralitvy
has come into this House, and the public has to be defended. It is
the responsibility of the members o¢n ¢this side of the House to
express their opinions even though theyvy dcn't agree with us opposite.
We are entitled to do it. We are doing it here, and Mr. Speaker, we
will do it outside the House until the hon. the Premier sees the
error of his cowmitment and backs down, as he has been requested to
do.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
MR. WERRY:

Mr. Speaker, I was very interested in the remarks from the hon.
Member for Calgary Mountain View tonight in that he wvaited eight
years while he sat as a government member and ignored, in that eight
vears, the subject of morality. All of a sudden he happens to stand
up and say: "Mr. Speaker, I just harren to have a speech with me
toniqht cn morality." I think it was very timely, but I ¢think
tonight wvwe have witnessed a political exercise in this Assembly.
There have been accusations thrown and bandied about and Y ¢think it
has been an exercise in futility, It has been petty and nit-picking
and T would suspect that it is merely party Jealousy on the other
side. Because they had 36 vyears to use their government members
effectively, and because this government has found a way, all of a
sudden their noses are out of joint, Mr. Speaker. You know, MNr.
Speaker, they sound like a bunch of spoilt brats and scmebody should
take them out and spank them.

Surely they can find scmething that they can debate that is more
relevant and of more significance in Alterta at this time, than the
subject they wish to pick on tonight, 1In talking about immorality,
Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the hon. members witness what we
have had to do as a government in the past six months sitting in the
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Executive Council, in having to pass $6S wmillion worth of special
varrants for what aprear to be budget estimates for this year, that
were prepared last yvear. 7Tt would appear that a fair portion of that
$65 million appears to have been deliberately underestimated.

MR. SPEAKER:

order please! I think ¢that if I may make an observation; on
toth sides of the House we have this evening ccme rather close to the
limits c¢f vparliamentary lanquage and isputing motives to members on
the opposite side of the House, and I say in all sincerity that we
should attempt to withdraw from that borderline and get back into an
area where we are certain that the lanquage is parliamentary and that
we should not be imputing the motives of hon, members on one side
against hon. members on the other side c¢f the House.

MR. WERRY:

Now, Mr. Speaker, we'll deal with the question that was raised
by the hon. member for Spirit River-Pairview, He talks about a pay
increase; the hon. member for Calgary Pow says that there is a raise
in pay. T think it's been clearly demcnstrated tonight, Mr. Speaker,
that this is merely to pay for those cut-of-pocket expenses that are
incurred ty members whc are working on committees and I would like to
point out, Mr. Speaker, that these committees will be bringing in
reports that will be of direct btenefit tc all the citizens of this
province.

For four years we sat on the other side and vatched the previous
administration solving their problems. Their way cf solving them was
to appoint study after study after study and none of these studies
vas ever implemented.

Now in respect to the hon. member vho seconded this amendment
tonight, Mr. Speaker, I think I would like to point out to him that
when ve campaigned in Auqust it was on 2 platform. First of all we
identified the problems and we called them challenges. The second
point was the new directions that this government would take if they
vere elected to office. Those new directions would not be
implemented overnight, bu¢ it would be a four year ongoing program
that ve would welcome to meet the challenges of this diverse province
over thte four vears that we will have the pleasure of representing
this province, and for many more years to come.

MR. COORSON:

Mr. Speaker, as a nev member ¢tc this Assembly, I have been
rather disarpointed in some of the apprcaches that the menmbers of the
opposition have taken in less than two veeks. It certainly indicates
to me the lack of originality that the fcrmer government had, and
also clearly indicates why they are the fcrmer qovernment.

T want ¢to speak to the hon. Member for Spirit River-Fairview,
vho sugqested that this covld be a precedent, and I wvant to assure
him ¢that our new government will be setting a lot more precedents
before tooc long.

What wve are asking your acceptance of, is to te given sonme
compensation for expenses, out-of-pocket expenses, which we will
incur, some of us more than others, outside of our constituencies. I
think if you do scme calculatina, those members of the Assenmtly
opposite, each of us, and I include vyou people, we are each
responsible for atout %17 million a vear, if you divide by the total
volume c¢f money ¢that has to be handled in this province. I don't
think that any corporaticn would ever exrect its members to disburse
this amount of money or funds without scme reasonable compensation,
We're asking merely for expenses., Many cf us are members who have
small families. We are asked to go into cutlying constituencies. ¥We
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are asked to sit on these special committees, and T think that even
at the local government level, it wvould be highly unusual, and I have
spent some time in local government, that expense and cut-of-pocket
money would not be acceptable to the reople. And I think that we
have spent sufficient time debating this roint. And I think I speak
for the members on this side, that we are prepared to let the people
decide vhether we're right or we're wrong, and we will not leave it
entirely to the wisdcm, or lack of wisdcm, of the former gcvernment.

MR. DRAIN:

There was ore thing about this debate that I enjoyed very much,
wvas the hon. Minister of Aqriculture relegating himself tack to the
role of orrosition House Leader. This at least made it worthwhile.

No one disputes the right of this government, which was duly
elected and given a mandate by the people of Alberta, to govern and
thus fulfil <their functions, Certainly in doing this, it is proper
and riqht that they involve all their MLA's in the ffrocesses of
caucus committees and in the accumulation and assimilation of
information on party proqgrams. Traditionally, under the British
Parliamentary System, the role of the ME, or the MLA if you like, is
to vote supply to Her Majesty the Queen, and represent that specific
area that he comes frcm. Certainly we have expanded this role to a
considerable deqree since that time. Hovever, basically the
qovernment is the members of the FExecutive Council who are the
qovernment, and around this is the satellite role of the MLA,
irrespective if ¢they be on the government's cside or the opposition
side.

Novw, in involving the MLAs and all of the 48 members in the
areas of qovernment, what is basically beinqg done, is underlining the
prerogative of the MLA in emasculating their role in caucus and in
government in disagreeing with government vpolicy. 1 am not
‘suggesting nor insinuating that there is any vast sum of money
involved here, but there is a princivle and the basic r¢rinciple is
this, that a party, separate from gcvernment, is using government
funds in a manner that casts a dark cloud and a shadow that comes
down over ¢the Legislature of the Province of Alberta, and I suggest
Mr. Speaker, that if this role, this sad role, this dark role, this
discriminatory rcle, is not reassessed, that this will be an evil
day, and a day that we in this province will look back c¢cn and wonder
about, as our rights are gradually eroded and the government cn your
right, Mr. Speaker, beccmes more and more autocratic in its self-
defined rcle of greatness; so I urge all of the hon. members to join
vith me in supporting this amendment and I am confident ¢that my
representation to the hon. members on the right will be properly
heard and heeded. Thank you Mr. Speaker.

MR. BARTON:

Mr. Speaker, I would like to make my detut on this motion. I
think it*'s very important. I had call, as an MLA, to bring <some of
my constituents, some farmers vwho vere having trouble, to Edmonton.
The task forces weren't out in my area, and I have problems too -- T
have 6000 or 7000 people with problems; who do I present them to? I
arranged for a delegation to come in and put a little fire under the
hon. Minister of Agriculture. I asked for an agppointment to see four
hon. ministers; now the hon. Minister of Tourism set wup an
appointment, and 1 appreciated it. Put the hon. Minister of
Agriculture, the one we wanted to see most, vas not here. And T had
vaited over 40 days to come to see him.

