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The Deputy Chair: | call thecommittee to order.

head: Main Estimates 2003-04
Innovation and Science

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Minister of Innovation and Science.
Mr. Doerksen: Shall | begin, Mr. Chairman?
The Deputy Chair: Y ou’ ve been recognized, miniger.

Mr. Doerksen: Well, thank you. Thefirst thing I'm goingto do is
introduce some people from the Department of Innovation and
Science, but even beforethen I’m going to alert one of them. 1f they
would ask my assistant to bring down my binder frommy office, it
would be helpful.

An Hon. Member: | think that they’ re watching that hockey game.

Mr. Doerksen: They were watching the hockey game. Yes, itisa
great night, Mr. Chairman, because Edmonton has just won its first
game of the series, and then we get to talk about the Ministry of
Innovation and Science, whichisall about thefuture. Soit’sagood
night.

People attending from Innovation and Science this evening are
GlennGuenther, who' sfrom thecommunicationsdepartment; Linda
Moi sey, who ison the human resource side; Brian Fischer, who does
the money side; Blake Bartlett, who helps him; Mike McCullough;
and then there is Grant Chaney — | should have just read my list
instead of looking up there — Mel Wong; Ron Dick is there some-
where asis Peter Crerar asis Byron Nagazina. Let's see; who else
did | miss? Robb Stoddard, isthat you? Great. Okay. Colleagues
and members of the Assembly, thisisthegreat team that’ sassembled
to put together the future of Alberta, and | appreciae al the work
that they do on our behalf.

I’mjust going to actually take you through the business plan. If
you go to the book of the Alberta2003 business plans, the plan for
Innovation and Science starts on page 251. Taking you through the
business plan, you see that we essentially have two main business
areas, the first one being research and deve opment and the second
one being corporate informati on and communicati ons technol ogy.

Adgain, bearing in mind some of the comments that were made |l ast
year when we made our presentation, there was some complaint that
the business plan fromthe previousyear was not as consisent asthe
business plan for the next. You'll see more consistency this year
fromlast year’ shusinessplantothisone. Thereare, of course, some
changes to our measures, some changes to our performance indica-
tors, but essentially we' vetried to maintain thesameformat, provide
alittle more clarity around some of the objectivesthat weare trying
toachieve | think tha will hdp, and | dolook forward to members
questions later on.

| al'so want to introduce now — there are some more people that
have arrived — Dwight Dibben, who is my executive assstant, and
Stan Hayter. I’'m not sure | introduced Stan before, but | see him
there. Also, my son Courtney Doerksen, who doesn’t work for the

department but’ svisiting toni ght just to seewhat we blather on about
in the evenings in this great place.

We're going back to just talk a little bit about our first core
business, research and devedlopment. Again, in all of the areas what
we're keenly interested in trying to do in this provinceisinves in
people, invest in research infrastructure, make sure that we focus
some of our research activitiesinto areasthat are our strengths, work
at trying to create innovative solutions and policies for Alberta
business.

| just got thislittle letter yesterday from |CORE, which of course
isone of our program areas, and they sent out a list that shows the
effect we've had on the people side, particularly when it comes to
information, communication, and technology research. 1f you look
at the highlights of the letter that he sent me, he said:

Alberta attracted 23% of Canada's top NSERC postgraduate

scholarship awards in Computer Science, and Electrical and

Computer Engineeringin 2002. . . [We] increased from 18 in 1999

to 50in 2002 . . . while the number in [the province to the west of

us] fell from 28 to 21,
and Ontario increased 22 percent, but our increase was 178 percent.
In electrical and computer engineering at the University of Alberta
and the University of Calgary we ranked number 2 and number 3in
Canada. In computing sciencethe University of Albertanow ranks
number 1 in both masters and doctoral NSERC award recipients.

An Hon. Member: What number?

Mr. Doerksen: Number 1. “Alberta, as aprovince, now ranks #2
after Ontarioin Electrical and Computer Engineering” and number
2 in computing science masters awards. So it's a clear indication
that the objectivesthat wereset out when | CORE was esteblished in
that program have actually borne out in terms of the qudity of
people that we now have in the province.

| want to point out the one sgnificant changethat we ve made on
the research side has been an increased emphasis on the Alberta
Energy Research Ingitute. Part of that is directed to the climate
change initiatives that we are taking and that are aligned with our
five main target areasin energy, those being CO, and water manage-
ment, oil sands upgrading and value-added, clean coa technol ogy,
recovery technologies, alterndive energies. Actually, | think on
page 256 you' | see a very clear breakdown as to where we will be
committing those resources over the next number of years.

Now, of course those won't necessarily be exactly precise, but
we've tried to give an indication of some of the priority areas that
we're going to be focusing on. Of course, fundamental to the
investment here will beto find an equal partnership with the federal
government to make surethat their money also comes to match the
investment we make, aswell asindustry, because, Mr. Chairman, we
arenot going to do thisby ourselves It hasto be ateam effort, and
my colleague the Member for Bonnyville-Cold Lakeasthe co-char
of the Alberta Energy Research Ingituteisdoingafinejob. Wejust
held achallenge dialogue that AERI put on bringing in people from
Energy right across Canadato lead in adial ogue that says: what can
we do in acombined effort to sol ve some of these issues? So we're
very excited about that particular area.

