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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ALBERTA 

Title: Friday, April 10, 1981 10:00 a.m. 

[The House met at 10 a.m.] 

PRAYERS 

[Mr. Speaker in the Chair] 

Point of Privilege 

MR. R. SPEAKER: Mr. Speaker, I'd like to rise on a 
point of privilege, place on the record, also request your 
attention to the matter. It's with regard to the objection 
of our party to the press not having equal access or 
facilities in the Legislature so that cameras can work 
equally as well from that side of the House as on this side 
of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, I'd like to raise some specifics in support 
of my point of privilege in that the stand on that side will 
only accommodate one camera and not the interviewer 
on the platform as well. As well, a young lady wishing to 
get up on that platform finds it very inconvenient, if all 
members will note the height of the platform and the 
difficulty of getting up there in a skirt. 

I'd also like the members to note with regard to the 
steps. They are on the other side of the permanent 
camera, and it's very difficult to manoeuvre between 
those steps and the platform, Mr. Speaker. I'd also like to 
indicate our concern that the sound facilities on the 
platform do not operate . . . 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. May I respectfully direct 
the attention of the hon. Leader of the Opposition to 
Standing Order No. 14, especially the requirement to give 
the Speaker notice at least one hour before the opening of 
the sitting. I'm very much interested in the point of privi
lege raised by the hon. Leader, but if it is a serious point 
of privilege, then it's worthy of being attended to in the 
appropriate way. I would therefore suggest that the mat
ter having been raised now, I might just be practical with 
regard to the Standing Order and accept what the hon. 
leader has already said as notice of the point of privilege. 
Then perhaps we might deal with it Monday, when we're 
prepared and have been able to give the matter the 
consideration which appears to be envisaged in the intent 
of this part of Standing Order 14. 

MR. R. SPEAKER: Mr. Speaker, I will respect your 
ruling with regard to the one-hour notice and will raise 
the point of privilege again on Monday, and due notice 
will be given to the Speaker even though in the interim 
my concern will continue. 

head: INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 

Bill 208 
An Act to Amend The Ombudsman Act 

MR. NOTLEY: Mr. Speaker, I beg leave to introduce 
Bill No. 208, An Act to Amend The Ombudsman Act. 
Mr. Speaker, the basic principle of Bill No. 208 is to 
authorize the Ombudsman to be able to investigate all 

facilities coming under provincial jurisdiction where at 
least 50 per cent or more of the funds are supplied by the 
government and, in particular, the ability to investigate 
complaints originating from private nursing homes. 

[Leave granted; Bill 208 read a first time] 

Bill No. 225 
An Act to Amend 

The Motor Vehicle Administration Act 

MR. LITTLE: Mr. Speaker, I beg leave to introduce a 
Bill, being An Act to Amend The Motor Vehicle Admin
istration Act. The purpose of this Bill is to provide for the 
issuing of restricted drivers licenses under certain circum
stances during the latter period of a suspension. 

[Leave granted; Bill 225 read a first time] 

head: INTRODUCTION OF SPECIAL GUESTS 

MR. LEITCH: Mr. Speaker, it's my pleasure today to 
introduce six Girl Guides from the Pathfinders Unit of 
Acadia in the constituency of Calgary Egmont. They are 
accompanied by their group leaders Mrs. Joan Doyle and 
Mrs. Ann Bergen, and by Mr. Bergen. They are seated in 
the public gallery, and I now ask them to rise and receive 
the welcome of the Assembly. 

MR. KROEGER: Mr. Speaker, in the six years plus that 
I've been in this House, I've noticed that when members 
introduce their guests there's a certain amount of compe
tition in how they do it, and how great the groups are. 
And I think that's fair. Notwithstanding that, this morn
ing I want to introduce a group to you, and I want to give 
a very simple example of why they are different. Then 
you go ahead and compete all you want. 

I'm not going to make reference to what this group did 
13 years ago in the way of self-help, but I am going to 
comment on what they did three years ago when they 
threw a little anniversary party. They're from that short 
grass, hard-nosed country out in Consort and special 
areas — free enterprisers, do-it-your-selfers. So three 
years ago they said, let's have a little party. After they 
had agreed to have a little party they thought, maybe we 
should raise a little money for recreation. They thought 
that if Mr. Adair would come down, it would help. So I 
approached Mr. Adair, and he said sure. With Mr. Adair 
they thought they could raise maybe $5,000 or $6,000. I 
said, how would you like to have the Premier? They said, 
if we have the Premier, we'll make it $60,000. So the 
Premier agreed; we had the party; they raised about 
$60,000; and here they are up in the gallery. Would you 
please stand and receive the welcome of the House. 

DR. BUCK: Is the group from Lamont there? Are they? I 
know they're here, Mr. Speaker. On behalf of the hon. 
Member for Vegreville, Mr. Batiuk, and the hon. Mem
ber for Redwater-Andrew, Mr. Topolnisky, I'd like to 
introduce 47 grade 6 students from the Lamont school. 
They are accompanied by their teachers Miss Anne 
Boychuk and Allan Borys, Mona Bovell, and their bus 
driver Grant Hackett. I believe they are in the members 
gallery. If they are, I'd like them to stand and be recog
nized by the Legislature today. 
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MR. PAHL: Mr. Speaker, it's my pleasure to introduce 
to you, and through you to the members of the Assembly, 
22 members of the Lee Ridge grade 5 class, accompanied 
by their teacher Miss Buffi, who have been studying 
Canadian government in both theory and fact. The 
theory has been aided very much by the heritage series 
publication on Canadian government, and watching the 
hon. Member for Chinook and the hon. Member for 
Clover Bar in their introductions helps with the fact of 
politics. In their visit to the Assembly they also have had 
the special treat of meeting His Honour the Lieutenant-
Governor on their tour of the building. I would ask hon. 
members to join me when the group rises in the public 
gallery to receive the greetings of this Assembly. 

DR. BUCK: Mr. Speaker, once again I ask your indul
gence, and that of the members of the Assembly, to 
introduce another school from my constituency: a grade 6 
[class] from Fort Saskatchewan. They are accompanied 
by their teacher Diane Scott, and parents Mrs. Gerow, 
Mrs. Homeniuk, and Mrs. Mohr. There are 29 students, 
and I believe they're in the public gallery or maybe the 
other one. I'd like them to rise and receive the recognition 
of the Legislature. 

head: MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS 

Department of Hospitals and Medical Care 

MR. RUSSELL: Mr. Speaker, effective July 1, 1981, 
premium rates for Alberta health care insurance plan 
coverage are being increased approximately 10 per cent to 
help offset the rapidly increasing cost of health care. It is 
estimated that this increase will provide additional re
venue of over $9 million for the current fiscal year. 

The regular monthly premium for basic health services 
for a single person is going up by 85 cents to $9.50 per 
month, and for families the premium rate will increase by 
$1.70 to $19.00 per month. The subsidized premium rates 
will go up by 45 cents to $4.85 for single persons, and by 
90 cents to $9.70 for families. Single persons whose 
taxable income docs not exceed $3,000 and families with 
taxable income not exceeding $4,000, will continue to 
receive premium-free coverage, and so will senior citizens 
and their families. 

Monthly premiums for Alberta Blue Cross non-group 
membership through the plan will also increase by ap
proximately 10 per cent July 1, 1981. The single rates will 
go up by 30 cents to $3.15 per month, and the family rate 
by 60 cents to $6.30 per month. The subsidized rate for a 
single person will be increased by 20 cents to $2.25, and 
the subsidized rate for a family will go up 40 cents to 
$4.50. 

The revenues from premiums collected will pay for 
approximately 28 per cent of the medical services pro
vided by the Alberta health care insurance plan. They 
represent about 10 per cent of the total costs of hospital 
and medical services provided to Albertans. 

With these increases premium rates in Alberta will still 
be less than half the rates charged by the Ontario health 
insurance plan and approximately equal to those current
ly in effect in British Columbia. 

head: ORAL QUESTION PERIOD 

Energy Negotiations 

MR. R. SPEAKER: Mr. Speaker, my question is to the 
Minister of Energy and Natural Resources. It follows a 
statement the minister made outside the Assembly yester
day with regard to the oil cutbacks. For clarification, I 
wonder if the minister could indicate whether it's the view 
of the government that the oil cutbacks are or are not a 
political weapon in the negotiating process with Ottawa. 

MR. SPEAKER: I have some difficulty with that ques
tion. It's certainly entirely a matter of opinion as to 
whether or not something is a political weapon. If the 
hon. leader is after some factual information, perhaps the 
question could be rephrased. 

MR. R. SPEAKER: Mr. Speaker, it's unfortunate that 
the hon. minister doesn't make the comments in the 
Legislature, so we can react to them accordingly, and that 
they have to come into question period. 

Could the minister confirm the statement of the gov
ernment that the present cutbacks in oil are being used as 
a gun-to-the-head approach to Ottawa? 

MR. LEITCH: Mr. Speaker, in response to the opening 
comments of the hon. Leader of the Opposition, I assume 
or hope he was here last November when we debated at 
length the question of the resolution that authorized this 
reduction in production. As I recall, I spoke at some time 
in this House then about the reasons it was being done. 
In light of that, I doubt that his opening words are 
supported by the evidence. 

As I recall, Mr. Speaker, I pointed out, and have on a 
number of occasions, that we did not advise the federal 
government of our intention to react to any unilateral 
action on their part by a reduction in production until it 
was clear the negotiations were at an impasse. We didn't 
do that, because we didn't want to create an atmosphere 
during the negotiations where we could be seen to have 
been putting a gun to their head; in effect saying, look if 
you don't agree with us, we're going to cut back produc
tion. We didn't do that. 

It was only after the negotiations were obviously ter
minated that we advised the federal government of the 
responses we would take. One of those responses was a 
reduction in production. I think it's been made abundant
ly clear by spokesmen for our government as to why 
we're doing that. The reason we're doing it is very simple: 
when someone sets the sale price of the product you own 
so low that you can only conclude that it's grossly unfair, 
the only action you have available to you is to sell less of 
it. Mr. Speaker, in comments made both in this Assembly 
and outside, I think that position and view has been made 
abundantly clear. 

MR. R. SPEAKER: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary ques
tion to the minister. I can certainly agree that selling our 
oil at much below world price is wrong and a loss of basic 
principle. But under the present circumstances, where 
negotiations are now proceeding — and hopefully in 
good faith and, I understand from comments outside of 
this Legislature, in terms of good will — could the 
minister indicate why lifting the cutback at this point 
would not be a good move? 
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MR. SPEAKER: With great respect, at best this is going 
to warm over a debate that has been going on in the 
Assembly. I would respectfully ask the hon. leader to give 
serious consideration to phrasing the question in such a 
way that it may involve some factual information. 

MR. R. SPEAKER: Mr. Speaker, thank you very much 
for that advice. To the minister: has the government 
considered this as one of the approaches in their strategy 
of negotiations next week? 

MR. LEITCH: No, Mr. Speaker, we haven't. By the use 
of the word consider, I take it that the hon. Leader of the 
Opposition is saying, did you give serious thought to 
doing that? Obviously it's one of the possibilities. My 
personal feeling is that that would not be helpful to the 
negotiations because, in effect, we'd be putting the gun 
back to the head of the people on the other side of the 
table. We would be saying, look, we'll go back to full 
production, but remember that if you don't agree with us, 
we'll then go back to reducing the production. In my 
judgment it's going to create a better atmosphere for 
these discussions, which we all hope could be concluded 
successfully, by simply leaving matters as they now stand. 

MR. R. SPEAKER: Mr. Speaker, for clarification. Is the 
hon. minister saying at this time that it's better to keep 
the gun to the head of Ottawa during the negotiations, 
and results will be better? Is that what the minister is 
saying? 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Possibly the hon. leader 
has some . . . 

MR. R. SPEAKER: That's what he s a i d . [interjections] 

MR. K N A A K : A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. I wonder 
if the Provincial Treasurer has made an assessment of to 
what extent the return on the cutback will be greater 
when it's sold at a future time, rather than selling it at less 
than half its value at this time? 

MR. H Y N D M A N : Mr. Speaker, I think it's difficult to 
use specific numbers, but there's just no question that 
such production reduction as results in oil not being sold 
today at a less than fair price — that that oil would 
command a much higher price in future years when it is 
sold, and that Albertans would certainly benefit very sig
nificantly from the undoubtedly higher price that oil 
would command in future years. 

DR. BUCK: Mr. Speaker . . . 

MR. K N A A K : A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. A further supplementary 
by the hon. Member for Edmonton Whitemud, followed 
by a supplementary by the hon. Member for Clover Bar. 

MR. K N A A K : Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To the Minister 
of Energy and Natural Resources: can the minister advise 
the House whether he has seen any indication from 
Ottawa of a change in their approach; in other words, a 
sign of good will and a change in attitude toward these 
negotiations at this time? 

MR. LEITCH: Mr. Speaker, perhaps the most informa
tive way I can respond to that question is by pointing out 

that people speaking on behalf of the federal government, 
including the Prime Minister, the Minister of Finance, 
the Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources — and the 
parliamentary secretary to the Minister of Energy, Mines 
and Resources as late as last Monday, before the Cana
dian Manufacturers' Association — all have been saying 
that the principles of the Ottawa energy proposals are to 
remain in place, and the only matter open for discussion 
are details of those proposals. It's because of those state
ments, Mr. Speaker, that I have not been able to be 
optimistic about the chances of success of the meetings, 
the first of which is scheduled to be held in Winnipeg 
next Monday. 