Now, Mr. Sveaker, we came 250 miles for that rarticular meeting,
and he was in Stettler bolstering the party. Now I kncw they are
busy people with many obligations tc meet, but I really felt that
maybe, after 45 days --
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If we are tc be fair, regardless cf which side of the fence we
sit on, and I mean this with sincerity, any task force should
represent all corners cf the province. The new directions don't fust
stand for the Conservative party: the province of Alberta is a big
province, and its borders define the area that they are governing.
So I feel very strongly, vhen I say to the new members that this
front bench is buying your position in the next election, and if you
don't follow their dictatorial approach, they will replace you -~ the
dollar signs are cut. Thank you.

MR. DIXON:

) O Spea}et, I didn't plan on gettirg into this detate until my
hon. friend the Minister of Agriculture, who I say is a master at
distorting things, got into the act, and Mr. Speaker, I'm going to
stick strictly to the amendment because I hope to take gart in the
motion later on.

I don't Xknov, by the way, Mr. Speaker, the editor of the Red
Deer Advocate. He protably is a pretty good fellow, but I wonder if
he gqot the facts straight, I wonder if his editorial tomorrow
wouldn't start out like this, instead of 'Out! Remember!?!* it would
be "In! Remember! Good Grief! 1Is there anything as unreasonable
and qreedy as a *now' Conservative in office?"

We've heard a lot about section 14 of the Legislative Assembly
Act by the hon. member from Edmonton Strathcona. I noticed he
mentioned $25. He knows perfectly well, if he picked up the $25 on
this task force, as mentioned regarding exrenses -- the hon. member
for Calgary North Hill was mentioning them -= he would te out of his
seat, and he knows that. All wve've had in this House, and from the
party opposite, is an abuse of section 14. That's all it is, is just
an absolute abuse. I always get a kick cut of my friend, the hon.
Minister of Aqriculture, becaunse he's always ranting and raving about
hov he did in Stettler and how he did everywhere else. Aand I 1love
his bedside manner. I alvays notice ttat vhenever he starts to lose
an arqument, cr has a very weak arqument, he raises his voice, and
toniqght was no exception. He's done it before in this House. The
other niqht, inside and outside this House, he was telling us about
how much activity we're going to give the new members, in particular
the backbenchers on the other side of the House, and he was trying to
tell us that they had given great responsibilities in other areas. He
even mentioned the fact that one of his members vho haprened to bYe
the same party as he was in the House of Commons, tried to introduce
a bill, and his own party wculdn't listen to him and talk it out. It
was the gqovernment who finally introduced it, his own government.
But the pocr member that tried to introduce it =- which 4id do a 1ot
for the farmers -- [Interjections])

No, I'm not mixed up again.

Mr. Speaker, as soon as I can get the transcript from Hansard,
I'm qoing to get ufr c¢n crders of the day and table it.
fInterfections.

That's all right. The Minister of Agriculture can bulldoze the
nev members over there, but there are <scme of us that have been
around for a little while, and ve question scme of his tactics. He
kxnovs perfectly well that it's morally wrcng to take advantage of
section 14, It vas never set up to pay the expenses of any political
party., That section is set up so that when any hon. memter is put on
a leqislative committee, in the ordinary sense of the wvord, this is
vhen he gets his money. Sure they can atuse it.

[Interfections.
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We'll 1let the public decide that. I get a kick out of some of
the logic, Mr. Speaker, that I heard tonight. Thev seem ¢to think
that if you rok a bank, and you tell the judge you only took $5,000,
and there's $5 million in the bank, "you shouldn't do anything ¢to
me." This is the logic we've heard tonight.

I'm afraid that the hon. member fcr Calgary North Rill -- and T
don*t think that anvybody ever mentioned his name, but he must have a
quilt comrlex because he dJumped up =-- T think he was using a
privilege motion in saying that scmebody was trying to abuse him.
Nobody even mentioned him. But I noticed he said later that he sold
his business and I understand he cried all the way to the bank. 1€
this government stays in office much 1longer, he'll probably say
"thank God I did sell my business."

I just got up here, because ve read from an editorial, from this
poor fellow in Red Deer, and 1'd like tc meet him some day. I don't
know vhere he gqot the facts.

» Mr. Speaker, I'd 1like to bring it to your attention, that
somebody left thie in my mail box and there's no stamp on it.

Seriously, Mr. Speaker, 1I've always felt that we should do
everything possible to assure the people of Alberta that we are
operating with good moral standards in this legislature. This may te
technically right, or even legally right, but it's not morally right,
and as I said earlier, we'll let the pecrle decide.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
MR. BUCKWELL:

Mr. Speaker, T suppose, like many of the others tonight, who
didn't expect to get into this debate, 1'd like to say a few wvords.
I think the hon. members as well as yourself, Mr. Speaker, know that
this is a rear guard action, that we kncw exactly what the result of
the vote is going to be, but we are doing the best we can to impress
upon thé government, and our own constituents, fust exactly what, and
how we feel in this particular situation.

The government have, and we quite realize it, new ccncepts, new
ideas. I suppose if they hadn't had new concepts and new ideas, they
woulin*t have been elected. I heartily agree that these things are
needed. No one ever gets to the point where he knows everything. 1
wvas rather amused at my qood friend the hon. Minister of Agriculture
during the debates, and I thought he was the last one in ¢the House
that would ever have ¢this afflicticn, bhut vhen his own members
congratulated him, his neck actually gct red. He blushed, and I
never thought my good friend would blush. He has mentioned, and he
possibly is right, that the action that the government has taken in
this caucus committee has no parallel in cther jurisdiction, and they
are striking out anev with a new concept altogether. Maybe ¢this is
good, maybe it is not.

But TI'd like tc mention two or three things before this can get
out of hand. The hon. member, Mr. Farran, made a plea, and aquite
justifiably so, ¢that he was actually cut of rocket. 7T would think
from the time that he was on ¢the committee ¢that is all that he
received, and T would think that he protably is out of pocket. But
there are other members in this House who said they accompanied the
hon. Minister of Aqriculture ¢to Ottawa. Who raid fcr that? Who
authorized that? 1Is it authorized? Did the hon. minister authorize
it I'm not sayving that if he'd have said to me "will you go?" --
and I doubt that he would -- that I would have =aid "I'm too busy and
I can't qo." But when vwe're going to have these task forces, if the
task force comes into my area, are they qcina to have the decency to
come and say, "Would ycu arrange for an agjpointment, we would like to
meet some people," or are you qoing to end up going to the defeated
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Conservative candidate and the constituency executive in that area to
qet your ideas? PRecaucse if this is so, ycu might just as well stay
here, because thte sum total of what ycu know here is exactly the same
as vou would find all throughout the province in your Conservative
constituencies. But I am concerned atout this idea, and it's not a
light one.

The other day a member was talking about hogs, and what a
wonderful system they had in Denmark. I think it was the hon.
Minister <c¢f Aqriculture. Say, the RAgricultural Task Force would
decide well let's all go to lenmark and see how they raise these
wonderful hogs. There's nothing stoprirg them from going. There's
nothing storping them frcm going any other place in Canada. How
could you stop any other task force who says let's visit every
lLegislature in Canada and see just what the rules of the House are,
see how the Speaker is dressed, see whether they have a bar upstairs
or downstairs, see where they have red carpet, or if they have
Hansard, or if it's as qood as ours. There's nothing stopping then,
but it's only going to be government members. I suggest, MNr.
Speaker, that in fairness -- and I say this in fairness =-- you have
left it to the legislative committees which you, in all honesty, are
going to appoint with every contentious issue that you can, because
you will nct make a decision.