Just to explain, you' [ note under the Alberta science and research
investment program that our numbers have gone down from $39
million to $37 million because what we did is re-profiled some of
that investment, again, to focus more on the energy sSde, but | want
to be quite clear here One of the challenges that we're going to
have in this budget is going to be the ability to match the granting
agency awardsthat will cometo Albertawith respect to our budgets.
| want to make it quite clear that in any of these research areas we
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expect that money out of those particular budgets can be used as part
of our matching component as those awards are announced and as
they gofurther. Sowhileitlookslike theinvestment in what we cdl
the ASRA program is dedining somewhat, we actually have more
money available to help us match the awards that are going to be
coming. But to also be quite clear, we expect and we have said that
the areas of energy, ICT, life sciences are going to be our priority
areas. Those are going to be the onesthat we pay the most atention
to. Sothere' salittle bit of explanation on the energy side.

8:10

Then when you go to goal 3, you'll see —and | referred to this
aready earlier with ICORE — again a focus on information and
communication technology research. 1’m not going to spend alot
more time there.

Goal 4, “To foster excellencein life sciences.” Mr. Charman,
we' ve begun to explore thisarea. Even though we currently invest
great sums of money through the Alberta Heritage Foundation for
Medical Research, through some of our agricultural research
programs, we also think this is an area for the future, and with the
release of our life sciences strategy we've begun to build the
framework around how thisis going to look. We re working very
closely with theminister of agriculture because there is commonal -
ity, actually, that runsthrough alot of these programs because if you
look at agriculture in the biofuels, that pertains to energy; that
pertainsto agriculture. If youlook in the field of genomics, you're
covering the areas of bioinformatics, which isICT; you're covering
biology. There'salot of crossover between disciplines. Sointhe
life sciences we've begun the work there to create some specific
direction.

We'll talk alittle bit about aparticular goal that’s very important
to me this coming year, and that relates to goal 5, where we talk
about “foster thegrowth of knowledge-based industriesand establish
Albertaasapreferredlocation for the commerciali zati onof technol o-
gies.” Togethe with theMinister of Economic Devel opment we'll
have an umbrdlaval ue-added strategy which really td kstocommer-
cialization of technology, talksto tryingto find theright policy areas
that can actually allow usin Alberta to take the good ideasthat are
produced here and move them into the next phase and actually be
able to generate theresults of those good ideas through investment
and through commercialization and, ultimately, production andjobs
in Alberta So that’s going to be a particular emphasis for the
ministry thisyear in terms of coming up with the right policies that
can help to move that forward.

Then moving on, our second main area in the Ministry of
Innovation and Science is corporate information and communica-
tionstechnology. Agan, beforel getto the Alberta Supernet, | think
you'll see that we've tried to get quite specific aout what we're
trying to achieve with repect to corporate standards across govern-
ment. You'll see, for instance, moving to an Offi ce 2000/Windows
2000 common standard. We should be at 100 percent compatibility
or consistency therein ' 03-04.

Y ou'’ |l see some objectiveswehave around enterprise architecture
and authentication, which of course isa very important issue when
it comesto security and more importantly as we moveto web-based
applications and as we allow customers to access the information
from the government right from their own homes or offices or
wherever they have access. Then, again, you can seein some areas
we actually want to do consolidation. So you'll seethat we have an
objective to reduce the number of e-mail systems the number of
directories, the number of services. One of the reasons we're doing
that in particuler is so that we can reduce the amount of effort we
have when it comes to help desks or resources that you have to

commit to managing al kinds of different systems. We really think
we want to drive tha down to have some common platforms right
across government.

Then, just moving back to the Supernet, quiteclearly you’ll seein
the business plan there on page 261 that we did not achieve our
targetsfor the number of school s, hospitals, libraries, and buildings
that we had expected to be at thisyear by thistime, but it's been no
secret to the Assembly that we've had some commercial disputes
between Bell and Axia. It has been raised through questionsin the
Assembly and also reported that several weeks ago we were ableto
reach a conclusion to some of those commercial difficultiesthat has
put the issues at dispute to the side to be resolved through an
arbitration process. Bell West will take over thebuild of the network
for the entire province, and then, of course, Axiaas another part of
the contract will continue to be the access manager to manage the
network as it’s built.

Moreimportantly, | think, what | start to talk about now whenI’'m
out promoting Supernet isthat I’ m beyond the place wherethe build
actually gets completed, because the Supernet isgoing to get built.
We'regoing to have an infrastructure. It'sgoing to be uniquein the
world. It's going to give us opportunities But for us to take
advantage of that infrastructure, we're going to have to find the
applicationsthat go along the network, to find the technologies, the
delivery services that are going to fill the pipe and prove it out.
Every day I’'m encouraged by different thingsthat | hear. Today, for
instance, we met somebody from a remote area who wants to
establish in their municipdity a GI S system, and they can’t com-
pletely implement the GIS system until they have the proper
bandwidth. They canimplement partsofit, but they can’timplement
the whole package until they actually have access to the bandwidth.
| was dso reading today about the fact that we actually are already
sending ultrasound images toradiol ogisswho arenot located in the
same place, but it'sdone on a static basis. With enough broadband
accesswe'll beableto do tha livetime. So thereare, | think, some
exciting applications that are going to come, and that’s where the
payoff for the Alberta Supernet will come.