DR. BUCK: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary question to 
the Provincial Treasurer, in light of the fact that he has 
such a wealth of knowledge, and he can tell us how much 
money he's going to make in the future. Can the minister 
indicate to the Assembly what the shut-down or cutback 
has now cost the people of Alberta, in direct and estimat
ed spinoff costs? Do they have any indication of that? 

MR. H Y N D M A N : Well, certainly no revenues are lost to 
the people of Alberta with respect to any production 
reduction. As I pointed out, Mr. Speaker, those crude oil 
volumes will be worth more and are an increasingly 
valuable asset to the people of the province of Alberta. I 
think the hon. member should bear that in mind when 
doing his calculations. There will certainly be more in
formation with respect to revenues in the fiscal year 
ahead coming out in the budget next Tuesday night. 

MR. SINDLINGER: A supplementary, please, Mr. 
Speaker. Last year the government indicated it would do 
a cost-benefit analysis of the oil production reduction and 
on the delay of tar sands development. Have those studies 
been completed? 

MR. H Y N D M A N : I don't recall those commitments last 
year, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SINDLINGER: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. I'll 
check Hansard and find out when they were made; I 
don't recall the minister who did do so. 

The supplementary I pose would be to the Minister of 
Energy and Natural Resources in regard to a previous 
response, replying to the Member for Edmonton White-
mud, in regard to indications of good faith on the part of 
the federal government. What indications of good faith 
have this government made since the last July 25 
proposal? 

MR. LEITCH: Mr. Speaker, it takes me totally by sur
prise that, having made a generous movement on July 25 
with no response from the federal government, the hon. 
member would say: make another generous movement. 

MR. SINDLINGER: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. 
The question by the Member for Edmonton Whitemud 
was in regard to indications of good faith that had been 
made from you to the federal government since July 25. 
Now I'm just asking you to illustrate . . . 

MR. SPEAKER: Would the hon. member please firmly 
adopt the ordinary parliamentary form. 

MR. SINDLINGER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Could 
the minister please indicate: since July 25, in contrast to 



138 ALBERTA HANSARD April 10, 1981 

the federal government, what indicators of good faith 
have this government presented to the public? 

MR. LEITCH: Mr. Speaker, that's a very easy one to 
answer. For months and months now we've been saying 
that our approach to this issue has always been that, 
bearing in mind the divided jurisdictional responsibilities 
between the provincial government and the federal gov
ernment, our Confederation can only work effectively 
and harmoniously if we're able to reach pricing and taxa
tion agreements with respect to natural resources. 

We've worked hard over the years — and there's no 
question the history proves that — to reach agreements 
with the federal government. Even after months of diffi
cult negotiations with the federal administration of Mr. 
Clark and reaching an agreement there, we made some 
changes, put something additional on the table in an 
effort to reach an agreement with the present federal 
administration. That change, offer, or movement went 
without response, didn't attract any response from the 
federal government, Mr. Speaker. I have no hesitation in 
saying that as evidence of our good faith in the upcoming 
negotiations and the prior negotiations, I'm prepared to 
rest on simply the history of this government's negotiat
ing records. 

MR. SINDLINGER: Mr. Speaker, a final supplementary 
to the minister. In the private talks that have been held 
with the federal government, has it ever been implied to 
the federal government that if there were conciliations in 
regard to the constitution resolution, there would be 
more conciliation on the part of the Alberta government 
in regard to energy? 

MR. LEITCH: Mr. Speaker, the answer to that is no. 
Again, as members of the Assembly would be fully aware, 
we regard the energy agreement and the constitutional 
proposals as being intimately linked, in the sense that 
they both represent a massive movement by the federal 
government into the areas of provincial control over their 
resources. But despite that linkage in our view, during the 
energy negotiations we have never related an agreement 
on energy to the constitutional question. 

MR. NOTLEY: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary question 
to the hon. minister. During the private discussions sub
sequent to the Assembly's adjournment last fall, has there 
been any change in the position of the government of 
Alberta with respect to revenue sharing? In other words, 
if Ottawa were to move on the pricing schedule, would 
the province of Alberta take a different approach to the 
question of revenue sharing, which was first stated in this 
House a little over a year ago by the hon. Premier when 
the government was negotiating with the Clark govern
ment, and subsequently on July 25? Has there been any 
movement on that question? 

MR. LEITCH: Mr. Speaker, the hon. member's question 
really gets into the area of negotiations: if the other side 
does this, what will our response be? As we've said a 
number of times — and I thought everyone had agreed 
there was no other position that could be adopted — we 
simply can't do that kind of negotiating in public. I'd 
simply repeat what had earlier been said: if there is a 
significant movement by the federal government with re
spect to modifications to the energy proposals and budg
et, I anticipate that we will be able to respond to that. 

MR. K N A A K : A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: Followed by a final supplementary by 
the hon. Member for Calgary Mountain View. 

MR. K N A A K : Mr. Speaker, talking about sharing, I 
wonder if the Minister of Energy and Natural Resources 
has done an update on the contributions Albertans have 
made to the rest of Canada in terms of foregone revenue, 
if one relates the foregone revenue to the value or world 
price of the oil. If he has done an update, what is the 
number? 

DR. BUCK: That should get you into the cabinet. 

MR. LEITCH: Mr. Speaker, the contributions by Alber
tans [interjections]. I'm not sure the members of the offi
cial opposition want to hear this, but if they would just 
give us a little quiet in the Assembly, I'll give them the 
numbers. 

The contribution by Albertans to other Canadians by 
way of selling oil and natural gas at less than their full 
value until 1980 total about $35 billion. Had the offer of 
July 25, 1980, been accepted, there would have been a 
further similar contribution of about an additional $60 
billion by the people of Alberta to the other people in 
Canada. 

Ambulance Services 

MR. PURDY: Mr. Speaker, I'd like to ask a question of 
the Minister of Hospitals and Medical Care. It's regard
ing the order in council where changes were made in 
ambulance regulations, whereby patients can be trans
ferred from a hospital to another hospital upon the 
doctor's request. Will the total cost be paid by the 
Alberta health care commission? 

MR. RUSSELL: The additional costs of those extended 
ambulance services will be paid as a hospital benefit, Mr. 
Speaker. 

MR. PURDY: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary to the 
minister. In view of the fact that many ambulance opera
tors are responding to accidents on provincial highways, 
and in many cases can't collect through the unsatisfied 
judgement fund or through estates, is the minister pre
pared to change the Alberta health care act so that 
operators may collect that fee for service? 

MR. RUSSELL: No, Mr. Speaker, that's not something 
we're considering at the present time. The regulations 
passed on Tuesday of this week make it clear that it's an 
extension of a hospital benefit and, as such, the patient 
has to move within the hospital system. 

MR. NOTLEY: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary question 
to the Minister of Hospitals and Medical Care. When 
may the Legislature expect the government's policy 
statement on a province-wide ambulance scheme, as 
promised by the hon. minister's predecessor during a leg
islative debate in 1978, just before the last provincial 
election? When may we expect that comprehensive 
statement? 

MR. RUSSELL: Mr. Speaker, I believe the hon. member 
is aware that a considerable amount of discussion and 
foundation work have been done with all the affected 
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groups, both in and outside government, since that 
statement was made. Really the key principles and issues 
at stake — whether financial, legislative, or administra
tive — have been well identified. We are presently consid
ering a variety of ways to apply a province-wide program 
which applies solutions to those principles and problems, 
in a manner that's acceptable to all our municipalities and 
to those who deliver ambulance services at the present 
time. 

MR. NOTLEY: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary question 
to the hon. minister. In view of the suggestions by the 
hon. minister's predecessor three years ago that we were 
going to see this program in place very quickly, when can 
the Legislature expect to have an announcement by the 
government? For example, is it anticipated that the ques
tion will be resolved by the time the Legislature adjourns 
the spring session, will we have it during the fall session, 
or will we have it at all during 1981? 

MR. RUSSELL: Mr. Speaker, I would doubt very much 
that it would be ready for presentation to the Legislature 
this spring session. At this time I have to remain hopeful 
that we might see something in the fall, but I can't 
promise that. 

DR. BUCK: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary question. Is 
the minister aware that in 1974, by passing a resolution of 
this Assembly, the Legislature directed the government 
that action be taken on providing province-wide ambu
lance service? Is the minister aware of that resolution of 
this Legislature? 

MR. SPEAKER: I question the propriety of this ques
tion. Surely that's a matter of public record. 

DR. BUCK: Mr. Speaker, I'm asking the minister if he's 
aware of the resolution of the Legislature. 

MR. NOTLEY: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary question 
to the minister. What assurance will the minister give the 
House that, in view of the 1974 resolution and the 
statement made by the minister's predecessor in a debate 
in 1978 that the plan was just around the corner — that 
was just before the last provincial election, so we were all 
being fattened up. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Question. 

MR. NOTLEY: The question is: what kind of assurance 
do we have that this government is going to come in with 
a program? Seven years after the Legislature first ad
dressed it, are we going to get it this fall or not? 

MR. RUSSELL: Mr. Speaker, I'm unable to give an 
assurance as to the specific date when a program may or 
may not be introduced. Because the matter has been 
discussed widely with groups outside of government, I 
think it's common knowledge that considerable work is 
being done on the development of the program. But I 
can't give an assurance when I would be in a position to 
present it to the members. 

MR. NOTLEY: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary question. 
The minister indicated in his first answer that the major 
principles had been identified, including costs. Is the 
minister in a position to advise the Assembly what the 
obstacle is to a firmer commitment? Is the obstacle the 

minister's colleagues in the caucus, or what is the obstacle 
to a commitment by the end of this year? 

MR. RUSSELL: Mr. Speaker, the obstacle is the diffi
culty in arriving at a program of ambulance service that 
will serve 2 million people in a large area, most of which 
is sparsely populated and which is now served by three 
systems of ambulance service: voluntary, commercial, and 
municipally owned. If the hon. member, with his ex
perience in the House after all these years, can't deter
mine the problems involved in that kind of situation, my 
answers to him aren't going to help. 

MRS. CRIPPS: Supplementary, Mr. Speaker. Are 
standard regulations being considered for establishing 
minimum criteria for ambulance operators in the 
province? 

MR. RUSSELL: Yes they are, Mr. Speaker. I think hon. 
members are aware of the training program that has been 
under way for the last couple of years, through my 
colleague's Advanced Education department. That's the 
long-term objective in so far as staff qualifications are 
concerned. 

DR. BUCK: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary question. 

MR. SPEAKER: Might this be the final supplementary 
on this topic. 

DR. BUCK: In the minister's studies and discussions on 
looking at providing province-wide ambulance service, is 
the minister recommending that the basic delivery of 
ambulance service remain in the private sector? I know 
this government has a little left-leaning tendency. [inter
jections] Are they looking at keeping it in the private 
sector? 

MR. RUSSELL: Mr. Speaker, I just mentioned the three 
parties who now deliver ambulance services in the prov
ince. The difficulty is trying to accommodate the desires 
of all those groups, and they are really very different. 
Your voluntary service in the small, rural Alberta com
munity is quite different from the one in a metropolitan 
centre. We can't even get agreement between the two 
major cities in Alberta on what kind of service they want. 
So I don't what to hold out hope that this is an easy 
problem to resolve, but I can assure members that con
siderable work has been done on it. 

Grain Transportation 

DR. BUCK: Mr. Speaker, my question is to the hon. 
Minister of Agriculture. It's a follow up to a question I 
asked when the hon. minister was away attending the 
funeral of one of our former colleagues. Can the minister 
indicate under whose direction the grain hopper cars were 
loaded with rapeseed in Edmonton and sent on the road? 
Was it under the direction of the Minister of Agriculture? 

MR. SCHMIDT: Mr. Speaker, I would be pleased to 
supplement the answers given by my colleague the day I 
was away from the House. In answering the hon. mem
ber's question, perhaps it would be wise to review the 
actions to date. First, a grain company in the sale and 
delivery of rapeseed, to meet the total amount that was 
covered in the sale, purchased approximately 3,000 
tonnes from Alberta Terminals Ltd., which had the rape
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seed in storage within the terminal itself. 
That rapeseed was to add to grain that was held by the 

company in Vancouver, to meet a shipment and sale of 
rapeseed to the Mexican government, I believe. The ap
plication by the company for the movement of that 
amount of rape that was stored within Alberta Terminals 
Ltd. was made in the usual manner, recognizing that 
non-board grain and the allocation of cars have been 
reduced fairly recently. The number of cars available to 
move that rape were insufficient to meet the 
requirements. 

It was on that reply from the grain transportation 
authority to Alberta Terminals Ltd., through the com
pany that purchased, that a request was made from 
Alberta Terminals Ltd., because of the lack of rolling 
stock, whether or not newly delivered cars that were not 
yet in the grain transportation system could be used. It 
was on that assumption that my authority was given to 
use the newly delivered cars to meet that requirement. 

Those cars were loaded, a request was made to the 
Canadian Wheat Board that the cars were now loaded, 
and asked for permission to move off to a Vancouver 
dock. That information was passed on to the grain trans
portation authority, which requested some further infor
mation. That information was provided. 

While those transmissions were being made, the rail 
cars left the Alberta Terminals Ltd. siding, with the 
exception of seven cars, I believe. Six of those cars have 
been delivered to Pioneer terminals in Vancouver. The 
original seven are in the city of Edmonton. The balance 
are on a siding, I believe in British Columbia. 

The owners of the grain met yesterday afternoon with 
the Canadian Grain Commission for the negotiations for 
the unloading at Pioneer terminals. As of this morning, 
those negotiations are ongoing with CNR, Pioneer ter
minals, and the owners of the grain, for unloading to 
meet a ship that will be in Vancouver on April 16, I 
believe. 