I asked the hor. Prenier vyesterday, what about the Treasury
Branches? Now you say, well this is government policy and a task
force will look into it or an executive ccommittee will look into it.
I suggest to you that every depositcr in the Treasury Branch is 1like
the voter on Augqust 30th, because you 4didn't exrect to get in, and we
didn't expect to lose. You see, it's Just like that. You say to us
today that we 1left ¢the treasury bare, we expected to get in., We
didn't expect to come tack to a bare treasury, but the reople of this
province fooled wus, and they fooled you. What I am trying to point
out to vou, Mr. Speaker, is this. If we're not careful and if we
don't have a legislative committee which represents all the people in
thte Province of Alberta -- every depositcr in the Treasury Branch
will be 1like the voter cn August 30th, when he takes his little bit
cf money out, and puts it in the bank and you've got no Treasury
Branch left tecause peorle don't trust you.

I'd 1like to ask how many of the fromt bench have an account in
the Treasury Branches or do business in them? 1 doubt that on your
side of the House, there are ten members that ever use the Treasury
Branch, and yet you are going to be the champions of the people. I
say this atcut the fTreasury Branchesg, because I have my money in
them, the bit that I have, and I'm in a tad position, as you know.
MLA's <can't even borrow. We might have $10,000 in the bank, but in
the Treasury Branch you can't borrow $5.00.

But I'm concerned that we should have a legislative committee,.
T knov that the government ic qgoing to make the policy. ¢You're going
to bhave the overwhelming majority on this committee, but it would be
a committee of all the people that are represented in this House, all
the people in the province. Yes, this is the rclicy that we want the
government to follow. Or if the government says this is the vpolicy
from this ccmmittee that vwe are qoing tc follow, then the people have
the confidence of all the people that are represented in this House.
So I am concerned. I*'m ccncerned that when the task force for
agriculture comes down to our area, and you haven't qot a member
there vho knows the first thing about irrigation, I'd like to know
who vou're gqoing to gc to. Are you going to come to the various
boards, because this is one of the complaints that ve've had in these
task forces? They flit from here tc there, now they're here, now
they're there, and ncw they're back in Fdmonton.

So I suggest to you we know, and you know as wvwell as I do, as
responsible MLA's and responsible people in this room, what the
ultimate outcome of this vote is gqoing to be. But we are trying to
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put up a fight, not to embarrass the gcvernment, but to ask the
qovernment to reconsider what they're dcing. And the implications --
I don't think you realize the implicaticns of this. As one member
mentioned, it is not the amount of money, it is the implication
concerning the confidence the voter has in his elected
representative, If he feels ¢that his representative is getting a
little at the bank, he has every right tc feel that way, therefore,
you put the onus on all of us. We are not asking for money on this
side. We are not asking you to take us into your task force: this
would be ridiculous. We didn't ask you when you were in the
opposition to come and sit cn our caucus committees. Why should you
ask us? But, all we're asking is, if ycu're gcing to do it, you're
paid exactly the same as we are, and that should be enough for all of
us,

MR. SORENSON:

Mr. Speaker, as the MLA for Sedqgevick-Corcnation it's a real
privilege to speak to this amendment. As I think of this amendment I
feel a 1little 1like the soldier vho finally made it to the front
lines. He looked out across and then back at his commanding officer
and said: "Why, the enemy is as thick as peas." His commanding
of ficer said: "Yes, now go ahead and shell them." Well, I think
this amendment or these paying caucus committees need scme shelling;
they need scme riddling.

I held many pre-sessional meetings throughout my constituency,
and the question of paying MLA's came ur a number of tires. 1 was
told in no uncertain terms that they were not in favour of raising
the wages of MLA's., Now I don't know if they realized that members
of caucus ccmmittees wculd be receiving ray, but they will realize it
in a day or two, I'm sure of that.

There have been a lot of tricky wcrds and phrases used in this
debate today. I think I will use one myself and the people will
realize what I'm talking about. They haven't really caught on as yet
to what 'new direction' means and the wcrd 'nowvw'. But the one that
I'11 use is "Tory times are hard times"™ and I'm sure it's pretty hard
times when you have to pay your caucus committees. T'm reminded of a
young fellow who went to his boss and said: "I would like a raise"
and the boss said, "no, I can't give ycu a raise." "Hell," the
fellow said, "there are ¢three comranies after me" and the boss
thought to himself, "well, maybe I'd better give him a raise."™ So he
said, "“OK, 1I'll give vyou a raise. Ey the way, what comranies are
after you?" The fellcw replied, "the water company, the 1light
company and the utilities."® I wonder if that's the case cn your
side.

Well, I'm quite interested in the newv direction and 1'11 suggest
that my next move is just wvhere the nev direction is gcing to take
your party and the province.

MR. HO LEMN:

Mr. Speaker, I had not intended tc speak to this amendment. As
previous sreakers have stated, ve pretty well know the outcome of the
vote on this amendment, however, I wculd like to have my ccmments
recorded.

I feel that the position that the government finds themselves in
is most embarrassing. T think that they're a 1little unccmfortable.
But I say that I don*t feel sorry for them, because they are the
authors of their own problems. They have tried various techniques --
heckling, pounding of desks and so on, but this doesn‘t work; to me
this indicates a conbination of unfairness and Conservative
oligarchy.
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T feel that they are very arrogant in their feelings towards the
opposite side, and in this rarticular iscsve that ve are discussing we
are talking about twvo classes of MLA's. There are the Conservative
MLA's and then there are the others. I feel that as an elected
member of this Legislature my responsitilities are just as important
to me as their responsibilities are to them, and I would 1like ¢to
temind them of that. T am very disturted at the attitude of some of
the members, because they think that the election is still on. They
think that ¢this is a popularitv contest. As far as I am concerned
the popularity contest ended on August 20th, and we are here today.

So let's forget about all this ncnsense and get down to some
serious business of our government. Fcr instance, 1look at the
example which was made by the goverrment side refusing to adjourn
this debate, so vhat happens? Everyone marches out vhen cur speaker
takes the floor. Tc¢ me this reduces the credibility of the
government.

Now as a new member, Mr. Speaker, this ¢type of political
manoeuvre is a real eye-opener to me, and it's distressing, it's
disturbing, and if this is the way that they are going tc carry on I
vould like to meet them at the polls long before the four years.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. member for Edmonton Kingsway.
DR. PAPROSKI:

Mr. Speaker, I intended to speak c¢cn this amendment. These task
forces represent the people. They represent the gqovernment of this
province. These are government task fcrces, Mr. Speaker, carrying
out research and direction for this government, and selected by this
government, which is the choice of the peorle of the province of
Alberta. It is not misuse of funds - it is action for the people of
Alberta.

Let me give ycu one example. As chairman of one of these task
forces -- and I have not received one penny yet, not yet, not one
penny for any travel allovance or anything, and this is over six
months -- (I recall this $65 wmillion ¢that the hon. Minister of
Telephones talked about) were, as chairman of one of these task
forces there was some $14 to $18 million that I picked up myself. I
think ¢that I can justify the existence cf these task forces just on
that one item alone.

Mr. Speaker, 1let wme say this -- T wvelcome any reports fronm
anyone of the opposition -- the members opposite -- buat 1let it be
known here and nov that I don't intend to chase them. TIf you want to
give reports, bring them to us -- we'll evaluate ¢them and we will
present them to our government for acticn if they are good and sound.
Thank you.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. member for Drayton Valley.
MR. ZANDER:

Mr. Speaker, I had not intended to enter this debate on the
amendment, but certainly those members must feel a sorry 1lot when
they consider that in the past 36 yearc they have not involved their
members of the legislature in the formaticn of their policies.