Lastly —well, it won't belast — | insig that in our business plan
we aso have performance indicators with repect to our human
resourcesin our department and how they feel about their contribu-
tion to their work and the satisfaction levd s that they have working
in the department. That’svery important to me. It’svery important
to me that people that are workingin Innovation and Science know
how they’ re contributing to the objectivesthat we'retryingto reach
in Alberta. So | do insist that we do have some reporting there.
We'renot at the levelsthat | like to be at, but I'm very confident. |
have alot of confidencein thestaff in the department for doing these
great things for Alberta, and I'm delighted with the peopl e that we
have.

Again, just moving to the financid page jugt to kind of provide
some clarity with what you have there, you can see how we've
broken down the expendituresinto our priority areas. Soyou'll see
Energy, which has some numbers there related to, for instance,
AlbertaResearch Council. AlbertaResearch Council also hasaline
item in life sdences; they have a line item in informaion and
communicationstechnol ogy. All we'retrying to do thereisto show
you where the investments are going in all of the thingsthat we're
doing that actudly goto our areas of priority. So that’skind of how
we'velaid that out for the business plan.

Now I’'m going to check my notes and see if | missed anything.

8:20

The Deputy Chair: Hon. member, the time all ocated to you hasrun
out.
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Just for clarification purposes at this stage for the first hour it'sa
back-and-forth between the minister and the opposition party. So,
Mr. Minister, you’ll be ableto comeback to the pointsthat you may
want to cover.

The hon. Member for Edmonton-Mill Woods.

Dr. Massey: Thanks, Mr. Chairman, and thanks again to the
minister for the information he provides with respect to his depart-
ment and the very professional way tha things are conducted. It's
apleasureto have thedepartment as an areato scrutinize, and that’s
in large part because of thework of the minister.

| have a number of questions, but before | go back to my list, |
wondered if | could just ask about one of the last things that the
minister talked about, and that was tracking employee satisfaction
and understanding of their contributions, their place in the scheme
of things. | was quite surprised to see that there were really some
fairly substantid dropsinemployeesatisfaction. It'sagreat measure
to have here, and | certainly applaud the minister for havingit. As
he has indicated, it's an important measure for him and for those
who are working in the department to have For instance, the last
one is the “percentage of employees indicating that their organiza-
tion helps them know and understand how well they are perform-
ing.” From 2001 to 2002-2003 it's gone from 69 percent to 58
percent, which is quiteadrop, asisthe

percentage of employees who agree that Innovation and Science
providesthe support they need to acquire or deve op knowledge and
skillsin their current job.

It would seem to me sort of ironic that of all departments this
department would have adrop inthat area. I'm surethe minister is
concerned about those numbersand we' I have some hypothesisin
terms of what has caused those changes because most of the time
when you take those measures, unless something dramatic happens,
they remain fairly constant and usually fairly high. Sol’m gladthe
measures are there, but | think that there must be some explanation
for the rather dramatic drops that we see there.

If | could start back, then, at the beginning of the budget items.
Starting with program 1, the ministry support, maybe | could go
through and ask some questionsabout ministry support and then sop
and get someanswers. Under the ministry support what isincluded
in the line items for communications and strategic management
information services? | haven't got my other budget book here, but
| believe these are new budget items. 1t amountsto about $3million
of new spending in the ministry this year, and | wonder if | could
have a bit of an explanation in terms of what that includes.

There' salso, in program 2, corporateinformation and communica-
tions technology. What will be the responsibility of the chief
information officer? It leads meto a question that | had not just
about thisdepartment’sbudget but about the communi cations people
that are hired in all of thedepartments. It seemsto methat over the
yearsthere’ sbeen agrowing number of peoplethat have been put in
positions of communicating, or PR positions, for the department.
My question, | guess, is: arethey all really needed? |s there some
way that some of them might be shared? |sthere a better organiza-
tion? Does each department, asit seemsto appear, need to have the
communi cationscapabilitiesand thenumber of peopleinvolved that
they seem to in the budget? That may just be from having read
quickly through the budget and not fully understandingwhat each of
the departments are doing, but it does, | think, raise the posshility
of an awful ot of money and resources being put into communicat-
ing and trying to explainthings from aparticular perspective. | think
it’sworthy of some explanation. So the respons bilities of the chief
information officer — I'll leaveit at that.

In program 3, research and deve opment, what isincluded in the

line item operations and policy implementation? If we could have
abit of an explanation of what’ sinvolved there. | think that just sort
of asafirst swipe tha doesit.

| have someother questions. TheMinistry of Health and Wellness
isin the process of establishing an electronic health record system
for health providers. Is the Ministry of Innovation and Science
involved in any way with this project, and if so, what is the nature of
that involvement? Arethere fundsin this budget, in Innovation and
Science, that could beincluded hereor rightly included in thehealth
department in terms of the el ectronic health records system? Hasthe
department provided assistance to Health and Wellness with the
physician office sysem program, theprogram that’ sdesigned to help
physicians in the province automate their offices?

I’ ve aready talked about the performancemeasures. Theminister
has touched on Supernet, and | think, as the minister’s indicated,
we're aware of the problems that we've had, but | wonder if we
could have an explanation about how we're going to stay on track
withthetimelinethat' sstill inthebus nessplan, giventhe problems
there have been with progress thisfar. What's being done to speed
things up, and is it going to cost more money to make the kind of
progress that’ s outlined in the budget? | wonder if | could, maybe
with that first set of questions, have the minister respond, Mr.
Chairman.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. minister.

Mr. Doerksen: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Let mejugt say fromthe
outset that there are some questionsthat | will not be able to answer
tonight, and we'll certainly provide the information to you, to
members of thisAssembly after we ve had sometimeto diginto the
details, but | will try to answer some of the points that have been
raised.