Mr. Speaker, it's interesting to note that the purchase 
from Alberta Terminals Ltd. provided clean rape to the 
purchaser and an opportunity for Alberta producers, 
through negotiations on a very soft market and the price 
received because it's clean and on a delivery, to gain 
approximately $50,000 over and above a normal pricing. 
That amounted to an increase in the price of rape for that 
delivery to sell to Mexico as is. So at the present time the 
negotiations are ongoing between the owner and the 
terminals. 

DR. BUCK: Mr. Speaker, to the hon. minister. Can the 
minister indicate who carries the liability insurance on the 
rail fleet — the blue cars? 

MR. SCHMIDT: Mr. Speaker, I would have to take the 
question as notice. I don't have that answer. 

MRS. CRIPPS: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary to the 
Minister of Economic Development. Is this delay in deli
very by the grain transportation authority common 
throughout the province? Are Alberta farmers paying 
demurrage charges and being penalized by this kind of 
transportation? 

MR. PLANCHE: Mr. Speaker, I would like to respond 
to that and ask my colleague the Minister of Agriculture 
to supplement it, if necessary. Right now, according to 
the grain transportation authority, in excess of 560 cars 
filled with rapeseed are spread between Edmonton and 

Vancouver. 
I think this Legislature should know the seriousness of 

this situation and the way we view it. The complacency of 
our federal government in rationalizing and upgrading 
our total freight system may result in as much as an 8 
million tons per year shortfall by 1985 in our ability to 
ship. Unquestionably the difficulty we're in with our 
growers and their ability to supply to world markets now, 
will accelerate and become more grave. In fact our best 
information is that if we don't get busy and start on that 
CPR tunnel by sometime this September, we're irrevocab
ly into that mess. 

So again, when we talk about supplying grain cars for 
our growers to sell to the market they're supposed to 
serve, we're more concerned with our growers than we are 
with the bureaucracy. This is notice that the federal 
government had better get on with it, Mr. Speaker, or 
Alberta is going to be in serious trouble. 

MRS. CRIPPS: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. Are 
Alberta farmers again paying demurrage charges because 
of that? 

MR. PLANCHE: Yes they are. Of course the demurrage 
falls back on our growers and, if I remember the statistics 
at Vancouver port, we have demurrage being paid for 
about 12 vessels at anchor for an average of 12 days. 
That's on average. We've done some work in other ports 
around the world, and it isn't uncommon for ports of 10 
times the capacity of Vancouver to have vessels in and 
out in eight hours. 

MR. NOTLEY: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary question. 
Given the minister's stirring words, which I'm sure all 
members support, will we now get a commitment from 
the government of Alberta to separate the question of the 
transportation improvements the Premier suggested on 
July 25, from the rest of the energy package, so we can 
get on with moving grain? 

MR. LOUGHEED: Mr. Speaker, you hear ridiculous 
suggestions, but that one has to be at the top. It seems to 
me that what the hon. Member for Spirit River-Fairview 
is saying is that because of the default of the federal 
government in meeting its transportation obligations to 
western Canada, the people of western Canada, who pay 
taxes to the federal government, should be obliged to use 
the revenues they have in this part of Canada to solve 
what is clearly and unequivocally a federal responsibility. 
I just can't see how in a confederation it's acceptable for 
the hon. member to be proposing that the people of this 
province pay twice. They pay in federal taxes to the 
Ottawa government. They should surely be entitled to 
expect in return that the federal government use some 
portion of the revenues it gets from the taxpayers of 
Alberta to meet the needs of the people of Alberta. 
Nothing, in my judgment, has a higher priority than 
transportation. 

So I think it is something that I'm sure is unacceptable 
to Albertans, to suggest that the people of this province 
should have to pay twice: once as federal taxpayers and 
get little in return and, secondly, from the resource 
revenue owned by the people of this province. If that's the 
position the hon. member wants to take in the province 
of Alberta, let him proceed. 

MR. NOTLEY: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary question. 
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MR. SPEAKER: A final supplementary by the hon. 
member, followed by a final supplementary . . . [interjec
tions] Order please. May I just complete the 
arrangements. 

A final supplementary by the hon. Member for Spirit 
River-Fairview, followed by a final supplementary by the 
hon. Member for Clover Bar. We're running out of time. 

MR. NOTLEY: Mr. Speaker, the question to the Premier 
is simply this: if this government is serious about winning 
public opinion for Alberta's case, nothing could be a 
stronger move than some of the investments which this 
government is . . . 

MR. SPEAKER: Has the hon. member a question? 

MR. NOTLEY: Mr. Speaker, my question to the Premier 
is: because it's already made the proposal as part of a 
package, why will the government not consider the 
commitment to transportation? We need that commit
ment for the long-term interest, not only of the rest of 
Canada but . . . [interjections] 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please, order please. The hon. 
member is blatantly debating. 

MR. LOUGHEED: Mr. Speaker, do I have a chance to 
respond to the blatant debate? 

MR. SPEAKER: It would be unfair otherwise. 

MR. LOUGHEED: Mr. Speaker, I think the very point 
— and the hon. member is not aware that he's actually 
making the point — that what Alberta proposed last July 
25 was a sound and generous proposal, and one that 
should have been accepted by the federal government; 
then in all fairness and all equity, surely an obligation we 
made to make a $2 billion grant, for all the people of 
western Canada, to improve transportation, is one that 
has to be met on the other side with a reasonable 
response by the federal government to our pricing and 
taxation requests. It is part of any fair negotiation to see 
that occur. 

Mr. Speaker, it's clear to me that the objection, which I 
think I should express, that was made by the federal 
government to that proposal, is one that perhaps should 
be discussed in this Legislature. To that extent, I'm 
pleased the hon. member has raised it. The objection was 
made that in some way that would derogate from the 
federal authority over transportation. That's not so, be
cause the proposal we made for the $2 billion to be spent 
over the four years by way of grant from the resource 
revenue of the province of Alberta, was first of all to be 
established on a priority basis of projects by the four 
western premiers, and then concurred in and ratified by 
the federal authorities. So they had the residual control 
over the expenditure of the funds which, in my judgment, 
was one they should have accepted. 

Certainly the western premiers — and although we're 
referring entirely to Alberta revenues, we were prepared 
on behalf of the people of Alberta to bring in other other 
western provinces on an integrated basis so that we could 
establish those priorities. I think it was a very important 
part of the generous package we presented. All we asked 
in return is a reasonable response from the federal gov
ernment with regard to pricing and taxation. 

DR. BUCK: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary question to 
the hon. Minister of Economic Development. In light of 
the statement the Minister of Agriculture made that the 
rapeseed was cleaned here, et cetera, that's fine. I think 
that's the way we should go. My question to the minister 
is just a short two-pronged one. Are we looking at build
ing more terminals in Alberta, and are we looking at 
alternate methods of moving grain to the west coast? 

MR. PLANCHE: Mr. Speaker, considerable costs are 
going to be involved in upgrading the Alberta Terminals 
Ltd. elevators to the level we think our growers are going 
to require. The decision as to whether the money will be 
spent on upgrading or rebuilding terminals hasn't been 
made, nor in fact has it been presented to my colleagues, 
because the numbers are still coming in. But I want to 
reassure the member that Alberta is determined to move 
grain and, whatever that means, we'll be involved in it. 

Native Assistance 

MR. NOTLEY: Mr. Speaker, I'd like to direct this ques
tion to the Premier. I understand a representative from 
the Premier's office attended a meeting last night with the 
Bigstone Cree Band. Is the Premier in a position to advise 
the Assembly what steps, if any, the government of 
Alberta proposes to take, including the use of the office 
of the Premier, to attempt to expedite an agreement or to 
develop consultation between the federal government and 
the Bigstone Cree Band on this important matter? 

MR. LOUGHEED: Mr. Speaker, the communication 
from the representative of my office was merely to ex
press regret that the invitation which was extended to 
visit with them could not be accepted, in part because of 
the short notice. 

What is intended by the government is, first of all, to 
recognize the band making the effort in such a dramatic 
way to express concern with the withdrawal or reduction 
of funding in this important area of treaty obligation by 
the federal government. It's our judgment that we should 
respond this way. We understand the approach will be 
made, I presume today or almost now, by the band to the 
federal authorities. It would be our view that if there are 
ways we can, through the Minister responsible for Native 
Affairs together with the Minister of Federal and Inter
governmental Affairs, communicate our concern both on 
a specific and general basis. 

I think the overall problem of concern here is that we 
have a situation apparently developing where there is a 
significant reduction in the federal government support, 
or an absence of recognition of increased needs by the 
native bands throughout all of Canada, and a cutback in 
the Native Affairs budget of the federal government. We 
feel that we do have an obligation to support the general 
pressure they wish to exert upon the federal government 
for the federal government to reassess their obligations to 
the native people of Canada. The exact form in which we 
would make that representation is not one that I'm in a 
position to respond to in the Legislature this morning. 

MR. NOTLEY: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary question 
to either the Premier or the Minister responsible for 
Native Affairs. Since some of the 10 points listed last 
night largely relate to provincial jurisdiction, what specif
ic steps is the government of Alberta contemplating at 
this stage on behalf of this government in the area of its 
own jurisdiction, to alleviate the concerns of the people in 
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the area, particularly the concerns of not only the status 
but the non-status people with respect to very high 
unemployment? 

DR. McCRIMMON: Mr. Speaker, there have been quite 
a number of steps with respect to the general area, not 
specifically the reserve but the general area. As I men
tioned in question period the other day, three ministers 
were up at the request of the native people of Wabasca-
Desmarais. We set up a community pasture system which 
will create employment in the area. This is working 
together between the band, the Metis people, and the 
provincial government, and this project is going ahead. 

We have support for a great number of projects as far 
as the access the band and the people in the area have. 
I'm speaking with respect to the major recreational facili
ties program, the program with reduced costs for home 
heating — we can go on and on. The people in the area 
have access to a large number of programs the provincial 
government has supported. We're working with road 
programs and creation of work in the area as much as 
possible. It's a long list. If the hon. member wishes, I can 
give him the specifics, but it would perhaps be better on 
the Order Paper. 

MR. NOTLEY: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary question. 
Monday this week the minister indicated he had not 
heard any formal communication from the Indian Asso
ciation of Alberta with respect to the Business Assistance 
for Native Albertans plan as well as the plan for Venture 
Capital. It's my understanding that public statements 
have been made by both the Indian Association of Alber
ta and the Federation of Metis Settlements expressing 
some concern, particularly with respect that five of the 
BANAC board of directors will be from the private sector 
and only three from the native communities. My question 
very specifically to the minister is: what structural 
changes are now being considered in both proposals as a 
result of the formal concern expressed by both the or
ganizations I've mentioned, the Indian Association of 
Alberta and the Federation of Metis Settlements? 

DR. McCRIMMON: Mr. Speaker, I think some of the 
statements made were not quite correct. As far as the 
board of directors is concerned, that has not been estab
lished as yet. That decision will be made in conjunction 
with the Metis Association of Alberta. But no decision 
has been made on the specific number of directors, either 
from the Metis Association, the natives, or industry in 
general. 

The fact that perhaps the president of the Indian 
Association of Alberta and the president of the Metis 
Settlements feel that perhaps this interferes with their 
programs is unfortunate. But keep in mind that this 
program was set up at the request of the Metis Associa
tion and the board of the Metis Association of Alberta, 
and this represents the vast number of Metis and native 
people in the province — between 50,000 and 60,000 
people. So it's unfortunate that they take this view, but I 
can't see that it should deprive the other native people in 
the province from access to this expertise and knowledge 
that is so desperately needed in business ventures. 

MR. SPEAKER: Might this be the final supplementary 
on this topic. 

MR. NOTLEY: Mr. Speaker, to the minister. What we're 
dealing with now is a proposal, admittedly not totally 

firmed up, but a proposal which has concerned both the 
president of the Indian Association and the president of 
the Federation of Metis Settlements. What initiatives has 
the minister taken to seek a meeting with both Mr. 
Steinhauer and Mr. Ghostkeeper to discuss this matter in 
more detail? In the process, hopefully of seeking a meet
ing, is the minister prepared to assure the House that 
some changes will be made in the structure to accommo
date their concerns? 

DR. McCRIMMON: Mr. Speaker, over the past year 
there have been many meetings with the president of the 
Indian Association of Alberta with respect to the Venture 
Capital proposition and the BANAC proposal. They've 
had opportunities before this for their input to both 
propositions, and in the past their support has been quite 
reasonable. I'm rather surprised at this turnabout in their 
support in the last few days. As far as meeting with them, 
I'm prepared to meet with them at any time. 

The Persons Case 

MRS. CHICHAK: Mr. Speaker, my question is directed 
to the hon. Minister of Culture. It's my understanding 
that in a matter of just days the Women's Bureau is 
holding preview showings in Calgary and Edmonton of a 
movie, produced by the minister's department and AC
CESS, on the famed persons case. I wonder if the minis
ter could advise whether this film will be available to the 
public at large for viewing. 

MRS. LeMESSURIER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I be
lieve the CBC will be showing the movie The Persons 
Case on Easter Sunday about 10 o'clock in the evening. 

May I just add that The Persons Case is also going to 
be available to schools, and ACCESS will be showing it 
on videotape this fall session during their programming. 

MRS. CHICHAK: Mr. Speaker, may I have a supple
mentary to the hon. minister. Seeing it is a film of some 
historic significance, I wonder if the minister could advise 
whether there's any indication at this time that the film 
might be available beyond Alberta's borders. 