I will draw to the hon. members' attention, ¢the Maynard
Commission, for which the fcrmer Executive Council secured an Order
in Council for a quarter of a million dcllars to study exactly what
vas mentioned here before, which is going to cost less ¢than 10 per
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cent of the total, The chairman wvas to receive $30,000 plus
expenses, and all cther members $26,000. Now do vyou really ¢think
that those reople over there on the opposite side -~ and 1 think the
people fudged them on August 30th -- can give the reason why they
cannot explain to the people why these rillions of dollars were spent
on research that was never irplemented? If vou are going to value
dollars, gentlemen on the other side -~ for goodness sakes, you are
getting more than your dcllar's worth of value on the few dollars
that vou are paying out for your train fare, or plane fare someplace,
or a meal off and on.

I think it*'s time that these gentlemen on the other side realize
they have been living in a society where money wvwas plentiful. our
qovernment realizes that there isn't the money to permit us to allot
these millions of dollars for research. W®e can't afford it, but vyet
these very same gentlemen are standing on a section in The
Leqgislative Act which can permit this. I think the people will {udge
this government as well as it has judged the fcrmer government -- cn
its performance. T think there is not much they can say, wvhen the
former qovernment spent millions of dcllars on research and never
implemented one iota. This government has immediately implemented
some of the task force reports before January 1st, 1972,

MR. MCCRIMNMON:

Mr. Speaker, my name was one of ¢the four listed with the
expense. My total wvas $98.50 for the rast six months work, 1000
miles of travel, Many days away from my office, not on nmy
constituency business, but on task force business. Our task force
replaced the main arm commission, which was set up vith a budget of
$250,000. We realized on this side of the House, and our leader
realized, that the quality of people he htad here to do the same work
on gqovernment pay without hiring scmebody who had to come in fronm
outside. Now with this, there is no reason vhy this same type of
work couldn't have been done in the past. The only reason ¢that T
feel that it wasn't done is perhaps they didn't have the calibre or
the quality of men to do this dedicated type of work and tring out
all these points and systems - go over whole systems of taxation, go
over wvhole systems of assessment. This takes experience and it takes
a lot of understanding. T don't think they have had it in the past
and T don't think they have it now.

MR. R. SPEAKER:

Mr. Speaker, it certainly is my rrivilege to make some remarks
on this debate. I would like to say first of all, that this 1is my
ninth session in the lLegislative Assembly. T recall my first session
-~ at that time I recall a number of delegations that I brought to
Edmonton, a number of trips to Bdmonton, two or three times a month,
plus a number of days awvay from the school at which I was teaching.
I totalled up my expenses at the end of the vear and I found that the
$54,00 indemnity that was provided for MIA's wacs completely depleted.
1 svoke to some of the people in the Catinet and to Mr. Marning, and
asked, "What is the raticnale behind the indemnity for a member of
the Legislature?" The definition was made very clear to me at that
time. T understood it very well and <supported the definition of
indemnity.

Indemnity was to look after out-of-rocket expenses. Those vere
expenses that were ipncurred by us as MNLA's or members of the
Legislature and certainly ve vere to take care of the
responsibilities we took on. 1In those nine years, each year we had a
number of caucus ccmmittees, that is Social Credit caucus committees.
I was on a number of those committees, We did a 1lot of wvork, we
looked at a 1lot of legislation and srent a 1ot of our own money in
doing that type of work.
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So really, MNr. Speaker, the idea of caucus committees for the
gqovernment is nothing new. They have taken responsibility in the
past, done it within the indemnity that was provided for members and
certainly have done a very responsible 4ob. I think that that is the
princiole; that is the definition of indemnity that should be adhered
to in this Assembly.

1 was very interested in the tremarks of the Minister of
Agriculture. Certainly, he made a couple of good points. He talked
about appreciating saving and doing things like that; that's great.
That's his responsiblity. He talked about having a respomsiblity to
form policy. That's great! That's the responsiblity of government.
But one of the things he attempted to do, was to drag across the
floor, and drag in frcent of us as members of the Assembly, and before
the people of Alberta, a red herring, in trying to say that we as
Social Crediters just want to be on the caucus ccomittees. He agreed
with the editorial. As has been pointed cut earlier in this debate,
the man vho wrote this editorial was possibly scmeone from the
Prermier's cffice who screens each one c¢f the press releases and
helped to draft this particular editorial, because T wouldn't want to
say the editor of that paper has any Ccncervative leaning at all --
but it's ccmpletely slanted in that direction.

Mr. Speaker, the real key that should be understood is that we
on this side of the House really don't sant to be on committes. We
can form committes of our Socred caucus. We feel that it's great
that the Conservatives form their caucus committees, work hard, bring
in ideas and are going to be a very resronsible government. But we
don't feel there shculd be monies rfrovided for those caucus
committees which certainly could very easily be called Conservative
committees.

I think there is a biq difference between a caucus committee and
a legislative committee. A legislative ccmmittee is one that is open
to the public and accountable to the putlic as a whole, and it can be
raid. The Ccnservative government at the present time is attempting
to make their caucus committees leqislative committees, and I agree
with them also. One of the differences they are making is that their
caucus comnittees are not open.

The Premier has stated earlier in the House that the information
these committtees collect is not open to the public scruntiny, not
accountable to the public as a whole, and I think that is a real
difference.

One of the other items that ccmpares them to a legislative
committee, however, is that both the caucus committee and the
legislative committee are receiving money from the funds. But under
the legislative committee there's accountability; under the caucus
comnmittee, or the Conservative ccmmittee, there is not accountability
to the public, because those reports are not placed for public
scruntiny. And T think Mr. Speaker, that even as responsible as the
members of the government wish to be, there can be actions taken that
are political and fcr Conservative purfoses, and that is an abuse of
the responsiblities they have to the pecrle of Alberta.

Mr. Speaker, one of ¢the things that I have noted is whenever
something has to te taken from the view cf the rublic -- or there is
a hatchet man =-- or there is a man wvho has to stand in for the
Premier, the Crown Prince of this Assemtly is brought into action.
And Mr. Speaker, I say that with good authority, because each week as
I read the Time magazine, I note ¢the certain political progress
across Canada. Last week we note in Time magazine they predict that
a Crovwn Prince is on the horizon for the Province of Alberta, and
certainly, Mr. Speaker, I ¢think ¢that the <Crown Prince has a
responsibility to examine the steps he and his cther colleagues have
taker in their actions, whereby thev have made it possible through
the Lieutenant Governor in Council to make payment to a Conservative
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type committee, a committee that 1is not being 1legitimized or
authorized by this particular Assembly.

There is only c¢ne other point that I would like to make, Nr.
Speaker, at this point in time. I would like to adjourn the dJdetate.
I would like to make a point on that particular aspect. I feel that
this debate is very crucial: I feel that ¢this matter should have
discussion before the people of Alberta. 1In light of that, T feel
that adjournment at this time should be aqreed to by this Assenmbly.

As one of the members indicated earlier, we would like to have
this aired on TV and talked about on TV -- certainly we would. 1
would like to challenge the members acrcss the floor, that thev don't
vant us to do this. They would like to talk after midnight when most
of the reople of Altera, whc are very csensible, go to bed and don't
watch late TV. I think that if this issue is not that much of a
concern, if the Lougheed gqovernment is completely confident in the
decision it has made to pay its committees, and if it feels that
there 1is no conflict between a political committee and a legislative
conmittee that is responsible for making rolicy and is very open,
then they should be able to discuss this matter tomorrov when the
House opens. Certainly at that ¢time I ¢think we could make our
statements very clear and let some of the people in Alberta judge; ¥
challenge them at this time to do that, Mr. Speaker, and I beg 1leave
to adjourn the debate.

fThe motion was denied on a voice vote.
MR, TAYLOR:

Mr. Speaker, just as an example of the rights of the people and
freedom of government -- open qovernment --

MR. GETTY:

Mr. Speaker, I certainly wouldn't agree with the hon. member's
thinking, tut I do aqree with the choice cf the colour of ¢the suit
he's wearing today. That's about the only thing.