The first onethat you highlighted was the employee satisfaction
ratings. To be clear, | noticed those trends too, and for me tha’s
important to put in here because we want to be accountable and we
don’ t want to fabricatenumbersjust for the sakeof fabricating them.
If there are some issues with the staff, we have to identify them and
come to terms with them, but we have certainly taken a number of
initiatives already with the employees. We introduced a program
called PRAISE, which really isan employee recognition programto
try to again provide some ongoing positive feedback to our staff.
WEe' vetried to put in place some principlesthat involve input from
all of our staff membersin terms of decision-making and communi-
cations about plans. So your pointsare made, | am certainly aware
of them, and we are working to improve.

8:30

The most important thing is that people staff in Innovation and
Science and frankly anywhere in government, need to know that the
work that they are doing is contributing to the betterment of all of
Alberta. That's the kind of thing that we try to foster in our
department, that in fact the work you do is meaningful and it is
important to the people of Alberta. So we're going to continueto
work on tha.

Onthecommunications question | didn’t know exactly whereyou
were to start with, but then | found it. | think particularly in
Innovation and Science this is such a critical element because the
hardest thing that | have particularly when it comes to research and
development is telling Martha and Henry about the results that
research and development accomplishfor them. Totrandateit from
the lab to the average person sitting around a kitchen table or in a
coffee shop isadifficult job, to try and communicate that message.
The things that we do at Innovation and Science aren’t the things
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that themediaglomonto. Soin our department in particular | would
venture to say that we probably could stand to put some more
resources into the communications side.

One of the very effective tools that we have used over the years
has been in conjunction with our ASTech awards, which really
recognize significant accomplishments of Alberta companies and
individuals in research and devd opment. We also run a documen-
tary about Alberta innovators, which has been very well received.
It has run a couple of times over TV stations. We've had good
feedback fromthat. Again, what we'retryingto do isprofileand let
Albertans know of the excellent quality work that goes on in this
province. So onthe communications sidewe haveto keep that effort
up and, if nothing else, do more.

You talked, | think, about the chief information officer. | was
looking for some other information, so | didn’t quite follow the
question through, but we' Il get you that information in writing.

The electronic health records. That again is a very important
objective that health has. You'll hear more about it, | think, when
they present their business plans about what activitiesthey’ re doing.
With respect to our role on the standard setting, our role in heping
to make surethat wemaintain proper privacy records, we'll provide
those details as well.

The one thing | didn’t get a chance to talk about in my opening
remarkswhich wasareally important event from yesterday’ s budget
wasof coursethe approvd of the health research innovation centres
at both the University of Albertaand University of Calgary. It was
their top priority from a university standpoint, and we've been
workingwiththem dong with Infrastructure on trying to makethose
areality because there are a number of CFI, Canadian Foundation
for Innovation, awards which are actually contingent upon those
projects proceeding. So that was good news for our department
frankly, too, that we were able to have someinfluenceto make those
happen, and that’ s just going to help build our life sciences abilityin
this province from where it currently is.

On Supernet and how wemakesureit’ sgoing to stay on track and
will there be any overruns, the answer that I'll providethere isthat
shortly we expect that Bell is going to deliver us arecovery plan to
bring the build of the network back on schedul e so that we can finish
it within the time frame of the contract, which of course is to be
substantially completed by theend of 2004. Therewill besomefinal
things that will have to happen in the following year, but substan-
tially we expect that it will be complete in that time frame. The
contract also providesthat if there are any cost overruns, they are at
the cost of Bell. The amount of money that we have committed to
it is afinite amount, and if there are any cogt overrunson the hill,
they're not our responsibility.

| am confident that weare going to seeagreat deal of progressthis
year. Thisisacritical build year for us, and as the weather warms
up now, it becomes even more critical. This is a big year for
Innovation and Science for the build of that contract.

I'll just sit down now and get some more questions.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Mill Woods.

Dr. Massey: Thanks, Mr. Chairman, and thanksfor thatinformation.
Just one more on the satisfaction of the staff. When | first read it, |
thought maybe the numberswerewrong, and | wondered if they had
been checked to make sure that those drops are real or whether
somebody has not transcribed the information correctly.

Martha and Henry. | think that's a growing concern in the
government, and there's a provision in hereto put more and more
government information and government interaction with citizens
on-line, and | wonder if the department has looked into who uses

government services that way. What causes me to ask the question
isthat | was on the phone recently trying to make some air reserva-
tions, and of all the telephone choices | was given, the only one |
could access wason-line, an email address, and | thought that that
was fine for someone who uses a computer all the time, but what
about those people who don’t do that? | found it quite frustrating
because | did really want to talk to someone. | didn’t want to just e-
mail.

The concern | haveis particularly with seniors. We have, aslI’'m
sure the minister does in his constituency office, alot of seniors
come in to have government programs explained to them, to fill out
applicationsfor government programs. | know that when wetalk to
them, they are not users of computers, so it's a whole area of
information that’ s not availableto them. | guessif | have aconcern
it's that for a while at least | think there will have to be parallel
systems, and you' |l have to make sure that we don't go too fast so
that these people are left out and excluded. | wonder what kind of
thought has gone into that in terms of providing government
information and government services on-line. As much as we want
everyone to be hooked in electronicaly, we know it’'s not going to
bepossible. What assurance arewe going to give those citizenswho
aren’t that somehow or other they aren’t going to be excluded?