MRS. LeMESSURIER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I be
lieve CBC is negotiating having it on national broadcast. 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 

head: GOVERNMENT MOTIONS 

2. Moved by Mr. Crawford: 
Be it resolved that, notwithstanding Standing Order 18(1)(b) 
and (c), and notwithstanding any other rules of debate, Mr. 
Speaker shall, on April 13, 1981, at 10 p.m., interrupt the 
proceedings and forthwith put the question on any sub-
amendment or amendment under consideration to the mo
tion for an address in reply to His Honour the Honourable 
Lieutenant-Governor's speech and shall immediately 
thereafter put every question necessary to dispose of the 
motion. 

MR. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, I'd just like to make a 
few remarks in respect to Motion No. 2. Standing Orders 
deals with the termination time of the throne speech 
debate unless it is otherwise previously brought to a 
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conclusion. 
The reason for Motion No. 2 of course is that because 

of the Easter weekend coming when it does and the 
House having commenced when it did, the normal course 
of the throne speech debate would have gone on no 
longer than Friday. The change that appeared to be 
needed was in relation to the earlier conclusion in order 
that the House could adjourn for that weekend and the 
budget could be presented on the Tuesday. 

Mr. Speaker, it was my view in the wording of Motion 
No. 2 that if the proceedings terminated before that, they 
need not continue until the time established in the mo
tion, which is 10 p.m. Monday. My view on that was 
because of the language used in Section 18(1) (c). I think, 
though, in order to be sure that not all of the time until 10 
o'clock on Monday would be required, as it now appears 
may be the case, the House might wish to add just a few 
words in passing the motion, if that is to be done, indicat
ing ahead of "notwithstanding" the words "unless the 
debate is previously concluded and". The resolution 
would then contemplate the possibility that all of the time 
until 10 o'clock is not used. 

I would make it perfectly clear that that would not 
facilitate any attempt the government members might 
have to end it earlier, because it would continue until that 
time in the event that there were speakers who wanted to 
speak. Only if all the speakers had concluded and the 
hon. Member for Calgary North West, who closes debate, 
had spoken at some time prior to that, then we could deal 
with it. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I would ask leave to move the motion 
as amended. 

[Motion as amended carried] 

4. Moved by Mr. Crawford: 
Be it resolved that when the House rises at 5:30 p.m. on 
April 16, 1981, it shall be adjourned until 2:30 p.m. on April 
22, 1981. 

MR. C R A W F O R D : Mr. Speaker, this is the adjourn
ment motion for the Easter weekend. 

DR. BUCK: Being that Thursday is private members' 
day, Mr. Speaker, we on this side of the House would 
like to ask if the hon. Government House Leader would 
consider an amendment that "the House rises at 5:30 p.m. 
April 16" be changed to "April 15". 

MR. C R A W F O R D : Mr. Speaker, members of the gov
ernment caucus did give consideration to that type of 
approach. It concerned us somewhat in that the ad
journment of the Assembly would then be considerably 
longer than has been the custom in respect to Easter. 
We've already added the day on the other end of the 
weekend, in the sense of Tuesday in addition to the 
Friday through the Monday . [interjections] 

The hon. members are correcting me. It does take me a 
little by surprise. I had not personally researched the 
previous years, but my belief was that this would have 
been the normal way to do it. 

MR. NOTLEY: Every year but last year. 

MR. C R A W F O R D : I don't know if further considera
tion should be given to it, Mr. Speaker. If the House 
agrees, maybe sometime before 1 o'clock I could bring 
the matter back and can take the suggestion under con-

sideration. Other business is scheduled, and if the Assem
bly agrees that when I have a further determination of the 
government's position on it, despite the other business 
under way at the time, it might come back. 

MR. SPEAKER: I take it that the hon. Government 
House Leader has the agreement he was seeking. 

HON. MEMBERS: Agreed. 

head: INTRODUCTION OF SPECIAL GUESTS 
(reversion) 

MR. KOZIAK: I wonder if I might beg the indulgence of 
the Assembly to revert to the Introduction of Special 
Guests. 

HON. MEMBERS: Agreed. 

MR. KOZIAK: Thank you. 
M. le President, Il me fait grand plaisir de vous pre

senter, et par vous, presenter aux membres de cette 
assemblée des étudiants d'école Picard. 

Mr. Speaker, earlier in the course of this morning's 
sittings, we had Introduction of Special Guests, and at 
that time members were glowing in their praise of the 
students they introduced. I am very pleased here to intro
duce to you, Mr. Speaker, and to the members of this 
Assembly, students from what I honestly believe is the 
premier French school in the province of Alberta. My 
first sentence in French is an indication that I didn't 
attend that school. 

We are fortunate to have with us, Mr. Speaker, 110 
students from école Picard in the constituency of Edmon
ton Strathcona, 60 in the members gallery and 50 in the 
public gallery. They are from the grade 8 class, under the 
leadership of M. Roland Jenereux. I would ask them to 
stand and receive the recognition of the House. 

head: GOVERNMENT MOTIONS 
(continued) 

5. Moved by Mr. Crawford: 
Be it resolved that 
(1) The Select Committee on Privileges and Elections, 

Standing Orders and Printing be instructed to consid
er what legislative provision should be made for the 
determination of the electoral division in which a resi
dence is or may be deemed to be located, in cases 
where: 
(a) a lot containing one or more residences, or 
(b) a building situated upon more than one lot, or 
(c) a community or multiresidential development 

constructed since the Electoral Boundaries 
Commission last reported to the Assembly, 

lies partly in one electoral division and partly in 
another. 

(2) The committee may, without further leave of the 
Assembly, sit during a period when the Assembly is 
adjourned. 

(3) Reasonable disbursements by the committee for staff 
assistance, equipment, supplies, advertising, travel, 
and other expenditures necessary for the effective 
conduct of its responsibilities shall be paid, after hav
ing been approved by the committee chairman. 

(4) The committee may travel within the province and 
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meet outside the Legislature Building. 
(5) The committee shall report its recommendations to 

the Assembly not later than May 15, 1981. 

MR. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, the circumstances of 
bringing forward a motion of this type at this time in the 
course of the history of the 19th Legislature perhaps 
deserves a little bit of explanation. Normally the only 
time that electoral boundaries are changed in any way is 
as a result of the work of a commission chaired by a 
judge and involving members of all parties represented in 
the House. Changes are brought back and adopted as a 
result of that and become the schedule to The Legislative 
Assembly Act. 

In the redistribution which occurred as a result of work 
done a year or so prior to the 1979 election and upon 
which the 1979 constituency boundaries were based, a few 
areas in the province have come to the attention of the 
Chief Electoral Officer which in all cases, I believe, are in 
portions of the metropolitan centres where particularly 
rapid growth has occurred in the sense of subdivisions 
being registered. Some of the boundary lines of constitu
encies, probably drawn along section lines or quarter sec
tion lines, are now in a position where, based on the type 
of subdivision plan filed by a developer in that area, the 
constituency boundary lines go through the subdivisions 
rather than along the edge. This particularly happens 
where a contour type of subdivision involves boundaries 
that do not go in straight lines. Mr. Speaker, the sugges
tion is therefore that it might be a good idea to rearrange 
those boundaries in between the regular reviews done by 
the boundaries commissions, however little precedent 
there is for that sort of thing. 

The mechanism proposed is that the Assembly Com
mittee on Privileges and Elections, Standing Orders, and 
Printing, which would represent both government and 
opposition members, consider the matter. In doing so 
they would no doubt want to call the Chief Electoral 
Officer and hear directly from him what he has discover
ed and would like to bring to the attention of that 
committee. The committee would then report to the 
House. If action was to be taken, it could be based on 
that report. 

I might just make two comments with respect to bring
ing it in now. The time frame is that an enumeration is to 
take place this fall in the normal course of requirements 
under provincial legislation. If a change were made, that 
would enable the enumerations to take place in a way 
that would probably better serve the local purposes. I 
might also mention, Mr. Speaker, that the government 
has given thought to what amendments to The Legislative 
Assembly Act might be brought forth in this session, for 
diverse purposes, and I suppose still has the option of 
recommending to the Assembly either minimal adminis
trative changes in some respects, or possibly relatively 
substantial changes or a recasting of that legislation. That 
issue comes up because of the age of the legislation and 
the view that's been held for some time I think by a 
number of hon. members that it could probably use 
recasting. This would be done after consultation with the 
official opposition with respect to those proposals. We 
would be in the position then where it is possible, if not 
likely, that the Assembly may have for consideration 
either a substantial rewriting of The Legislative Assembly 
Act or certain administrative amendments which are 
deemed to be important at this time. 

In the overall philosophy or context of those changes, 
none of that would affect any of the boundaries, in order 

to change the boundaries, if that is to be done, an 
amendment to the schedule to the same Act is required. 
So if we were bringing back that legislation, we would 
want to be in the position to bring back a change to the 
schedule on the same occasion. 

That is about what is involved. In fairness I should say 
that although I've presented this motion and have had 
reported to me what the concerns are about certain con
stituencies where the difficulties I've described have aris
en, I don't have any personal knowledge with respect to 
what the problem is and would simply anticipate that a 
careful view of it would be taken by the committee and 
that the House could then have it for consideration. 

MR. McCRAE: Mr. Speaker, I'd like to say a few words 
on this very important motion. The Attorney General, the 
hon. House leader, has fairly canvassed the area and I 
think set it out very fully. But I'd like to give some very 
specific situations that I think could be corrected by the 
work of the privileges and elections committee of this 
House. As the hon. Attorney General said, The Electoral 
Boundaries Commission Act provides that under normal 
situations a commission would be established and, after 
each second election, the commission would examine all 
the constituency boundaries in the province and recom
mend to the Assembly a new set of constituency bounda
ries for the next election. Generally that has worked fairly 
well, but there are some unusual situations. 

Down in Calgary Foothills and the adjacent constitu
encies there are some situations where electors feel that to 
some extent they are disenfranchised or voting in the 
wrong constituency. Looking at Section 21 of The Elec
toral Boundaries Act, it states that: 

The Commission, in determining the area to be 
included in and in fixing the boundaries of all pro
posed electoral divisions, shall take into 
consideration 

(a) the community or diversity of interests of the 
population, 

(b) the means of communication between the 
various parts thereof, 

(c) the physical features thereof, 
(d) the sparsity or density of population . . . 

and as a catchall, 
(e) all other similar or relevant factors. 

The situation I'd like to outline would presumably be 
captured by (a) the community of interests, (b) the means 
of communication between various parts of the constitu
ency, and (e) the physical features or the catchall. 

I wanted to point that out, Mr. Speaker, to establish in 
the minds of all members that there's nothing contradic
tory or inconsistent between what is being proposed here 
today and what the legislation provides for. As the 
Attorney General said, if we are going to make any 
changes, it would be important to do them now when the 
fall election is coming on, so that the voters wherever 
they may be . . . 

MR. C R A W F O R D : Try "enumeration" rather than 
"election". 

MR. McCRAE: Those potential voters who are being 
enumerated in the next election, be it whenever, would be 
enumerated in the riding they would most probably be in 
in the next boundaries commission report. 

The situations I wanted to outline, Mr. Speaker, result 
from the Electoral Boundaries Commission, pre-'75 it 
would be, taking the direction and — no criticism of the 
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commission is intended at all — establishing constituency 
boundaries on the undeveloped part of the city of Calgary 
along section or quarter section boundary lines, rather 
than natural contours or features, riverbeds or developing 
roadways. Because of the very rapid development there, 
community growth has occurred, and when you look at 
the constituency boundaries based on section boundaries, 
you find some very, very unusual situations. 

For instance, if I could be specific for a moment, up in 
the northwest part of my riding the boundary was origi
nally established along a quarter section line and now 
bisects or cuts through a dwelling. The line goes right 
through the bedroom. So the people living there do not 
know whether to vote in Calgary Foothills or in Calgary 
North West, which is so ably represented by Mrs. Sheila 
Embury. I think there are about 20 or 30 dwellings there 
— a few single-family residences, some multifamily — 
where the boundary line goes right through the middle of 
the multifamily project. In fact, I would think the natural 
extension of the boundary there would have been along 
53rd Avenue, which I think is also called Dalhousie 
Drive. On the land we're talking about, a knoll or a piece 
of high ground, in addition to voters whose houses are 
bisected by the boundaries commission line, there are 
about 30 who are on this knoll who, if they were to vote 
in Calgary North West, would have to go about a mile or 
two around and come all the way back up 53rd and into 
the constituency of Calgary North West. 

I'm not predatory by nature, but I think it would 
probably be reasonable to have those voters included in 
Calgary Foothills rather than in Calgary North West. I 
think that would reflect the community of interest, the 
physical features referred to in the boundaries commis
sion Act and would probably be more than satisfactory to 
those persons to be enumerated in Calgary Foothills 
constituency rather than Calgary North West. 

Moving on to other parts of the riding, in the universi
ty area, we have 200 or 300 units of student and faculty 
housing, and for some reason they are cut right down the 
middle. The university proper is in Calgary Foothills, but 
the housing is divided. Part of it is in Calgary Bow, so 
ably represented by the hon. Dr. Webber. The people 
there have made representations to me, to the returning 
officer, and I would gather, indirectly to the Chief Elec
toral Officer, expressing the wish that all of the people in 
that little community of university people and students 
vote in one or the other of the ridings. I will not give any 
view as to which of the two ridings I think they should 
vote in. There might be some merit in their being in 
Calgary Foothills, but there might equally be merit in 
their being in the other riding. In any event I think it 
would be a worth-while exercise for the election and 
privileges committee to take that problem area under 
advisement and make a decision to put them all into one 
or the other of the ridings. 