AN HON. MENBER:
Another red herring!
MR. GETTY:

But why would anybody want to put this political exercise that
the opposition is trying to put through ¢tonight in front of the
people? They should be ashamed of ¢themselves even to be going
through this. It either is a rut-on or it isn't, but it looks like a
put-on ¢to me, because if it isn't, the insinuations that you can
recoqnize and some of the comments made by the member for Spirit
River-Fairview and the member for Crumheller and ¢the ones from
whatever it is ~-- the fellow over there =-- are ridiculous; they
ought to be ashamed of themselves. The hon. member for Calgary Bow
-- what a sight he was cver there, Nr. Sreaker. I could recognize
the fact that he was urset. I think he was taken in by the 55 to 10
vhen they went into the last election, and he thought he'd <qump on
that bandwagon and te found it had a lct of flats. He ended up you
know, he fust picked the wrong party, I quess, Fr. Speaker, and now
he's pretty upset about it; bitter I quess, a lot of sour grapes -- I
can recoqnize them when I see them. 1In any event, my colleagues whonm
they are talking about as mis-using funds -~ I find it completely
offensive , and my colleagues have been remarkably restrained. I
thouyht the hon. member for Edmonton Strathcona made the points well
and sincerely.

After all, Mr. Speaker, our members were all elected as members
of a qovernment -- that's what we are. 1I've heard them talk about
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discrimination. Well, there has been some discrimination, fellows,
and some discriminating people d4id it -- the people of Alberta on
August 30th. The discriminated -~ they took you out of here and put
vou over ttere, and now you're bitter about it and I recognize that
-~ T[Interjectionsl -~ well I'm glad they're listening, Mr. Speaker.
It's late and I'r qlad they're paying attention. Mr. Speaker, it
should be very clear what the issue is here -- definition of
qovernment.

SONE HON. MEMBERS:
No!
MR. GETTY:

Is it -- well, 1is it strictly a Catinet? Is that what
government is? Or is it the government members who were elected on
Augqust 30th, 1971 ¢to govern this province? All the self righteous
baloney with which they try to confuse that issue -- we have our
members elected by the people of Alberta to govern this province, to
form government policy, not merely to hear about it from the cabinet,
as I surpose happened in the past. We vere elected a government of
48 people, and we're all very proud of that. Wetre all working,
researching, looking ug facts, all across the province, in some cases
outside of the province. We're turning it into government policy.

As a matter of fact, Mr. Speaker, after that work is domne, ve
can come up with the best possible legislation. Then they have a
role if ¢they ever recognize it, then they have a role -- scrutinize
that legislation, and in the meantime, <stop playing these phoney
political gqames. Do the <job that the reople put you here for, and
that is to scrutinize the 1leqgislation, try and be a responsible
opposition for a change, but not with this offensive thing that you
put in here tonight.

Well, MNr. Speaker, I hope that the reople of Alberta are clear
on the issue. They won't be led astray by the distortion -- our
members are not being paid, they have nct been paid. The number of
times I've heard that cn the other side -- it ics complete distortion.

Mr. Speaker, the issue again, I'm sure the people are clear
about it, is that we are a gqovernment of 48 members and we intend ¢to
stay that way, despite what the oppcsition would like to tell the
people.

MR. WYSE:

Mr. Speaker, I would like to adjourn debate.

fThe motion was defeated on a voice vote.]
MR. TAYLOR:

Mr. Speaker, may I ask a guestion c¢f the hon. House Leader? How
long does the government intend to sit this morning? Is there no
ansver?

BR. WYSE:

Mr. Speaker, I hadn't planned on taking part in this debate. Y
want to thank the hon. Members for Laccmbe and for Ponoka for their
very kind remarks. I appreciate it very much.

They may be talking about expense acccunts, but I'm talking
about representation. 1€ the Conservatives would have placed fins on
all the people of Alberta that voted PC, we could stock all our
rivers and lakes with suckers.
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Since the Lougheed government set ur these so-called task force
committees, I must admit that it's been a real concern to me, not
only to me but ¢to the entire part cf Southern Alberta. We are
concerned because the lcugheed gqovernment has not considered any
representation on these committees from the southern part of Alberta,
south of Calgary. 1I'®m not going to backtrack on what I said in the
House on Priday; it's nothing less than discrimination, as far as I'm
concerned, to southern Alberta and the oprosition MLA's. The hon.
Minister of Telerhones asked ¢tonight, why should we be concerneAd
about such a small thing. Maybe it's a small thing to him, but it's
quite relevant to me: there is no rerresentation from the southern
part of Alberta on these task force compittees. I want to reiterate
vhat I mentioned on Priday. Is this demccracy? Is this open
government? I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that it is not.

MR. FRENCH:

Mr. Speaker, in rising to take rart in this debate on the
amendment which vwas moved yesterday, it's not my intention to take
too much time, but T think we should keep the record straight.

One of the speakers, tonight or yesterday, said that we have
never been involved in task forces. This is right. I have served in
the Llegislature now for 12 years, this is my 13th year, and during
that period of time, I have served on quite a number of committees.
We have called them caucus committees. Maybe we're quarelling over
words, whether they are called caucus committees, or task forces, but
from listening to the discussion frcm members on the government side,
it would appear to me that task forces are simply caucus ccmmittees,
and so I Qdon't think we should be gquarelling about the words ‘task
forces' and 'caucus committees'.

But T want to say that I have served on a number of committees,
and never at any time have I been raid for even cut-of-pocket
expenses. I live some 200 miles from Edmonton, that's a matter of
200 miles from where I live to Fdmonton and another 200 miles to gqo
back, which is 400 miles. Now I realize that it's not anybody else's
fault except my own as to the choice ¢f where I 1live, and so it
requires 400 miles.

But over the period of vyears, T have served on a number of
committees and I vant to refer to one ccmmittee in particular. We
called it the Health and Welfare Ccnmmittee and listening to the
debates (I'm not trying to refer to previcus detates, Mr. Speaker) I
am very proud as a citizen cf the Province of Alberta to know that we
have in the Province of Alberta the nursing home program. When I
think of the time, and I'm not attempting to take credit for the work
of this ccmmittee, althcugh I was a member of the committee, we had a
largqe number of meetings, T don't want to say how many, I don't
remenber hov many; it's a number of years ago. But this thing was
given very excellent study by the committee. Today, I don't think
there's any member in ¢this Legislature would disagree with the
statement when Y say that we have the finest nursing hcme program in
the province of Alberta today that you can find any place in Canada
and any place in the United States. This is the result of a study
committee. And I'm only pointing ¢this out. T understand that
there's hardly a day passes that representatives from other
provinces, representatives from cther rarts of North America, come
into BAlberta to examine cur nursing hcme program. And I'am convinced
there are many people on the government side of the House very happy
with the npresent nursing home program. I have listened to a number
of these sreakers say that they would like to have more nursing homes
in their respective constituencies, and to this, T say, this is just
an example of what a caucus committee can do.