The recovery plan from Bell | think isgoing to be interesting to
seein terms of how they plan to make up for lost time. Thereisstill
fromschools—and |’ m sure the minister hasheard —the concern that
they are not going to have the technology to take advantage of
Supernet when it isavailable. | haven't heard it as much, but it still
wasraised judt last week by a principal who indicated that it wasnot
going to be something that they were going to be able to take
advantage of right away because of the state of their equipment. Has
there been co-ordination with the Department of Learning in terms
of the provision of money for technology tha will ensure that the
optimum use will be made of Supernet once it does arrive at the
door?

8:40

Maybejust onelas concern onthisround, Mr. Charman. Isthere
any concern not only with this department but with the Learning
department with respect to postsecondary institutions, that the
pressure or the drive to commercialize research isgoing to digtort
research at universities and research institutions? | still think that
there’ saplacefor apublic research agenda, for research that doesn’t
have immediate commercial payoff, that is sort of nongizmo
research. We've benefited greatly in the past from that kind of
research, and my concern isthat with an overconcern on commer-
cialization thetendency to design and to foster and encourage short-
term research with immediate payoff is going to be done a the
expense of longer term projects and projects, as| said, that may not
have an immediate commercia payoff.

Thanks, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Doerksen: Again, thank you for those questions, and I'll try to
work through them one at a time. The question “Who uses the
services?’ is an important question. Agan, access to on-line
services: wearemovingto deliver more and more of our serviceson-
line. So, yeah, there’'s dways the issue of wha's commonly known
as the digitd divide, those who actudly have access to not only
computers but then also access to a proper network to hook into.
That’ sone of thereasonswhy even with the Supernet projectit’smy
opinion that the library connections particularly in the remote
communities become a critical component of the Supernet access
because that will provide not only ability for anybody, any citizen,
to get access to a computer but also access to web services. It
certainly is an issue.

The concern with seniors isin a line like that, but on the other
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hand some of the mogt ardent disciples of computers and ardent
disciples of the Internet in particular are the seniorswho have found
that they can use thisfacility, and I'll use my own mother for an
example. She uses her computer enough to keep in contact with all
30-some of her grandkids. In some of the schools where her
grandkidsgo that run web pagesand keep track of classactivitiesin
the different provinces, she can go and log on and look and find
pictures of her grandchildren in their activities in the various
schoals.

I'll never forget the one time — and this was actudly quite a
number of years ago — when | was doing an opening at one of the
lodges in Red Deer where this elderly lady introduced me before |
cut the ribbon and gave this whole long detail about the person |
was. | had noideawhere shewould have got thisinformation from,
but she had spent sometime on the Internet getting all thisinforma-
tion, and | was absolutely blown away. And this would have been
almost seven or eight years ago, which is far back in the history of
IT.

But the concemn is there, and | think those arevalid. Obviously,
within the various departments, with the Department of Seniors,
these are some of theissuesthat | think they need to grapple with as
well, but those are not necessarily new issues because any kind of
paperwork and forms to fill have always driven those kinds of
questions. So we'll take the point.

In terms of the schools probably one of the bigger proponents of
Supernet actually has been Alberta Learning and has really been
behind the push to bring the technological advantages into our
schoolsto make surethat we do have the connections. Again, some
of these quegtions will have to be answered by Learningin terms of
the resources they’re committing to it, but | will say that we have
been in constant contact with Learning in terms of the devel opment
of Supernet and when it’s going to get to their schoolsand even as
we start to move toward applications.

We are doing a pilot project with actually the Red Deer Catholic
school division in collaboration with Notre Dame school in Red
Deer and a school in Rocky Mountain House where one segment of
Supernet is up and running, where they’re doing interactive class-
rooms, interactive Smart board classrooms as we gpeak. There are
some pilot projects that are happening. There are some other ones
that are ready to go in different parts of the province. So they're
working on that.

On your comment about the drive to commercialize, | haveto tell
you that over and over and over again for the last two yearsthat I’ ve
been in this portfolio— Albertahas all the advantageswhen it comes
to capability for research, has all the advantages when it comesto a
fiscal climate, has all the advantageswhen it comesto developing a
knowledge-based economy, but we continueto lack aproper private-
sector receptor capacity for those good ideas. If | can refer to a
recent report on the Alberta Science and Research Authority —it was
aninternationa review—they made thetwo fundamental points, one
being that Albertais head and shouldersabove most placesbut that
we lack the sense of urgency to develop the private-sector capacity
research. |’ ve got about five or six reports that | can show you that
keep comingto the same conclusion. So it’ san area tha we cannot
ignore. | hear the concern, but it's an area that we have to address
without compromising, again, the part you're talking about, the
benefits of the long-term sustained research that don’t immediately
show commercial return. | hope that he ps alittlebit.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton- Riverview.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | havejust been out double-
checkingsome of myfacts, and my questions may overl ap with some

that have already occurred, but | feel very strongly about this. My
constituency includes undoubtedly the largest single research
institution in the province, the University of Alberta, and | am often
talkingto researchersand scientissand peoplefromthat facility who
have lots of success stories and lots of concerns. A concern that |
have heard frequently voiced over the last year from several
independent sources — the sources aren’t related — from scientigs
workingin different areas of research, isthat there's agreat deal of
frustration in getting matching provincial fundsto correspond with
federal grant money.