We have another situation next to Confederation Park. 
The south side of the park is in Calgary North Hill, 
represented so ably by Mr. Ed Oman. On the north side 
of the park, with the exception of one side of a street, all 
is in Calgary Foothills. But if you go down Charlebois 
Drive, about two dozen houses on the south side of the 
street for some strange reason have been placed in Cal
gary north. Then there's a gap of a half-mile or more 
where the park and golf course are situated. Again, refer
ring to the Act, and looking at the physical characteristics 
of the neighborhood and of the community of interest, I 
would suspect that probably the people on the south side 
of the street should be enumerated in the same electoral 

division as the same people on the north side of the street, 
albeit Calgary Foothills in that case. 

Moving on, we have one more very unique situation, 
and that, Mr. Speaker, is up and beyond Nose Hill, an 
area of Calgary which is very much in the news right now 
because of an assumed commitment on the part of city 
council over the past half-dozen years to establish a 
natural park there. It is a promontory, a large area of 
land some 2,400 acres in scope, that overlooks the city. 
It is probably not an appropriate area for housing and 
had been established in the minds of the residents of 
Calgary Foothills, and I think Calgary residents general
ly, as a proposed park. In any event there's no housing on 
the hill right now, but development is occurring beyond 
the hill in an area called Beddington Heights. None of 
that housing was there last election, or last boundaries 
commission review. At that time the commission ran the 
boundaries between Calgary McKnight and Calgary 
Foothills straight up 14th Street. As it turns out, because 
of the contours, the physical characteristics of the land up 
there, the area has now been developed with a major 
thoroughfare know as Beddington Road, and that winds 
around, not in a straight north-south line, but generally 
in an east-west direction. 

A community of about 800 to 900 homes has grown 
there, with the extension of the eastern boundary line of 
Calgary Foothills-Calgary McKnight that runs right 
through that lovely little community of Beddington 
Heights. The effect is that about 400 people would be 
enumerated or required to vote in Calgary McKnight; the 
other 400 or so would be enumerated and expected to 
vote in Calgary Foothills. It would seem to me that 
would be another situation the committee recommended 
for appointment to review this entire matter could look 
at, and having regarded the boundaries commission act 
and several sections there having regard to commmunity 
of interest, property characteristics, and so on, might well 
decide that all the people in that community — and it is 
not a particularly large community, is undeveloped yet in 
terms of a community building, and doesn't have a 
school. I think a community like that deserves cohesi-
veness, an opportunity to grow as one community with 
an identity that would be much better served if all the 
people there voted in one area so they would have a 
relationship to one member rather than two. 

So really, Mr. Speaker, in regard to the boundary lines 
in that area, I think the committee would serve the 
Assembly and the people of Alberta well by taking that 
kind of situation under advisement and, hopefully, bring
ing back a recommendation for amendment to The Legis
lative Assembly Act prior to the next enumeration in 
September, so that those people could be enumerated and 
expect to participate in the election that would next 
come, be it ['83] or whatever date, as a voter in a cohesive 
community or electoral division. 

Mr. Speaker, I wanted to comment particularly on the 
situation in Calgary Foothills, McKnight, and the other 
adjacent ridings. I know there'll be many, many other 
situations throughout the province where small changes 
such as I have outlined should be brought to the attention 
of the committee, working as I would hope with the Chief 
Electoral Officer, to bring in a recommendation. 

Mr. Speaker, thank you for the opportunity to speak 
on behalf of the residents and voters of Calgary Foothills. 

MRS. EMBURY: Mr. Speaker, I wish to commend the 
hon. Attorney General for proposing this motion. Being 
the member for a very dynamic and fast-growing part of 
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the city of Calgary, the constituency of Calgary North 
West, we have two distinct problems, one on the east and 
one on the west. While as a member of this Legislature 
I'm delighted to share many responsibilities with col
leagues, I find this is one responsibility we share that is 
very confusing for many of the residents of our constitu
ency. I do not have to go into the background, as the 
hon. Member for Calgary Foothills so ably described the 
border problems, but I would like to urge the committee 
very strongly to consider our recommendations. A very 
famous speech or quotation once mentioned that there is 
no room for the state in the bedrooms of our homes. I 
would just like to reiterate that. At the present time, this 
could well happen if we were undergoing an election. It 
would be a question of whether the resident was in the 
kitchen, or possibly the back bedroom of the house, 
which member they would vote for. So I would strongly 
urge the committee please to consider the major road 
arteries as boundaries. I would also ask them to consider 
including the present number of constituents as of April, 
1981, in the total eligible voting number, because there is 
a great increase from the number established in Calgary 
North West as of 1979. 

Thank you very much for your indulgence. 

MR. PAHL: Mr. Speaker, I think quite enough has been 
said on the motion. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Agreed. 

MR. PAHL: I'm sure it will be supported. I only wanted 
to let the Assembly know that Edmonton enjoys similar 
problems created by growth. I just wanted to comment 
that although the expression "a House divided" or "the 
House divides" is fair characterization of this Assembly, 
it's hardly a fair one for a single-family dwelling, and 
that's the sort of problem we're facing in Mill Woods as 
well. I support the motion. 

Thank you. 

[Motion carried] 

head: GOVERNMENT BILLS AND ORDERS 
(Second Reading) 

Bill 2 
The Lloydminster Municipal 

Amalgamation Amendment Act, 1981 

MR. TOPOLNISKY: Mr. Speaker, I move second read
ing of Bill No. 2, The Lloydminster Municipal Amalgam
ation Amendment Act, 1981. In 1905, when the Terri
tories were divided and two new provinces formed, the 
fourth meridian line ran right through a community 
known as the Barr Colony. The community was renamed 
in honor of the Rev. George Lloyd. Border problems 
were largely eliminated in 1930, when the town of 
Lloydminster, Saskatchewan, and the village of Lloyd
minster, Alberta, were united as one community, by 
means of a unique piece of legislation known as the 
Lloydminster Charter. 

A new charter between Saskatchewan and Alberta was 
approved in 1971 by an order in council. This amendment 
is to recognize the new charter and give it the full force of 
law. The charter relates to the ways the two provinces 
govern their respective municipalities in the area of taxes, 
utilities, education, and other concerns. The Bill will 

provide legal status for the Lloydminster Charter, and the 
charter shall have full force of law for the composite area 
and bring it in line with that of the province of 
Saskatchewan. 

Mr. Speaker, I therefore urge hon. members to support 
second reading of Bill No. 2. 

[Motion carried; Bill 2 read a second time] 

Bill 5 
The Department of Agriculture 

Amendment Act, 1981 

MR. SCHMIDT: Mr. Speaker, I move second reading of 
Bill No. 5, The Department of Agriculture Amendment 
Act, 1981. First of all, the Bill places guarantees by the 
province of Alberta that are before lending agencies, in a 
form that is prescribed by the Provincial Treasurer, and a 
signature on behalf of the province as recognized. The 
changes to the Act — guarantees, when called, are a 
charge back to the individual covered by the guarantee. 
The two amendments give us the opportunity to be sure 
that the documentation is in a form and signed in a way 
that is acceptable by the Provincial Treasurer for the 
ongoing collections, if the guarantees are called. 

[Motion carried; Bill 5 read a second time] 

Bill 8 
The Credit Union Amendment Act, 1981 

MR. KOZIAK: Mr. Speaker, I have given some thought 
to the amendments to The Credit Union Act. In light of 
the fact that 25 per cent of all Albertans, at the latest 
count, are members of credit unions, I assume there 
would be a number of credit union members amongst 
those in the Assembly, and probably members like me 
who may in fact be indebted to those credit unions. I 
have considered the proposed amendments to the Act in 
light of that fact and have concluded that neither I nor 
any other members are in a conflict of interest because of 
such indebtedness or such membership, and are fully able 
to vote on second reading of this Bill. 

There has been an amazing growth in credit unions in 
the province of Alberta. During introduction, I men
tioned some information on that very briefly. My latest 
information is that the assets of credit unions have grown 
in the last year by 14 percent, to approximately $2.1 
billion, and that the number of Albertans — I mentioned 
approximately 25 per cent of the population — has 
grown in the last year by 8.5 per cent, to 540,000 
Albertans. 

As well, the nature of credit unions has changed sub
stantially in the last number of years, Mr. Speaker. At 
one time credit unions were basically kitchen table opera
tions of volunteer groups throughout the province. We 
have seen significant changes in that area. For example, 
in the year from March '79 to March 1980, those credit 
unions with assets under $0.25 million dropped from 45 
to 43; those with assets between $0.25 million and $0.5 
million dropped from 18 to 15. At the other end of the 
scale, those with assets of $10 million to $25 million have 
increased from 23 to 29, and those with assets in excess of 
$25 million have grown from 12 credit unions to 15. As 
indicated by that information, in some cases we have 
credit unions with assets under $250,000 and, in some 
cases, for example, the Edmonton Savings and Credit 
Union, with assets of $318 million, the largest credit 
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union in the province, followed by Co-op Centre with 
approximately $210 million, and Parkland with approxi
mately $137 million. From those figures, we can see the 
growing maturity, strength, and sophistication of credit 
unions in the province of Alberta. In recognition of that 
growing strength, sophistication, and maturity, I bring to 
the Assembly the amendments to The Credit Union Act 
contained in Bill No. 8. 

As I mentioned during first reading, with the amend
ments we are freeing up from the legislation and shifting 
to the Stabilization Corporation and to the individual 
credit unions the responsibilities with respect to loans. 
We are removing the statutory provisions and limitations 
on the authority of loan officers of credit unions, and 
those will then be imposed in the manner I have suggest
ed. Also we are proposing the removal of statutory provi
sions prescribing limitations on individual loans by credit 
unions and on the security those individual credit unions 
have to take on these individual loans. 

Because of the large numbers of members of credit 
unions, it's becoming impossible to hold an annual meet
ing of the credit union and expect all members to be 
accommodated in one single establishment and have the 
opportunity to vote. We are proposing that other voting 
procedures be provided for by the amendments in the 
Bill, so that perhaps proxies or write-in ballots might be 
used for the decision on those matters that require a vote 
by members of credit unions. 

I would also like to make a couple of comments, Mr. 
Speaker, with respect to some of the innovations that 
have taken place and are expected to take place in the 
credit union industry in the province. With the amend
ments to the Bank Act, we all know that the credit unions 
will now have direct access to the cheque clearing system, 
instead of having to go through their banker to have their 
cheques cleared. The credit union system in Canada will 
become a member and have a direct voice in the rules and 
procedures of the Canadian payments association, which 
will handle the cheque-clearing concept. I expect that will 
probably be in operation before the end of the year. 

Mr. Speaker, credit unions are anticipating plastic che
ques whereby a plastic card, in much the same form as 
the credit card, will be presented when making a pur
chase. That card will be used to debit the member's 
account immediately. Should there be insufficient funds 
in that account, prior arrangements can provide for a line 
of credit which can accommodate purchases by a credit 
union member using this system. The data processing 
concept, which adds to the efficiency of the volunteers 
and paid employees working with credit unions to pro
vide for a profitable operation for the benefit of all 
members of credit unions, has, of course, already been in 
place. Members using credit unions will have seen this. 

During the last couple of years we have been a fairly 
interesting period of time with respect to the fluctuating 
and growing interest rates that are both demanded by 
depositors and charged on loans as a result of the high 
inflation we see in the economy, fuelled primarily by 
federal government spending. That posed some challenges 
to the credit unions in the province, which they have 
successfully overcome. With a strong credit union indus
try, backed by their credit union central which provides 
them with liquidity, and backed further by the Stabiliza
tion Corporation which guarantees the deposits of mem
bers, I see nothing but future growth and success for 
credit unions in this province. I would ask all members to 
support second reading of Bill No. 8 and approve the 
amendments to The Credit Union Act. 

MR. PURDY: Mr. Speaker, I'd like to say a few words 
on second reading of The Credit Union Act and compli
ment the minister for his introduction in second reading. 
I certainly agree with the amendments to the legislation. 

I look at the credit union movement in a different way 
from the minister, in view of the fact that I'm a member 
of the board of directors of the Stony Plain credit union. 
So I'm fully aware of what's happening within the credit 
union movement in the province of Alberta and the 
commendable work the many credit unions have done 
throughout the province. I look at the volunteer work 
that goes on, especially with the credit committee, the 
many, many hours they put in reviewing the various loan 
applications. 

In 1970 the Stony Plain credit union had just under $1 
million in assets. We have now expanded. We have an 
office in the town of Stony Plain, branch offices in 
Wabamun, Onoway, Entwistle, and Drayton Valley. 
Right now our assets are about $32 million, so it's 
becoming one of the larger credit unions in the province. 
I think it's fitting that the minister bring second reading 
of the Bill to this Assembly today, in view of the fact that 
the Federation of Credit Unions is holding its annual 
meeting in Edmonton this weekend. 

With those few words, Mr. Speaker, I certainly endorse 
the amendments to The Credit Union Act. 

DR. PAPROSKI: Mr. Speaker, I'd like very briefly to 
echo the comments of the minister regarding this particu
lar Bill. Credit unions have not only grown, but the 
growth has been coupled with first-rate service, very sen
sitive to small and medium-sized businesses, and even to 
larger businesses and their particular requirements. I'm 
sure members of the Assembly will recognize that. I feel 
they have truly filled a gap in financial services for 
Albertans from all walks of life, and offered another true 
choice. Mr. Speaker, anything we can do in this Legisla
tive Assembly to improve their position surely merits our 
support. By supporting them and making these improve
ments, we're actually helping many, many Albertans 
directly and indirectly. 

I urge members to support this Bill and the changes. I 
hope the minister doesn't stop at these amendments, but 
always evaluates and re-evaluates in an ongoing way so 
that, if necessary, changes can be made in the future to 
augment further the positive service they provide for 
Albertans. 

Thank you. 