Now, if you just want to call it a task force committee, this is
fine, and I don't quarrel with the fact that gqovernments have caucus
committees or task forces. As a matter of fact, I'd ke very much
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surprised if a government did not have a committee, whether it was
called a task force or a caucus cormittee, What I am quarreling
about is the fact that these committees are paid for their expenses
and their research for <their own acvernment policy. This is the
point that's under principle.

I know when T was first elected, and T have always maintained
this viev that the only promise I ever rade to the people was that T
would attempt to serve the people tc the best of my ability,
irrespective of whether they voted for me or whether they didn't vote
for me. And this is the reason that I'm here, This is the reason
that I'm here to serve the reople of my ccnstituency and if I serve
on a caucus comnmittee on which I served for a number of years, I feel
it's an honour and a privilege not only tc represent the pecole of my
constituency, but also to use wvhatever ability I do have on these
particular committees.

Now, if you'd like me to carry on and mention some of the other
committees that Y've served on, I'd be very happy to delay the House
that much longer. My only point in sreaking to this debate is to
keep the record straight that we have had caucus ccrmittees for
vears, and as far as I'm concerned, I've always thought that they had
a very useful function. Put we are gquarreling with the fact that
these committees are paid fcr doing research for their cwn government
ranks and this is the point that's at issue, and when governments pay
their own caucus committees, then it really relegates the member of
the opposition to a second class citizen. As was mentioned before, I
always feel after a general election, that the ©people in the
constituency vote for this candidate or that candidate, and T want to
say quite frankly that the conservative candidate in the recent
election in our ccnstituency is a very fine gentleman and would have
made a wcnderful contribution to this legislature, We never at any
time, ves, we disagreed with policies, tut never at any time d4id we
disagree cn our friendship.

When I look back over the last numter of years, I think possibly
after each election, I've been on a better understanding with the
other candidates than T would have teen even before the election.
Now here we are sitting inr the legislature and following the
election, we know how a government is formed. In this particular
case we have 75 members in the legislature. The group or the party
having the largest number, forms the gcvernment. We know this., The
Lieutenant Governor asks the leader of that particular group to form
the gqovernment. The others who are nct part of that group which is
forming the government is forming the opposition. So before an
election 1is called in the rrovince of Alberta, we have 'X' number of
candidates in the various constituencies in the province. And once
we're elected, ve're elected to do a jot firstly for the province of
Alberta, and also for your constituency. Now you can reverse the
priorities if you like, but you have a dual responsibility. So once
you come into this legislature, you take the ocath to serve to the
best of your ability.

And if vou're selected to serve c¢cn a caucus comrittee, then'I
think it is an honour and a privilege to te able to serve on that
committee and be able to imrrove if at all possible, your government
legislation. And let me say again, go tack and look at the nursing
home pregranm, We have a wcnderful program in the province of
Alberta. The patient today pays $3 a day for per patient day bed in
the nursing honme. The gcvernment pays $6.50. Por semi-private, I
believe, it's an additional $2, and for a private room, an additional
$3. But in all fairness, this is a wonderful program in the province
of Alberta, and it's resulted from a caucus committee. So Mr.
Speaker, in bringirg my remarks to a close -- my hon. member savs to
keep qoing -- maybe I should now start and talk about some of the
other compmittees we've served on too.
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But in all sincerity I telieve it's an honour to te here. 1I've
alvays considered it tc be an honour to bte here. 1It's always bheen an
honour ¢to serve on these caucus committees. And they have served a
very useful purpose. And I haven't any doubt in my mind that some of
the committees that are now called your task force committees will be
serving a useful purpose. They'll be trinaing forth legislation
vhich in many cases, I'm sure we on thic side of the Hcuse, will be
supporting. But we are quarreling with the very fine ©principle of
paying members on that ccommittee feor doing research for their
government members when that should te considered epart of their
normal responsibkility as being elected to the government. I thank
you.

MR. STROM:

Mr. Speaker, before this debate closes, I would like to make a
few points. I want to assure the hon. resbers on the other side of
the House that 1I'm not simply rising in my place to try to fill in
time. I'm hoping there are some points that I can make that will be
worthy of consideration. I want to say too, Mr. Speaker, that they
may question the motive cf our members, and that's their privilege if
they want to. T don't intend to arque that rigqht. I think that's
the privileade of every member in the legislature to rlace whatever
assessment he wants ¢to on anything that is said by any member who
sees fit to speak in this House.

Pirst of all, Pr. Speaker, T would like to say that I have
alvays taken my responsibilities very seriously as an MIA. I believe
that every MLA tries to do this. For example, I had an invitation
that I received quite some time ago to arrear in my own constituency
last night. And I was there to fulfil that responsibility. 1T was
south of Medicine Hat last night at 10:30. T drove back to Pdmontcn
by car. I did not get any mileage. I d4id not get any payment for
time and ¥ didn't exgect to get any cspecial payment for that
responsibility. I was merely trying fulfil my responsibilities as an
MLA.

I certainly believe that everycne who aspires tc high office
must face his own conscience as to how he will best serve if he |is
elected. And T have said on many occasions, Mr. Speaker, that never
do T feel that any member -- and T don't care on which side of the
flouse he sits -- is adequately paid for the work that he does. And I
want to make that very clear. I say I don't care which =ide of the
House ¢ttey sit on -- I care not which rarty they represent -- I say
that the sacrifices that they will be called upon to make from time
to time cannot really be covered by mcney. I think the hon. leader
of the Government will recall that I suggested to him very early in
his taking over the responsibilities ¢f government that I felt that
one had to approach it almost with a wmissionary zeal, recognizina
that there was an impossibility of cetting up the ray schedule in
such a manner that any perscn would feel that he was being adequately
paiad. T still feel that way. And T think that that is the way that
ve must leave it.

Now I listened very carefully to the hon. Minister of
Agriculture and we are certainly giving him a lct of attention this
evening -- maybe more than his remarks deserve, Mr. Speaker. PRut I
feel that T simply must refer to a point cr two that he made. He
suggested -- and Y marked it down here -- that we were 'howling'
because we were left out of task forces. Mr, Sreaker, ncthing can be
further from the truth.

I think that if anyone heard me, fcr examfle, make my statement
on election night they will recall that there was no bitterness on nmy
part whatsoever. I accept without ocuestion ¢the decision of the
electorate, tecause they are supreme in cur orovince. And it must
always be so. And I care not whether I sit on this side or whether I
sit on the other side, T still have a recsronsbility to the people who
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elected me, to serve them to the best cf my atility, and to provide ie
the kind of service that they expect of me. And certainly as far as

1 am concerned -- and T am sure that this goes for my cclleagues on
this side of the House, we are not howling. Maybe we have raised our
voices in trying to make our points a little stronger, tut we are not :
howling because ve were left cut., ¥%We are talking about something
that ve believe is a roint of principle, that if we sit in our places
and savy nothing we have failed in our resronsibilities as members of
Her Majesty's Loyal Opposition.

Because, Mr, Speaker, I believe that the responsibility of an
opposition is to provide a critical surveillance of any matter that
is brought to this Assembly, whether it te by the qovernment side of
the Pouse or by any member cn this side cf the House. It is not our
responsibility, MNr. Speaker, to bring in policy directives. That is
the responsibility of the government, and I certainly do not quarrel
with that whatsoever.

1 recognize too that there are a numher of ways in which they
vill gatter the kind of information that they want. There are a
number cf wmethods that they may wvant to use in order to more
adequately serve the people of this province and T won't quarrel with
this. 1 <cimply say that the princirle of paying memters of their
caucus, for paying them extra for fulfilling their responeibility as
an MLA is wrong in vprinciple, NMr. Speaker, And I'm throughly
convinced of it or I wouldn't be rising in my place to take part in
this debate.