I’mlooking herein your business plan, page 254, under Investing
in People.

1. Provide support for the recruitment and retention of key
scientific personnel at Alberta universities. . .

5. Work to leverage research funding from industry and federal
Sources.

6. Develop a mechanism to encourage greater investment in
Alberta . . . from industry and federal government sources. . .

8. Work with Alberta Learning and public institutions to co-
ordinate research-related policies and programs.

What | would look for from the minister and his officials — and
thisis a serious problem but one that | have afeeling can be cleared
up without spending huge amounts of money, maybejust cutting red
tape. Theconcernisthis. Scientistsapply to one or another federal
source for funding. They win approval for tha funding, but it
depends on matching provinda amounts. For reasons dther of
delays with provincial funding — and that funding may not come
fromyour department; it may come from |’ mnot sure which sources
but you would undoubtedly have some influence over how the
processworks—or insufficient funding, the federal government then
holds back on its share because there's a contingency here. Or as
one scientis described it, you can end up in a downward ratchet
because the federal government approves a certain amount contin-
gent on the province matching it. The province comesin under that,
so then the federal government drops its levd, which causes the
province to drop its level, and they go down and down and down.

8:50

Two or three consequencesof thisare of direct concern, I'm sure,
to the minister. One is delays and frustrations: delays in projects
gettinglaunched, with one scientist | wasjust talking to, ayear-long
delay. Second, ahuge distraction of energy in which scientistsare
then, in tryingto make up the shortfall in provincid funding, having
to haggle with al| kinds of private suppliers for equipment and for
computers and so on to find the money to make up the difference,
causingagrea delay. It' sfrustrating to scientists, andif they can go
to Toronto or UBC or Cambridge or North Carolinaor wherever and
those problems are taken care of because the red tape is cut or
suffident matching fundingis avail able, we' re not going to get them
here or we're not going to keep them here even if we attract them.
So that’ s part of the issue here.

| want to bring it to your attention as the minister and to the
attention of the officials. Let’sseeif we can work more effectively
with the federal funding agencies so that the scientists, who are
trained in science, don’t have to spend years haggling over funding
issuesthat delay their research. So | guessthat’s the main point on
that.

The second point isthat | have heard a rumour recently that the
province is actually backing out of ongoing funding for research.
They will set up aresearch project at a university for three years.
They'll equip the lab, they’ll get it up end running, and thenin three
yearsthemoney is gone, the funding is stopped, and we' resuddenly
left with a researcher who is out of work or is left scrambling,
spending his time scrounging for money instead of doing the work



916 Alberta Hansard

April 9, 2003

that he or she has aimed for. In fact, the rumour is going around
right now that the province has actudly sad that it will not accept
any more gpplications for operating dollars for projects which were
started, say, threeyearsago with provincid money. Weneed tohave
along-term, reliablebasisto devel op the people and the labs and the
facilities and the brain power for a critical mass of innovaion and
science work in this province.

So, you know, it’ s budget debate, and thisis absolutdy related to
money. |I’m not raising thisissue with the minister so much looking
for documentsor background as to say: we' regoing to lose some of
the best and brightest we have if we can’t sort out these funding
issues. If you possibly can, as a government work more smoothly
with the federal government. Please condder ongoing operating
funding for labs and innovation.

Thank you.

Mr. Doerksen: Mr. Chairman, | do want to provide afew remarks
about that particular concern that has been raised, and it's one that
I've heard too. There’s no secret aout that. 1’ m not the expert in
thisfield, so we have set up, without apology, a strict due diligence
process within the department by using peers and expertsto help us
examine the applications that are made for research dollars in
Alberta. Quite clearly, we also set a high bar around the areas of
research that we want to focuson. Sothereisthat due diligencethat
does go on.

Again, the natureof granting being theway tha it is, they’ re quite
often in the three- or five-year kind of envelopes. | imagine that
there has to be somekind of review a the end of each of the periods
tosay: well, looking at the proposal that was presented when you got
the money to start with, in fact have you achieved some of the
results, and is it worth while, then, to keep that money going? So
thereisthat kind of due diligence, and | think that' s very important
because it's not just a matter of just throwing money out without
some accountability. There has to be an accountability process.

Without a doubt, we have not guaranteed an automatic match for
every award that iswon by researchers, because, again, we do have
our own due diligence process and procedures that we go through.
The federal budget this year has presented us with an interesting
challenge because they have put more money into the federal
granting agencies. Just projecting ahead, if we continue to have the
kind of success rate that we've had in the past, it's going to put a
strain on the budget, but in many ways that’ sagood problem to have
when we have that kind of success. We're working just as best we
can with the ingtitutions, with the federal government, because they
have aroleto play to helpusout aswel. For instance, | refer to the
HRICs. The going ahead of those two projects a both universities
wascriticd to being able to advance themoney. Thosewere one of
the conditions, actually, that were given by the federal granting
agenciesbeforethey could advancethe money. We' vebeenworking
together with them, but without question it is a challenge.

| know that there are frustrations with researchers, but while there
isfrustraion, if you look at page 255 of our busness plan, you will
seethat in terms of the sponsored-research growth in Alberta at our
universities, it has been quite remarkable. Going back to 1998, you
will see an increased investment of $65 million from the province,
and if you go up, thisyear’ starget is $135million. So there’'sbeen
growth. You can see the same kind of growth in the federal money
in industry resources. So the growth has been there, but thereis a
challenge.