MR. KUSHNER: Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a 
few comments with regard to the Bill presented by the 
minister. Being a past branch manager of the Co-op 
Centre Credit Union in Calgary, assisting in the organiza
tion of its annual meetings, and subsequent to that being 
chairman of the credit committee, I can well relate to the 
problems the minister brought to light on this floor. All I 
can do is commend him for this piece of legislation. I 
support it one hundred per cent. 

Thank you very much. 

MR. SPEAKER: May the hon. minister conclude the 
debate? 

HON. MEMBERS: Agreed. 

MR. KOZIAK: Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank hon. 
members who participated in debate on second reading of 
the Bill, and particularly thank the hon. Member for 
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Stony Plain for raising the matter of the annual meeting, 
which is ongoing and which I intend to be present at in 
about one hour. 

I should point out to hon. members that in bringing 
these amendments forward we responded to the resolu
tions passed at the previous two meetings of the 
federation. 

[Motion carried; Bill 8 read a second time] 

Bill 4 

The Livestock Brand Inspection 
Amendment Act, 1981 

MR. SCHMIDT: Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the hon. 
Member for Innisfail, I move second reading of Bill No. 
4, The Livestock Brand Inspection Amendment Act, 
1981. In a normal year of operation, about 3 million head 
of cattle go through various sales rings, and those sales 
agencies are charged with the responsibility for the collec
tion of fees for brand inspection. The amendments in the 
Bill before you provide the opportunity for a commission 
to be paid to those individuals who have been collecting 
and will continue to collect the fees under statutes and 
The Brand Inspection Act, and will give us the opportuni
ty to provide and pay to them a 5 per cent commission 
fee. 

[Motion carried; Bill 4 read a second time] 

Bill 10 
The Department of Housing and 

Public Works Amendment Act, 1981 

MR. C H A M B E R S : Mr. Speaker, I move second reading 
of Bill No. 10, The Department of Housing and Public 
Works Amendment Act, 1981. The amendments to the 
Act are brief but nevertheless important to the efficient 
functioning of my department. 

I think in my remarks on introduction I alluded to the 
amendment that deletes the requirement for an order in 
council for every lease and easement on Crown land. As 
members are aware, a great many of these come through 
on a regular and routine basis, and to go the O.C. route is 
often time consuming when it really doesn't need to be. 

Another provision is that the minister may grant a 
licence on Crown land. Presently the Bill only allows for 
leases on Crown land. From time to time there could be 
situations where it would be better to grant, for example, 
a licence of occupation, whether it be a roadway or 
whatever. So I think that will be a worth-while change. 

As it now exists the Bill also requires, as a result of 
having "shall" in the clause, a requirement for a statutory 
fund for a stock advance. Here we're simply changing it 
to "may", because at present we don't really require a 
stock advance, although that doesn't mean to say we 
might not find the need for one in the future. 

Finally, the amendment will allow the Department of 
Housing and Public Works to provide grants. Now it's 
one of the departments that doesn't have this in its stat
ute, and it would be useful from time to time and quite 
desirable for the department to be able to provide grants. 

Mr. Speaker, in summary those are the principles in
volved in the amendments to this Act. 

[Motion carried; Bill 10 read a second time] 

Bill 11 
The Alberta Municipal Financing 

Corporation Amendment Act, 1981 

MR. H Y N D M A N : Mr. Speaker, I move second reading 
of Bill 11, The Alberta Municipal Financing Corporation 
Amendment Act, 1981. This form of Bill is presented to 
the Assembly every year or two. This has been the case 
about the last decade and a half. The purpose is to add to 
the capital borrowing potential of the municipalities and 
schools in the province. The Bill purports to raise the 
borrowing limit to $4.3 billion from $3.2 billion, on a 
cumulative basis. We hope this will accommodate the 
municipal and school requirements that have been indi
cated for capital funds until about mid-1982. The $4.3 
billion is an estimate of the total amount the corporation 
will have had to borrow since 1955 to about mid-1982. 

DR. BUCK: I'd like just to make one or two short 
comments on Bill 11. First of all, I'd like to say to the 
hon. minister I support the Bill because, after all, our 
municipalities do need funds. But I'd like to bring to the 
minister's attention some of the problems we have in 
some of our municipalities. I'm really worried that we're 
going to be raising the interest rates. When I tour this 
province, there are many, many towns and villages where, 
every spring and fall, they slog through mud right up to 
their knees. If ever there were a time in the history of this 
province when we had funds available so we could help 
these small towns and villages pave the streets, put in 
sidewalks and gutters, that time is now, Mr. Speaker. 
That used to mean something 10 years ago, but the 
government seems to have forgotten that term. 

I'm really making a plea to the government: let us have 
a look at doing something for these small towns and 
villages, because they do not have the tax base to go 
ahead with the things they would like to do. They are 
citizens of this province and are still waiting for that 
Heritage Savings Trust Fund to be relevant and do 
something for them. So if the government wants to do 
something for people in small towns and villages, let's see 
if they have any imagination left and do something for 
these small towns and villages. Mr. Speaker, I support 
Bill 11 because funding is required for those 
municipalities. 

MR. R. SPEAKER: Mr. Speaker, I'd like to speak in 
support of my hon. colleague and give a specific example 
on behalf of my own constituents. In the town of 
Vauxhall: 1,000 people; they have something like 1 mile 
of streets. The total cost to pave those streets is $2 
million. The contribution of this government is $90,000 in 
grants. The people of that small town, in the vicinity of 
about 350 to 400 residences, have to take on a capital 
debt of some $2 million to have streets. If you drive 
through the town, the present streets — because it is an 
irrigation area, the water table is high. There are po
tholes, all kinds of problems — slush, mud. It's disgrace
ful. These people met a year ago, sat down, and said, 
look, as a town, can we even come close to it? They said, 
we as taxpayers just can't do that; $2 million is impossi
ble. There was no relief. 

I documented the total problem, sent it forward to the 
Premier, to the Minister of Transportation, and the 
answer that came back was: there are some funds that 
they can borrow; and secondly, through our program of 
highways, there is a per capita grant. As I said, it was 
$90,000. You can figure the percentage of $90,000 out of 
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over $2 million. At the same time — I hate to keep 
raising this in the House; I've raised it for a year now — 
this government delays in getting grant money to local 
municipalities, where grant money is available. In terms 
of water and sewer, that cost the town Vauxhall $30,000 
in lost revenue. Sixty properties of tax revenue were lost 
and not available to this year's budget. We've got forces 
like that happening at the local municipal level that local 
people just can't stand. 

We had another affront to the local authorities in this 
Legislature just in the last few days. The hon. minister 
says he will increase the interest rate on these loans from 
9 per cent to 11 per cent. Think what 2 per cent interest 
does on $2 million for those local people in the town of 
Vauxhall. There are many towns across this province in 
exactly the same situation. Again, 2 per cent on $2 
million puts their streets so far from them that they can't 
even touch repairing those streets or paving them — so 
far beyond their reach that it's totally impossible. 

Mr. Speaker, I think when the government talks about 
loaning more, they should think about moneys available 
through lower interest rates. They should be lowering 
them in terms of the capital infrastructure of this prov
ince: local infrastructure for local marketing, for local 
social and economic needs. That's one of the great things 
that should be taking a higher priority in this province, 
and it's not. It's not happening. Mr. Speaker, when the 
government looks at increasing the amount of loan 
finances, they should also look at the capabilities of 
municipalities really handling it. I know the Local Au
thorities Board examines each one and looks at the 
repayment capability, but somewhere we have to look a 
little closer at the policies we're putting forward. 

MRS. OSTERMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I want to 
support second reading of Bill No. 11 and make a couple 
of comments as a result of what I've heard the hon. 
members for Little Bow and Clover Bar just say. I would 
like to say that, if they don't have it at their disposal, a 
booklet is available which outlines all the municipal 
grants and programs available. Certainly those urban 
municipalities in my constituency have been very pleased 
because they know at the outset they are much better off 
than any other town . . . [interjections] 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 

DR. BUCK: Are all the streets paved? Are any of them 
paved? Tell us how many. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 

MRS. OSTERMAN: I would invite the hon. Member for 
Clover Bar for a tour of my urban municipalities. 

But I would say at the outset that my urban municipal
ities are most pleased with the programs available, be
cause they know they're far better off than any of the 
small urban municipalities across this country. I would 
also say that they have found other ways than just 
pavement. There are people in this province with imagi
nation, and hopefully MLAs who can kindle that imagi
nation on behalf of those people who would like to take 
other incentives. [interjections] 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. I must respectfully ask 
the hon. Member for Clover Bar to cease his interjec
tions, which I suppose within certain limits are not too 

serious, but I have the feeling that they're exceeding those 
limits. 

DR. BUCK: May I ask a question of the hon. member? 

MR. SPEAKER: That is up to the hon. member. 
[interjections] 

DR. BUCK: That's it, Lou, tell her what she should do. 
To the hon. member, Mr. Speaker, not the Provincial 
Treasurer. 

MR. H Y N D M A N : Don't be such a boor. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. If the hon. Member for 
Clover Bar has a question to put to the hon. minister for 
Three Hills and the said hon. member wishes to accept 
the question, it's in that hon. member's discretion. 

DR. BUCK: Mr. Speaker, I will pose the question again. 
May I ask the hon. Member for Three Hills a question? 

MRS. OSTERMAN: I'd be delighted to answer outside 
the House, Mr. Speaker, but I think if we get into that 
kind of debate in the Legislature, we won't get the Bills 
handled. I'd be delighted to speak to the hon. member 
just as soon as this Bill is taken care of. 

But I would say that I'm not sure whether the seat of 
the hon. Member for Clover Bar is getting very warm — 
we won't talk about which one. But he seems to have a 
propensity for jumping up of late, and I'm not sure what 
the problem is. However, I would say that some of my 
urban municipalities — and I hope to enlighten the hon. 
members in the opposition — have found other means of 
dustproofing and smoothing roads besides the very ex
pensive means of pavement. I would invite the hon. 
members to discuss that with me after we're done speak
ing on this Bill. But I would support Bill No. 11, Mr. 
Speaker. 

DR. BUCK: Would the hon. member now permit a 
question? [interjections] 

MR. K N A A K : Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I notice the 
Member for Clover Bar is persistent with the ladies, but 
to no success. [interjection] Maybe that is success. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to support Bill No. 11. I just 
wanted to make a few comments on the comments made 
by the leader of the official opposition. One of the 
philosophies of Social Credit always has been, and still 
appears to be, that credit is social in some way, and that 
you can get money from someone other than the people 
of Alberta. But when he's suggesting that the government 
of Alberta fund the paving of every municipality in the 
province, he is in fact suggesting that we tax everyone else 
in Alberta to pay for that. There is no such thing as a free 
lunch. The members of the Social Credit Party seem to 
forget that. 

We already have the most generous programs in the 
country with respect to funding of our rural municipali
ties. I think we're making progress, and we're trying to 
make some more. But I don't think we should spend the 
trust fund in the process. That has a different purpose. 

MR. PAHL: Speaking to The Alberta Municipal Financ
ing Corporation Amendment Act, I would just like to 
point out to the Assembly that not only do rural areas 
benefit largely by this. I would simply bring to mind a 
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specific example in the news right now, the Edmonton 
convention centre. Notwithstanding a very unfortunate 
cost overrun with this very worth-while project that will 
have important elements of diversification to our econo
my, it's worth while pointing out that through the munic
ipal financing program, an assistance is provided above 
the other assistance in the order of $3 million. 

The other important part about this program is that it 
enables a municipality like the city of Edmonton to go 
forward with this project in spite of cost overruns. The 
advantage to that is that the substantial benefits in terms 
of both property and business taxes will allow a pay-out 
to the city of Edmonton of the convention centre in six or 
seven years. This means that a municipality can make 
commitments for very obvious benefits to their own 
community through the mechanism of borrowing through 
this program. That in itself is a tremendous boost, and 
the assistance on the interest rate subsidy has tremendous 
benefits for those communities with the imagination to go 
forward and forward the quality of life for their citizens 
and the economic bases through such things as diversifi
cation. So I would urge all members to support this Bill. 

Thank you. 

[Motion carried; Bill 11 read a second time] 

Bill 12 
The Innkeepers Amendment Act, 1981 

MR. C A M P B E L L : MR. Speaker, I move second reading 
of Bill No. 12, The Innkeepers Amendment Act, 1981. 
This Bill amends by adding "special constable" to mem
bers of the peace officers, which includes the RCMP and 
a member of the municipal force. Also it strikes out "dis
trict court for the district in which the keeper carries on 
business as such keeper" and substitutes "Court of 
Queen's Bench." 

Previously a police officer could not enter a room 
where there was a disturbance. This is amended by the 
Act in which the peace officer can arrest without warrant 
and thereby take care of the problem as far as the 
disturbance is concerned. Also a $25 fine or a lack of 
payment to imprisonment up to seven days, is changed to 
a $500 fine or imprisonment for six months or both. I 
would ask all members to support second reading of Bill 
No. 12, The Innkeepers Amendment Act, 1981. 

MR. LITTLE: Mr. Speaker, I would like to speak in 
support of Bill No. 12. In recent times with the increasing 
numbers of disturbances innkeepers have sometimes 
found great difficulty coping with, I believe it has become 
quite a necessity. 

The situation of entry to the private rooms of course is 
a significant change in our concept of law. 

11 A peace officer who finds a person committing 
an offence under section 10(2) or who has reasonable 
and probable grounds to believe that a person has 
committed an offence . . . may arrest . . . without a 
warrant. 

Obviously, since it does not mention public place, it 
means the private rooms. Mr. Speaker, the only concern I 
have is whether this section applies to the registered 
owner of the room or the visitors or both. I hope to hear 
that at the committee stage. 