The hon. Minister of Agriculture said he was arralled at the
treatment given the MLA's. T didn't knew that he had sat in on any
of our Caucus ccmrittees. I didn't realize that he was as
kncwlegable as he vas leading us to believe that he was. He was
talking about scmething of which he had practically no knowledge
vhatsoever. But in trying to stand up in his place and speak as
though he was the most knowledgeatle man in this House on the
practice and procedure that our party fclloved while we were in
powver, I would suggest that he didn*'t knov what we were doing or he
would not have been saying what he said tonight.

I say that wvwe <could have been much more generous in our
treatment of our own MIA's in regard to space, facilities that were
provided in this Legislature, though I cay too -- and I say this in
all respect to the former leader of this party, the hon. Mr. Manning
-- that I can't think of any man in this province who had a greater
concern for the expenditure of a dcllar and a greater concern that it
be spent in a manner that would not provoke any opportunity for any
citizen of this province to be critical of the way in which we
handled it. And Mr. Speaker, I say that T tried to follov in that
tradition. Because to me it is important, it is not simply trying to
fin@ ways and means of payinag us more monev, for the reasons that T
have already aiven.

Someone suqgested, and I believe that it was the hon. Minister
of Agriculture, that ve are here on sufference. Mr. Speaker, I can't
aqree, Wwe are here because we are elected by our constituencies and
there is no member of this House that is here on sufference; we are
here duly elected by our individual constituencies.

The hon. Minister of 1Intergovernmental Affairs seems to feel
that all he has to do is to rise in his rlace and make statements and
they becore the qospel troth. I suggest that this does not make it
true, simply because he rises and states it. And he made some silly
statements this evening -- talking about sour grapes, discrimination.
And then he came up with this agem, he says the issue is a definition
of government; it is not. The issue, Mr. Speaker, is a matter of
providing special payment for cancus committees., That is the issue.
And somehow or another, willfully or otherwise, the members on the
opposite side have convinced themselves that they can get away with
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it. And I say that they can win the vote without any question. We
have realized that from the beginning. Eut, Mr. Speaker, we have
considered it important enough ¢to mcve an asendment to the Throne
Speech, to provide an opportunity for our members to stand in their
place and speak on the issue. We would have been happy to have
presented our case over the TV, had the members on the other side
seen fit to go along with an adjournment, tut now I can cnly conclude
that this is their way of providing a clcsure movement and this is in
fact wvhat they are doing. I'm not arguing their ability to do it and
their right to do it if that's what they want to do.

But I suggest that in looking at thic issue, again may I restate
there is no bitterness on our .part in teing 1left out of Caucus
Committees. There 1is no howling on our part, They are missina the
issue altogether, and it is the issve of payment from public €funds
for work that Y think more rightfully falls into a political cateqory
and should come out of other funds.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I suppose we could continue and raise a number
of other points. I was very interested in the remarks of the hon.
Member for Spirit River-Pairvievw when te suggested that this is one
time wvhen he is able tc agree with us on this side, and there mav not
be too many times that he can do it. 7T would have to say, too, that
this is one of the few times that I will be able to rise in my vplace
and commend him for a very excellent address, because he aarees with
us. But you see I'm honest enough to say it. These others think it
but don't s=ay it.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say this, that certainly there is a point of
philosophy that we cannot agree on, tut we are not discussing
philosophy, we're not discussing political differences in that
manner. We are discussing the principle, and T must keep hammering
it home. It is the principle of payment from public €funds to caucus
committees which is absclutely wrong.

MR. LOUGHEED:

Mr. Speaker, in participating on the debate on the amendment, Y
think the first comment that I would like to make is in resronse to
the observations made by the hon. 1leader of the Opposition with
reqard to our view to bringing this matter to finality tonight. 1
think the main reason and the main recsponse that ve had to the
motion, and the reason ve came ¢to ¢the conclusion that it was
necessary and essential that this matter come to a conclusion, was
the wording and the imputing of motives which were set forth in the
unfortunate wording cf the amendment. There is a matter of sound
debate here. There's a matter of princirle that is involved, and ¥
would like to express my views upon it.

Hovever, it is unfortunate that the matter raised, that is, the
matter of principle, was raised in the way and in the form it was cet
forth in this amerdment by the implication of imputing of motives.
It was imrlied in relationship to the government, Por that reason
the qovernment felt and considers without any question that it has no
doubt in its mind that this matter has got ¢to be trought ¢to a
conclusion.

Now, Mr. Speaker, in trying to assess the matter that is before
us, and trying to look at the various arquments that have been
presented on both sides, there is very much an important point of
principle here.

If I «could take the wmore restrained views which have been
presented on the other side, I think I sense what they are saying.
They are sayina that government is Catipnet and that the rest of the
members are therefore tc be treated in an exactly equal way. ML .
Speaker, that's my reading of the arqument, in principle, that has
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teen made on the other side, and I would appreciate an opportunity to
present my views.

I believe very strcrnqly that we have three or four parts of that
that should be brought into focus bhere. First of all I think vwe
have tlte <clear 1leqal position that this government tcok, that was
described so effectively by the hon, Member for Edmonton Strathcona.
And he pointed out another point which I think is significant, and
that is that under The Legislative Assemtly Act at the moment, there
is orovision, if vyou 1like, that discriminates in relationship to
providing an additional allowance for those memters who do not reside
vithin the City of Edmonton. A very valid position, I agree. 1In
fact T hope some day vwe might even have scme important debate about
the compensation c¢f members that represents ridings of a very far-
flung nature on an expense basis. But that's a matter for future
debate.

I think toc, MH®r. Speaker, that he pointed out in his remarks
with reqard to that, that we were clearly talking about a situation
and the task forces that he vas involved in that he as a member in
the city of Edmontcn on the government side did not incur expenses
and hence 4did not make a claim for them. He clearly rcinted out --
as I think was very eloquently develored by the hon. Member for
Drayton Valley and the hon. Member for Ponoka -- the work they have
done on this task force, the fact that they have dealt clearly with
expenses, and clearly with out-of-pocket expenses.

Now, let me move from this point, Mr. Speaker, if I could, to
the issue. I think the issue is that thcse on the other side feel
that gqovernment is Cabinet and all otter members of the Legislative
Assembly outside of Catinet should be treated in an entirely equal
manner. Now I happen to disagree in fundamental principle with that,
and my principle, 1 suggest -~ without imruting motives on either
side of this Llegislature -- I feel equally strongly about the
principle. The vprincivple as I see it 1is this. Under the
parliamentary system in an election, the party that elects the most
nunber of members is called upon to form a government. The decision
on Auqust 30th of 1971 was ty the people of Alberta and was that that
party was the Progressive Conservative vparty of which I vas
privileqed to be the 1leader. Put the day after that election on
August 31st, in my view there was a government that consisted equally
of every member here, and then on September 10th there was swvorn in
an Executive Council. I took the view then, for a number of reasons,
but one reason in principle, Mtr. Speaker, is that every single member
here is a part of the government, and, to the extent that they're
involved in the fecrrulaticn of governsent policy -- yes, there is a
difference betveen the members on either side of the House. If ve
were going bevond the law of the legislative Assembly Act to pay an
indemnity to the members of these fask forces -- and I think vyou
could make a pretty good case for it -- tut if we went bteyond that,
then I would have to move to the other side of that arqument and the
point of principle that I sense the hon. Member for Macleod was
bringing up. But we didn't, and we dealt clearly on this matter with
the aquestion of paying the expenses within the law,