Theother thingthat youdidn't mention—and I’ll jugt alert you to
thisbecauseit’ sanother i ssue—comesthrough thefoundations. The
AlbertaHeritage Foundation for Medical Research, because of the
equity markets and the lack of investment, has not been ableto make

as many awards this year, and there's a lot of research work and
people that have been relying on the funding that’ s come out of the
foundations, which is also presenting another challenge for us
because we' ve built up that critical mass of researchers and capabil-
ity and wantto maintain that. You didn’t mention it, but | will. So
there are severd issues that kind of compound the current situation.

Y ou will note though, that there's one thing we did add in my
budget that | didn’t mention in my comments  With the Alberta
ingenuity fund we ve put another $21 million or whatever thefigure
is—I can’tfindit right now —into that fund to try to bring it back up
tothelevel of theoriginal $500 million that was established to begin
with. Again, our objectiveisto hopefully at some point continueto
build that endowment fund up to abillion dollars and bring it to the
same level that we are with the Heritage Foundation for Medical
Research, but that’ s all contingent on fiscal plans and objectives. |
appreciate your raising theissue. It's one tha I'mvery well avare
of, and we are trying to manage it as best we can.

9:00

The Deputy Chair: Hon. members, thefirst hour that was allocated
between the minister and members of the opposition has now
elapsed. Any other member wishing to participate will be ableto do
0.

The chair recognizes the Member for Calgary-Currie.

Mr. Lord: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. It's my pleasure to rise and
respond to the minister’ s comments, and | did have afew questions
for the minister just in regard to the presentation. | might say that |
was very pleased to hear from the minister that he has performance
indicators incorporated into the business plan. Of course, that's a
subject that I've paid alot of attention to over the years. I'mvery
pleased to seeit. Let’sfaceit: what gets measured getsdone. And
performance measures instill accountability andin fact hdp inspire
peopleto focus on going forward and to get thejob done. Of course,
it's rather difficult to do and to envison how one would put
performancemeasuresin placein some areas such asnnovation and
Science, especidly when you' retrying to, you know, discover new
inventionsor foster innovation, foster research. It' shard to envision
how you would actually put performance indicators into that.
Eureka scienceisjust hard to measure, and benchmarking geniuses
is hard to measure. However, there are many areas where it can be
done and, frankly, should be done.

In particular, I'm wondering if the minister haslooked at some of
the different performance measurements out there and some of the
new ways of doing that, measuring and accountability and so on. In
particular, I’'m referring to the 1SO series and whether or not the
minister has looked at perhaps some of the 1SO series certification
as ameans of introdudng efficiency, effectiveness, and measuring
it and measuring the bud ness processes within the department. 1SO,
for those who may not be familiar with it, basically is the Interna-
tional Standards Organization, and it is the primary, number one
benchmarking sort of system in the world now. It was actualy
developed by the Europeans but based on a Canadian invention,
which the Canadiansfailed to capitalize on.

Going back some 50 years Canadians came up with the CSA
standards, Canadian Standards Association, which of courseiswell
known in the eectrica fied, and it sandardized quality in the
electrical field s that people did not have to wonder about the
quality of electrical products they were buying. That saved a great
deal of money for purchasers, suppliers, et cetera, becauseit set a
standard that if you had CSA approval, everyone knew that this
product would work as advertised, as it was supposed to, and you
didn’t need to take it all apart and examineit, et cetera.
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Well, the Europeans have teken that considerably further in
developingthis SO series. 1t snow becoming basically a prerequi-
site for doing busness globdly around the world. People ask: are
you 1SO certified? If you are not, they don’t want to do business
withyou. Whereit appliesin government, however, isin standardiz-
ing processes, the business process, s that people know what to
expect and get the same answer every time regardless of which
government bureaucrat they’ re dealingwith or administrator they’re
dealing with.

In Canada a small village in Quebec was the first municipality in
the world to actually become SO 9000 certified. It found that
customer complaints dropped by some 90 percent. The entire
process recovered its full investment in less than two years, and
approval ratings by the citizens absolutdy soared, so it was very,
very successful inbeingintroducedinto asmaller city. Now thecity
of Calgary has adopted 1SO series. In fact, it's trying 1SO 14000
certification, which makesit one of only threecities of itsszein the
entireworld to atempt to do this. Inthe pilot project they recovered
their full investment of a half million dollars within three months,
finding efficiencies and effectiveness in the city waterworks
department, and that inspired the administration to undertaketo put
thisright acrossthe city.

1SO 14000 is basicaly the world's most efficient, effective
environmental management system aswell asthe business standard-
izationsystem. | anwonderingif theminister haslooked at perhaps
implementing within his department an 1SO series of business
reprocessng to see whether or not that might help with efficiency
and effectiveness. Ineffect, thel SO 21000 seriesincorporatesethics
and all sortsof other processesaswell, and | would think thiswould
be something that would be particularly innovative in government
and therefore would be particularly aproposfor the minister to look
at in the Department of Innovation and Science.

Mr. Doerksen: Well, Mr. Chairman, performance measuresarevery
important, and the challenge that we always have | think in any
ministry isto find those performance measuresthat actudly tell you
whether you' re getting to what your goals are. No quegtion that we
wrestle with this every year, and we say: do we have the right
performance measures that actualy show the kinds of things that
we'retrying to achieve? So all | can say about the suggestion made
by the hon. member is that | am not overly familiar with the
suggestion that he's made, although because he's made his com-
ments, they’ ve obviously been noted not only by myself but by the
membersof my department. Whether it isone of those measuresthat
would give us a better indicator of what we're trying to achieve — |
mean, I’m always open to good idess.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Riverview.