[Motion carried; Bill 12 read a second time] 

Bill 13 
The Department of Hospitals and 

Medical Care Amendment Act, 1981 

MR. RUSSELL: Mr. Speaker, I move second reading of 
Bill 13, The Department of Hospitals and Medical Care 
Amendment Act, 1981. The purpose of this Bill is to give 
the minister of the department legal authority to con
struct hospitals on land the administration of which has 
been transferred to him by the Department of Housing 
and Public Works and, on the completion of those hospi
tals, to turn them over to boards to administer in an 
appropriate manner. 

[Motion carried; Bill 13 read a second time] 

Bill 16 
The Municipal Taxation 
Amendment Act, 1981 

MR. WOLSTENHOLME: Mr. Speaker, I move second 
reading of Bill No. 16, The Municipal Taxation Amend
ment Act, 1981. The main amendment to this Act clarifies 
the assessment and taxation of large equipment, especial
ly for coal and in the oil sands. It also allows councils to 
impose a penalty, not exceeding 18 per cent, for taxes in 
arrears. I urge all members to support this amendment. 

Thank you. 

[Motion carried; Bill 16 read a second time] 

Bill 21 

Education and Manpower 
Amendment Act, 1981 

MR. HORSMAN: Mr. Speaker, I'm a little surprised at 
being called so soon, in view of the fact that there are 
other members here who are on the list a little earlier 
than I. However, the purpose of this piece of legislation is 
to deal with the administrative changes that are necessary 
to deal with the regulating power of the minister under 
the manpower provisions of the Department of Advanced 
Education and Manpower in particular, then to deal with 
the right of the department to enter into negotiations and 
agreements with respect to matters under the administra
tion of the department, and to make some changes with 
respect to wording relating to bringing all classes of 
provincially administered institutions under one term, 
"provincially administered institution". Therefore the 
matters relating to this particular Bill are largely adminis
trative in nature. 

[Motion carried; Bill 21 read a second time] 

C L E R K ASSISTANT: Mr. Speaker, I apologize to the 
hon. minister for the element of surprise, and I apologize 
to the hon. member Mr. Lysons for overlooking one who 
is so eminently unoverlookable. 

Bill 20 
The Artificial Insemination of 

Domestic Animals Amendment Act, 1981 

MR. LYSONS: Mr. Speaker, I'd like to move second 
reading of Bill No. 20, The Artificial Insemination of 
Domestic Animals Amendment Act, 1981. The main 
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change in the Bill is just clarifying what the artificial 
insemination business is . . . 

AN HON. MEMBER: Explain it. 

MR. LYSONS: Oh, I can explain it. 
And it brings into the Act the transferring of embryos. 

It does not change in any way the farmers or poultry 
producers who handle this task themselves. It's only deal
ing with the artificial insemination business and the 
embryo transplant business. 

MR. L. C L A R K : Just to say a few words on this. I would 
like to find out, maybe at committee stage, if it's going to 
affect the export of the semen for registered animals. I 
would like to have some questions on that at that time, if 
I might. 

[Motion carried; Bill 20 read a second time] 

Bill 22 
The Manpower Development 

Amendment Act, 1981 

MR. M A C K : Mr. Speaker, I move second reading of Bill 
No. 22. The main thrust of Bill No. 22, The Manpower 
Development Amendment Act, amends the provisions 
respecting the appointment of members to the Appren
ticeship and Trade Certification Board. It also provides 
clarity in areas of residency qualifications, length and 
number of terms of service on boards, and the effect of a 
resignation. It also provides a change to the local and 
provincial advisory committees, which will be renamed 
the apprenticeship committees, to avoid a misinterpreta
tion of their functions, which include areas of responsibil
ities other than advisory matters. 

[Motion carried; Bill 22 read a second time] 

Bill 23 
The Alberta Heritage Scholarship Act 

MR. H O R S M A N : Mr. Speaker, I'm pleased to move 
second reading of Bill 23, The Alberta Heritage Scholar
ship Act. I would like to take a few moments in second 
reading, if I may, to give more particulars as to what 
steps will be taken to implement this particular exciting 
and dynamic approach to awarding and rewarding excel
lence in the province of Alberta. 

Most members will recall that during debate last fall on 
the capital project divisions of the Alberta Heritage Sav
ings Trust Fund, it was announced that such a project 
would be undertaken. Some particulars were given at that 
time. However, I want to indicate to the Assembly now 
that we have made significant progress working with 
Students Finance Board toward the establishment of the 
various divisions of the fund. In the very near future an 
announcement will made as to the naming of the divi
sions of the fund after prominent Albertans of note in 
history, and indeed some who are alive today, who have 
contributed significantly to the development of Alberta. 

Mr. Speaker, the various forms which will be required 
for application for scholarships and awards under the 
fund are presently at the printers. I would hope to be able 
to file copies of those forms and brochures relating to 
each of the divisions of the fund with this Assembly 
sometime during the course of the spring sitting, perhaps 
during the committee study of the Bill. 

There a number of divisions. I thought it would be 
useful now to touch on the main ones of current and 
immediate interest, and then of course deal with them in 
more particulars in regard to the publishing of regula
tions and the printing of forms and brochures with re
spect to them. 

Of course we are well aware that the first prize has 
been named in honor of Sir Frederick Haultain: the most 
prestigious awards, each of $25,000. We think those 
honor the man who after many years of effort on behalf 
of the elected people of the Northwest Territories was 
able to negotiate an agreement with the then federal 
government to bring Alberta and Saskatchewan into pro
vincial status. I won't go into the history associated with 
his struggle, but it is appropriate indeed that we have 
chosen to name these awards, which will recognize and 
reward outstanding Albertans for significant achieve
ments in the fields of the arts, sciences, and humanities. 
There will be three awards, each for the sum of $25,000. 
The effective date for those awards will be September of 
this year. With respect to that, I might point out that an 
amendment will be coming forward to the Bill in commit
tee stage, which will permit the appointment of commit
tees under the legislation to review particularly matters 
such as the applications or nominations for the Haultain 
prize. I give notice now that that amendment will be 
coming forward. 

The next and I think very significant area relates to 
high school achievement awards. The objective of these 
awards will be to reward academic excellence and provide 
an incentive for secondary students to further their educa
tion beyond the high school level. These will become 
effective in the fall of this year. They will be valued up to 
$500.* At the moment we are estimating that as many as 
1300 high school students in this province, presently 
preparing for their final examinations, will be eligible to 
participate in these awards. They will be usable in Alberta 
at public and private colleges and at other postsecondary 
educational institutions outside the province of Alberta as 
designated by the Students Finance Board. But the key to 
this is that many students now studying in our schools are 
already eligible to receive a portion of the scholarship. 
We intend to review the students' marks in grade 10 and 
11, and if they have achieved satisfactory levels of over 80 
per cent in those years, they are already eligible for $800: 
$300 for grade 10, $500 for grade 11, and $700 for grade 
12. The particulars as to which subjects will be required 
will of course be included in the regulations, which will be 
announced when the legislation is passed. Quite frankly, I 
hope to have those regulations available for review by the 
Assembly to be dealt with during the course of committee 
study of the Bill. 

So those of course are the ones of immediate concern 
to high school students in the province now. I know that 
all members of the Assembly will be anxious to have that 
information material available to them so that they can 
provide that information to their constituents. I can as
sure the members of the Assembly that we'll do every
thing possible to have that available as soon as we possi
bly can. 

In terms of numbers, I think the next significant divi
sion is the undergraduate achievement awards. Of course 
that will be available to recognize academic achievement 
of a truly outstanding nature and to encourage the pur
suit of further study at higher levels: available for this 
coming September, for one year, a value of $3,000 each. 
We expect in the neighborhood of 500 Alberta students 
presently studying in Alberta postsecondary institutions 

*See page 165, right column, paragraph 12
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to qualify. Those will be available to universities, colleges, 
provincially administered institutions, the Banff Centre 
for Continuing Education, schools of nursing, trade 
schools, that is to say, vocational schools, and any other 
postsecondary educational institution designated by the 
Students Finance Board. I think that is a significant 
undergraduate award, and we expect a considerable 
number of applications will be coming forward relatively 
soon. Therefore we are doing our very best to have those 
forms printed and the brochures made available. 

We then come to awards of distinction for study car
ried on at postsecondary institutions in Alberta. That 
fourth category will be to reward academic excellence and 
provide a means by which graduate and professional 
faculties may attract or retain top scholars in order to 
assist in making Alberta a centre of academic and re
search excellence. We expect there will be 20 of these. 
The value will be $10,000 for those studying at the 
master's and professional level, and $15,000 at the doc
toral level. Of course we will be appointing a selection 
committee here and more particulars will be provided. 
There will be a similar number of awards of distinction 
for study outside Alberta, and the amounts will be the 
same. We expect to have 20 of those. 

Then we move to career development scholarships as a 
new division for full-time study. These are really some
thing new in this province. They provide a means for 
Alberta's professional, managerial, and administrative la
bor force to upgrade their education or training, and 
thereby increase the potential for our already existing, 
highly qualified labor force. These will be for one year 
only, but application for renewal will be considered in 
open competition. Once again, we expect that approxi
mately 10 of these will be awarded in the province this 
year. The amounts for the master's and professional level 
will be $10,000 and for the doctoral level, $15,000. 

Then we come to a new area for career development 
scholarships for either short-term or part-time study. The 
field of study is wide open here, as are the values and 
durations. We expect to be receiving advice as to how to 
allocate these, but the sum of $125,000 will be allocated 
in the 1981-82 fiscal or study year, so that those short-
term and part-time study scholarships can be included. 

[Mr. Appleby in the Chair] 

Then we come to another area, which we call open 
proposals. This is something I want to draw to all 
members of the Assembly, because here's where the imag
ination of Albertans and members of this Assembly can 
really be put to work. We will allocate $75,000 in the first 
year, which will provide an opportunity for the citizens of 
Alberta to identify creative ways in which additional 
funds may be awarded. We haven't thought of everything, 
and we know that citizens in this province, members of 
this Assembly, can think of a number of ways to award 
and reward excellence in the community, not necessarily 
within postsecondary education. Therefore I look for
ward, as does the Students Finance Board, to the submis
sions which will be made by individual citizens, which 
will be reviewed by the board and then recommendations 
as to how they will be allocated will come forward to me. 
I challenge the members of this Assembly to come for
ward with some innovative ideas for using those funds. 

If I could, I want to spend a moment dealing with the 
next two areas and to thank the members of the special 
committee I established to review the subject of athletic 
and recreational scholarships, to thank Dr. Maury Van 

Vliet and Dr. Lou Goodwin, both of whom have had 
distinguished careers in postsecondary education, one at 
the University of Alberta and the other at the University 
of Calgary, and Mr. Clarence Venance of Kitscoty, who 
has had wide experience in recreational activities in the 
province, for the effort they have put forward to develop
ing the proposals with respect to athletic scholarships. 
The particulars of those athletic scholarships will of 
course be part of the regulations which I have indicated I 
will bring forward at committee study of the Bill. 

So on second reading, I'm not really in a position to 
give all the particulars with respect to the athletic scholar
ships, except to say this. I believe it will be a major step 
forward for the encouragement of young Alberta athletes 
to stay in Alberta and to have their education here, in 
postsecondary institutions in this province. Although of 
course it will be possible for them to pursue their activi
ties outside the province, these awards will be primarily 
designed for those students at postsecondary institutions 
who demonstrate athletic excellence and, at the same 
time, maintain satisfactory scholastic standing, to receive 
these awards. The particulars of those will be announced 
later. 

Finally, the recreational awards will be designed to 
assist those people in the community who are now vo
lunteering their time and effort to provide such things as 
coaching, managing, amateur athletic organizations in the 
province, with an incentive to take short-term courses at 
various institutions or take advantage of training oppor
tunities so they can better serve their communities. The 
particulars of those will also be dealt with in the regula
tions and announced when they are filed. 

Mr. Speaker, this Act implements the most dynamic 
and exciting new approach to scholarship devised any
where in Canada and, indeed, in the free world. I would 
suggest there is very little to match the exciting, new 
proposals we are bringing forward with the Alberta Her
itage Scholarship. I therefore trust that members of this 
Assembly will give their enthusiastic support to second 
reading of this Bill. 

MR. D. ANDERSON: Mr. Speaker, I believe the resi
dents of Calgary Currie, particularly those who attend or 
teach at Mount Royal College in my area, would want 
me to speak very briefly in support of the Bill by the hon. 
minister. I would agree with the minister's assessment 
that it's one of the most exciting and innovative ap
proaches to educational financing for individuals who 
have achieved high standards in the country, but I think 
it's particularly appropriate that this come at a time when 
we have the resources in this province but are seeing the 
depleting nature of them emphasized more and more, 
with our conflicts with the federal government. I believe 
that at this time in our history, as much as possible we 
need to encourage those areas of expertise which will help 
us to diversify in the future, to plan for a time when our 
economy won't be at as high a level, at least with respect 
to natural resources, and where we can use the imagina
tion, initiative, and the stamina of Albertans that has 
stood us in good stead so well to date. 

I therefore very much support the concept and just 
want to mention to the House that immediately after the 
minister's announcement some time ago on the intent to 
introduce this program, I met with the students' council 
at Mount Royal College in Calgary. While they had some 
concerns in other areas of student financing, they were 
very excited by this proposal, as I know all students and 
instructors in Alberta will be, as this is initiated and 
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followed through. I therefore speak, and encourage all 
members to vote, in favor of this Bill. 