I've thought 1lcng and hard abcut this decision, because I
recoghized, as has teen mentioned, that in a way it was an
interpretation that had not been the rractice in the past in this
province about looking at government. I don't look at government as
merely the Executive Council; T look at it as the memkters that ran
under a banner cf a party that was voted upon, 2And the people in a
aiven constituency, voting for that Progressive Conservative
candidate, wveren't voting in a different way than the people who
vote?d in another constituency for a Progressive Conservative
candidate that happened to end up c¢n the Fxecutive Council. The
reason for that happens to be obvious because there's ancther part of
the parliamentary system as I understand it, and that part is simply
this -- the menmbers the other way would be the quickest I think, to
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move on this -- if at any time cn a vote that is clearly a matter of
qovernment policy as distinquished frecm a free vote, if the members
vho are members of the Fxecutive Council en this side cannot bring
the members who are with them on this side behind them on that vote,
and they're defeated on that vote, they have lost the ccnfidence of
the whole House. Now, for that reason, Mr. Speaker, it is essential
as I see it, that the formulation of the rolicy, that is, the policy
of the government as it comes forth, must be formulated by the
members on this side of the House. They must be a part of that, and
I think in the past, without casting aspersions, the concept of goinag
outside the elected members to hire specialists, and experts, that in
my viev +was unwvise, because the elected reople -- I feel very
strongly about this -- the fellow, and this applies to both sides of
the House -- the person who has stood ur on the public platform and
taken, if you like, the abuse or the flak =-- or ¢to use former
President Truman's expression, to have taken the heat and haven't got
out of the kitchen -~ then I feel that that elected perscn has a much
greater feel for what it is the people want.

So we made a decision and reccgnized that it was a departure
from past practice here, but I feel very determined about the
decision. That decision was, that the members on the government
side, not qust in the Pxecutive Council, were qcing to be involved in
the formulation of policy, that their deliberations and their revorts
vere going to be considered as though they were part of the Executive
Council and from that we bring it forth here. On the other side,
vhen ve present it -~ and there are qgoing to be times when T hope we
will hear, over the course of this Legislature, some very
constructive amendments and improvements, particularly from those
members on the other side with their experience and their backgrounad
in the administration cf qovernment. I am going to look forward to
velcoming it.

For those members who would like to look at the question of the
involvement of the MLA, we have specifically set up in the Speech
from the Throne, six, and maybe there should be more. The hon.
Memb2r for Macleod has raised another question. Maybe there should
be more 1legislative ccmmittees, but there have been six that have
already been declared in the Speech from the Throne that will involve
the members in a legislative sense.

I conclude by saying that it is my view, in the parliamentary
system and the way a gcvernment is formed, that a govermnment is a
qovernment of all the members that are elected under the banner of
that party that secures the most number of seats in an election. T
don't 1intend to continue with the distinction that has teen the case
in the past.

MR. COOPER:

Mr. Speaker, I just don't know how many sreakers there are left
on this side of the House. Y don't kncw vhether ¢this could be
classed as a filibuster or not, but I feel that we, on this side of
the House are merely filling the role of an oppcsition, a rcle of a
responsible opposition, the ¢type of cprosition that the members on
the government side of the House who were MLA's last vear and the
vear before that, when sitting on this side of the House would have
qiven to us had we been the government,

The government has interfected a new practice into our
legislative system, one with which ve don't agree, and ve are merely
voicing our opposition to it., We don*'t like it and we have taken
this means to let the government know about it.

While I am on my feet, Mr. Speaker, I do resent greatly some of
the insinuations made from the other side of the House regarding
those whcm we call tackbenchers, of the former Sccial Credit
government. No one knows better than I tte services that these men
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rendered, because for eight years Y was chairman of the Social Credit
caucus. I know the work that they put into it, I knowv the feelings
they had towards it, I know hcw conscientious they were. During that
time too, there wasn't one piece of legislation that came before this
Lleaqislature, ¢that didn't first go before that caucus and was debated
by 2all the members there. At 1least ¢ttey had the oppcrtunity ¢to
debate it clause by clause, word by word, practically. So they were
filling a respcnsible rcle to the peorle of Alberta.

W#e had our way cf doing things and you have your way of doing
things. I can assure you that every memter we have had in the past
carried his wveight in the caucus and carried his weight in his
constituency. I knov of three men, three members, during the past
number of vyears whe, 1like my fellow colleague and publisher from
Calgary, Wr. Farran, gave up their tusinesses in order tc put their
full ¢time on the work ¢f an MLA. One cf those members we still have
with us, the hon. Member for Handhills Acadia, Mr. French.

MR. SPEAKER:

If there is no further debate, the Motion moved by the hon.
Member for Whitecourt and seconded by tte hon. Member for Calgary
McKnight is ¢that an humbtle address te presented to His Honour the
hon. Lieutenant Governor of Alberta as fcllows: We, Her Majesty's
most dutiful and 1loyal subjects, the Legislative Assembly, now
assembled, teqg leave tc thank Your Honour for ¢the gracious speech
Your Honour has been pleased to address to us at the orening of the
present session.

And the amendment moved by the hon. Member for Drumheller and
seconded by the hon. Member for Clover PBar is ¢that ¢the following
words be added to this address:

"He respectfully submit to Your Honcur that this Assembly regrets
the action of the Alberta government in misusing putlic money to
pay government task forces which are nothing more or less than
Conservative party caucus ccmmittees,*

All those in favour of the amendment, please say aye. And those
opposed rlease say no. I declare the *Noes' to have it.

fA recorded vote was called for.)
MR. SPEAKER:

I'm sorry, the bell doesn*t work. If I may.

f The Speaker tapped his waterglass with his pen.)

Possibly the hon. members could take notice of the improbability
of there being other members lurking in the corridors, and 1if the
House wishes, we'll observe the usual ¢three minute 4interval,
otherwise, if there is unamimous agreement, I would propose ¢to take
the sense of the House novw.

fThe House divided as follows:

Por the motion: Messrs.

Anderson Drain Sorenson
Barton French Speaker, R.
Benoit Ho Lem Strom

Buck Ludwig Taylor
Buckwell Mandeville Wilson
Cooper Miller, D. Wyse

Dixon Notley

Against the motion: Messrs.
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Adair
Applety
Ashton
Backus
Chambers
Chichak,
Cookson
Cravford
Diachuk
Dickie
Doan
Dowling
Farran
Fluker

Totals:

MR. DOWLING:

Pcster
Getty
Ghitter
Hansen
Harle
Hohol
Horner
HAunley, Miss
Hyndman
Jamison
Koziak
Lee
Leitch
Lougheed

Ayes - 20

McCrimmon
Miller, J.
Miniely
Moore
Paproski
Peacock
Schmid
Stromberqg
Topolinsky
Trynchy
Warrack
Werry
Yurko
Zander

Noes - 421

Mr. Speaker, I beq leave to adqourn the detate.

MR. SPEAKER:

Now may I just say one or two things.
that the House might express its appreciation tc the pages
And even though the hour
should like to mention to the House that the lights which
put in for the purposes of TV and the blue screen up there
more obtrusive than was expected.

stayed with

through this,

I should like

I would ask the hon.

to suggest
wvho have
is late, 1
have been
are rather

members to

bear with the situation, since this is very much on a trial basis and

if these are found to te objectionable

could advert to the matter later.

MR. LOUGBHEED:

Mr. Speaker,

this afternoon at 2:30 o*clock.

fThe House rose at 1:10 am. )

actual

use,

perhaps we

I move that the House do now stand adqourned until
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