MR. K N A A K : Mr. Speaker, I too am pleased to rise to 
support Bill 23, The Alberta Heritage Scholarship Act. I 
want to take this opportunity to congratulate the minister 
for bringing this program forward. I too want to extend 
congratulations to some colleagues. The Member for 
Olds-Didsbury, I remember, and even the Member for 
Calgary Buffalo, and I had these recommendations in the 
Heritage Savings Trust Fund committee and were on a 
committee of the Heritage Savings Trust Fund committee 
of the Legislature which brought a proposal forward 
which eventually became a proposal of the whole Herit
age Savings Trust Fund committee, and became a rec
ommendation which the minister did his best to persuade 
his colleagues to accept, and it was accepted. I don't think 
we want to take sole credit for this. I'm sure the idea was 
in the air, as so many ideas are; people think of them at 
the same time. The minister used some of his own initia
tive in really developing a great program. 

The program itself has several aspects. One of the 
things I really like about it: so many government pro
grams help those who really, we might say, are in need of 
help, in a disadvantaged sense. I think that's appropriate 
and that's what government should be involved in. But 
this particular program is not only, we'll say, a reward to 
the achievers, but it's also an incentive, an encouragement 
for them to go on achieving. I think that's an interesting 
and really exciting aspect, and I really support that. 

[Mr. Speaker in the Chair] 

The second aspect, which was touched on by my col
league from Calgary Currie, is that this program is really 
another program designed to aid in the diversification of 
the Alberta economy. One of the real strengths that we 
have is the citizens of this province, their initiative, 
determination, and imagination. In addition we're now 
going to provide an opportunity that a limit of funding 
will not prevent academic excellence. This is really an 
exciting area of diversification. Alberta could very well — 
and I think it's on the way to becoming the brain centre 
of Canada, if we want to pat ourselves. That should be 
our goal, and I think this is a very encouraging and 
imaginative step in that direction. 

Thank you. 

MRS. EMBURY: I too would like to add support to this 
Bill before us. I'd like to thank the Member for Edmon
ton Glengarry for bowing and letting me rise before him. 
Unfortunately I suspect it's age before beauty, but I do 
appreciate that he lost his opportunity to speak. 

I think all the major points in regard to this outstand
ing proposition we have before us have already been 
discussed. I know that many, many people will enjoy the 
benefit of this excellent program. In fact I've had many 
letters already, primarily from colleagues of mine in the 
field of nursing. I appreciated the comments by the hon. 
minister today when he outlined the process that will 
occur and that we will have the information before very 
long. 

There are some immediate concerns for some people. 
While I appreciate all the categories, I'm speaking pri
marily of a middle-aged nurse who is very interested in 
pursuing graduate studies. I think what she is doing is 
very commendable, but the circumstances are very hard 
on a woman in the home who has a husband but also 

four children. Three of their children will also be attend
ing university. For this woman to go back to graduate 
studies costs an awful lot of money. So hopefully the 
funds will be available, or there can be some indication 
for her so that her application to the university will be 
acceptable this fall. 

I know the minister will be willing to address these 
concerns, and I would just like to urge every member of 
the Legislature to support this Bill. 

Thank you. 

MR. COOK: Mr. Speaker, after the minister announced 
his program last year, I took the opportunity to run over 
to the University of Alberta and talk to the heads of the 
chemistry and physics departments. They're very enthusi
astic about this concept. They're excited for a number of 
reasons, Mr. Speaker. The departments will now be able 
to attract scholars from within the province and develop 
their skills as researchers and scientists. As well, they'll be 
able to attract bright young students from across the 
country and bring them to the University of Alberta and 
further develop research work being done there. 

Mr. Speaker, this development is bold and imaginative. 
It's in marked contrast to the initiatives of the federal 
government, which at this point is contemplating massive 
cutbacks in its funding of support for the universities and 
research. I'd like to commend the minister for both a very 
solid proposal and his imagination. It couldn't be more 
timely in this province or in the country. It's very, very 
important. 

Thank you. 

MRS. CHICHAK: Mr. Speaker, I wanted to add a few 
remarks to this debate on second reading of The Alberta 
Heritage Scholarship Act. I think we have reached a very 
important milestone, so to speak, in Alberta's educational 
history. I think perhaps the impact of the fund and the 
establishment of the program may not be realized until 
the young people of our province begin to find the 
opportunities this scholarship fund affords them in the 
way of making a difference of whether or not they're able 
to pursue a further scholastic career. Over a period of 
time, the constant complaint on the part of parents of 
students has been that for them to pursue the kind of 
career they wanted meant encumbering themselves with 
debt for many years in order to cover the tuition fees they 
would face over the number of years. In any event the 
amount being charged to the student is very minimal, in 
recognition of the total overall cost of postsecondary 
education for any individual student. I think that this 
approach will be an incentive for young people to pursue 
excellence in scholastic achievements, and will enable 
them to choose a more exciting career. 

I would just like to make a suggestion for consideration 
by the hon. minister, if he does not already have such a 
matter in mind. Because of the particular career that may 
be chosen, no doubt some scholarships will be of a signif
icant amount. I think it would be appropriate to have 
some sort of requirement that a student who is a recipient 
of a particular scholarship of a significant amount might 
be required to provide service within the province to the 
people of Alberta for some recognizable period of time 
following completion of the studies. I think it's not unrea
sonable to expect that there should be some return in 
recognition of the assistance that would be provided 
through such a scholarship. I would like to suggest that 
such return and service perhaps should not encumber one 
for a lengthy number of years but, in any event, in some 
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way the citizens of Alberta as well might reap the benefits 
the recipient of a scholarship has been able to learn with 
regard to particular scholastic abilities and the ultimate 
career advancement that might take place. 

I'm sure the minister had expressed concern on the 
manner in which athletic scholarships were being 
awarded in the United States. I believe he has made some 
comment on previous occasions. I think that has been 
changing in that the manner of scholastic standing was 
not as significant for recipients of those athletic scholar
ships. I think it is important that students might not be 
caught up in a situation where they are being used as a 
tool in athletic achievements, but the matter of advance
ment in scholastic ability and excellence might be second
ary. I would hope that the two would be very closely tied 
as a requirement with regard to consideration for that 
aspect of the scholarship fund. 

I want to congratulate the minister for bringing this 
forward. I know that that part of the Heritage Savings 
Trust Fund being allocated towards this program is very 
excellent, and I think recognizes the sincere consideration 
and concern we have for our human resources, that we 
wish to provide them every ability to develop, grow, and 
provide the advancement and service they would be 
competent to do over the years. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

[Motion carried; Bill 23 read a second time] 

Bill 24 
The Motion Picture Development Act 

MR. PLANCHE: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would like 
to move second reading of Bill 24, The Motion Picture 
Development Act. 

This is a real pleasure for me. I think this is an exciting 
concept, to stimulate an industry that will have a great 
bearing on the kind of Alberta that develops, and I want 
to thank all the people in the motion picture industry 
association and others who in consultation early on 
helped me to develop this concept. 

Just briefly, Mr. Speaker, one of the things that really 
appeals to me about encouraging the motion picture 
industry is that it's going to give us a good balance with 
live theatre. Hopefully, the crafts now involved with live 
theatre and the performing arts will have an opportunity 
to balance their income over the year. That includes 
people like electricians, sound technicians, set decorating 
people, seamstresses, and so on. In addition it will diver
sify benefits throughout the province. Statistically, right 
now the industry accounts for about $25 million gross. 
We think that could be fairly readily taken to a multiple 
of four times that. It's spread across the province, with 
benefits for hotels, food, lumberyards, hardware, trades
men, car rentals, and all kinds of things smaller commu
nities can benefit from. 

I want to emphasize also, Mr. Speaker, that the whole 
concept is profit oriented, that we will not be involved in 
anything that's for cultural purposes. That will go 
through my colleague the Minister of Culture. This will 
cover things such as video cassettes, pay television, any 
kind of shorts or commercials for industry, as well as 
feature films. From everything that we can tell from 
everything we've read, the potential for these kinds of 
things is huge. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, our view is that a burgeoning 
motion picture industry here will develop an awareness 
internationally, as well as throughout Canada, of Alberta 

in terms of its social, economic, and cultural areas. I 
would very much appreciate the support of everyone in 
the Legislature on this motion for second reading of Bill 
24. 

DR. PAPROSKI: Mr. Speaker, in rising to speak on The 
Motion Picture Development Act, I would like first to 
compliment the minister for bringing this Bill in. As a 
matter of fact, it's been a pleasure to have participated in 
a small way in the decision of bringing such a Bill 
forward, a very progressive Bill. I served as a member of 
the caucus committee on Economic Development, which 
unequivocally supported this Bill. 

Mr. Speaker and members of the Assembly, it's a 
progressive Bill, again, to augment diversification of our 
Alberta industry and the wide variety of human resources 
we have here in Alberta. Diversification joins hands with 
industries such as: forestry and forestry products; the 
petrochemical industry; medical technology; medical re
search, as shown by the $300 million Alberta heritage 
medical research fund, which incidentally provides 50 per 
cent of the research dollars across Canada when we only 
have 8 per cent of the population here in Alberta; diversi
fication as shown in food processing and agricultural 
products and technology in general; small business; coal; 
tar sands; enhanced recovery; oil and gas; and now, the 
film industry. 

Mr. Speaker, this Bill will encourage entrepreneurs, as 
the minister has indicated, not only in Alberta but from 
across Canada, to utilize the very significant opportunity 
in Alberta; that is, producing films. There should be no 
doubt that the film industry will aid Alberta in diversifi
cation, by way of jobs, technology, technicians, and of 
course directly and indirectly encouraging the artists, 
whether they are actors or actresses, writers and produc
ers, and so forth. 

Mr. Speaker, where else can we find such ideal condi
tions as we have in Alberta for the preproduction phase 
of filming, but also to produce films? Where else can we 
get the kaleidoscope of scenes and seasons? For those 
members who don't know what kaleidoscope means, it's 
taken from the Greek word which means beauty and 
scope. So we have the scenes and all the seasons, Mr. 
Speaker: the awakening spring, the bloom of summer, the 
magnificent color of fall, the calm beauty of winter. 

AN HON. MEMBER: All in Banff-Cochrane. 

DR. PAPROSKI: Yes, it may be in Banff-Cochrane. Or 
it could be Edmonton, Calgary, Jasper, or where have 
you. Mr. Speaker, where else do we have rivers, lakes, 
mountains, wilderness, flowers, grass, trees, wildlife, 
small rural communities, big and small cities, surrounded 
by western culture, modern culture, coal, and all those 
beautiful historic sites, plus the artists and human re
sources? Mr. Speaker, these factors will undoubtedly be a 
very important determining factor with this Bill in bring
ing out not only the success of the preproduction of films 
but I'm sure will actually bring about the production of 
films. 

I understand that the support for this Bill has been 
widely received by those interested in film production and 
preproduction. I applaud the direction and, certainly, 
urge all members to do so. I support the Bill, which will 
make loans and guarantees of up to 60 per cent, as I 
understand it, of the total funding for preproduction, and 
give a first-rate innovative thrust, Mr. Speaker, for this 
very, very great potential. 
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Who knows? Someday Alberta may also have those 
Academy Awards as we've recently seen presented: the 
best picture award, Redford, Ordinary People; best direc
tor, such as Robert Redford for Ordinary People. And 
who knows? We might have the best actor, such as 
Robert De Niro for Raging Bull, and best actress for 
Sissy Spacek in Coal Miner's Daughter. 

AN HON. MEMBER: Best hockey player. 

DR. PAPROSKI: Mr. Speaker, I say that in all sincerity. 
With that enthusiasm, I would ask the hon. members to 
deviate slightly from the ordinaire, and members not to 
thump their desks but actually applaud to send the film 
industry on its way when the debate is closed by the 
minister and the Speaker concludes by making his formal 
comments on second reading. 

Ladies and gentlemen, there's no business like show 
business. 

MR. STEVENS: Mr. Speaker, I beg leave to adjourn 
debate on those eloquent remarks. 

MR. SPEAKER: Does the Assembly agree with the 
motion by the hon. minister? 

HON. MEMBERS: Agreed. 

MR. SPEAKER: With the time for adjournment ap
parently approaching fairly closely, referring to a ques
tion of parliamentary language which arose yesterday, 
hon. members will recall that there was unanimous ap
proval of the matter being deferred for further considera
tion. Not long thereafter, in a speech to the Assembly on 
another matter, the hon. Member for Clover Bar gra-

ciously undertook to eschew the use of this expression. 
This eschewing, of course, has nothing to do with de
ntures. However, under Standing Order 23(2), the re
sponsibility of the Chair ends with the possibility of a 
suspension for the remainder of the sitting day. The sit
ting day having gone by, the omnipotence of the Chair 
can't work in that retroactive fashion, and therefore the 
matter is a matter for the House for whatever considera
tion any member wishes to give it. 

MR. HORSMAN: Mr. Speaker, I suggested that the 
matter be reviewed further. I suggested that I would put 
that in the form of a motion and that at some future time 
we might look at it again. It may be some considerable 
time down the road. 

DR. BUCK: Five years. 

MR. SPEAKER: With great respect to the hon. Deputy 
Government House Leader, it was my assessment that 
this in fact is what was done yesterday by unanimous 
consent of the House. 

MR. HORSMAN: On that particular point, Mr. Speak
er, I wasn't sure whether it was necessary to make 
another motion. If not, I'm only too happy not to duplic
ate in any way the activity that took place yesterday. 

MR. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, I move we call it 1 
o'clock. 

MR. SPEAKER: Does the Assembly agree? 

HON. MEMBERS: Agreed. 

[At 12:57 p.m., pursuant to Standing Order 5, the House 
adjourned to Monday at 2:30 p.m.] 
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