Dr. Taft: Thank you. I'd like to makea suggegion stemming from
our earlier discussion for the business plan and for the budget, a
suggestion for the minister to consider that probably not only
wouldn’t cost anything but might save some funding. | am wonder-
ing if there is away to cut the red tape that researchers haveto face
when they apply for federd and provincia funding by having a
combined application process so that if the researchers apply, they
apply to onejury or one decis on-making body, and adecision from
one body automatically triggers approval from the other. It'saway
of streamlining things | know this government is very keen on
streamlining procedures, asit should be, and I’ m surein many cases
has done an excellent job. Thiswould require, | assume — I’ m not
an expert on these sorts of things — some kind of forma agreement
withthefederal councilsthat makethese decisions, but onfirst blush

I’m wondering why that wouldn’t work, why you couldn’t have a
singlejury make adecision, review theapplication. If they approve
it, both the provincia and federal funding automati cally follow, so
you don’t have these poor researchers having to apply, go through
two related but different processes, waiting for different deadlines,
and on and on and on. Just a suggestion, but maybe it would be
worth looking at.

Mr. Doerksen: Mr. Chairman, I'd be delighted if the federa
government would approve the projects that we approve, that meet
our objectivesin the processes that we go through, but | say that a
little bit tongue in cheek because you're right: there are dual
processes. We're not there yet. | think we've made progress. |
recognize exactly what you'resaying. 1t would be preferable from
my way of thinking that the more timethe researchersactually spent
researching instead of writing grant applicationswould be better for
al of us. Although — agan, I'm not a grant writer — I’ve never
written agrant proposal, I’ ve seen some of them. | suspect that part
of the process, the writing of the proposal, helps to refine the
research objective aswdl. It skind of also sorting out their thinking
pattern. But, you know, it'savalid suggestion, and we always have
interesting relationships and negotiations with our federal counter-
parts.

9:10
The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Calgary-Currie.

Mr. Lord: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I'm pleased to rise to ask
another question of the minister with what | hope might be an idea
that he would take under consideration and perhaps answer a
question or two about. Now, this particular idea was suggested to
me by afriend of mine, aGerman engineer, Dieter Remppd, afriend
from Canmore, in fact. Dieter is quite an inventive fellow and has
in fact several patents and inventionsto his credit. Hewasexplain-
ing to me that while he would like to have his most recent one
patented in Canada, there’ sagreat deal of red tape, it costs afair bit
of money, and there are anumber of other issuesinvolved, whereas
in Germany, being that he has immigrated here from Germany, he
says that they have a government program with many, many
volunteersand many business peopl einvolved. It'squiteamassive
program apparently, he says, and they invite people to submit their
suggestionsto them. They will do the patenting. They will pay for
the cost of the patenting. They will do the studiesto commercialize
theproduct. They will commercializethe product. They will infact
taketheentire product through frominvention until full commercial -
ization, and if there' s any money made, they will then deduct their
expenses and forward the royalty cheques to the inventor. Infad,
that leaves the inventor having to do little more than just invent,
whichiswhat inventors liketodo. They don’t necessarily have the
training, the skills, or even the desireto start corporations and ook
for venture capital and do al the things necessary to actually
commercialize their inventions. They tend to like to tinker in the
garage and then solve problems and just come upwith some brilliant
solutions.

Hesays athough I've been in Canadanow for many, many years
and it would have been nice to seeit as a Canadian invention, my
patentsarein fact German patents, and they will be commercialized
and sold as German inventions. |I'm wondering if the minister has
any initiatives or ideas or hasbeen looking at waysto perhapsfollow
the model that they're usng in Germany these days, which appar-
ently has been very, very successful, to hdp people who are
inventorsand just want to invent, to maybe createthese as Canadian
patentsinstead of German patentsand perhaps get the benefits here
in Albertaaccordingly.
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Mr. Doerksen: | actually think that the member has hit on oneof the
important subjects that relates back to my opening comments about
what one of my primary objectives this year is: to find the right
policiesto put into place that actually address the issues of intellec-
tual property protection, patents, and so forth, particularly for SMEs,
who don’t have necessarily awhole battery of lawyers to help them
through the process. They could be at a disadvantage from the
bigger companies.

I think you’ veraised animportantissue, and again, likel said, this
isapolicy development areathat | think is critical. To my knowl-
edge | don’t think that any province in Canadaor | don't even think
the federal government actually has an intell ectua property policy.
It sprobably high time that onewas devel oped and to find out: what
are the roadblocks, what are the barriers, and how can we help our
businesses better? Actually, probably through the Alberta Research
Council, which of courseischaired by the hon. Member for Calgary-
Lougheed, because they're dso involved in the commercialization
side probably even more so than at the university in particular. So
that might beachallenge | would throw to her aswell to help usout,
and | know she alwaysrisesto agood challenge.

Thisisavery important area. 1’ m not the expertinit, but | know
enough or I’ ve read enough to realizethat it can be discouraging in
terms of getting your product or your idea out into the market. Soll
appreciate the comments.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Certainly the Innova-
tion and Science department, if things work out, will make a
significant contribution to the future of this province. | wish the
minister and the department, including the researchers that are in
various laboratories, the very best and good luck and good success
in their research.

Weareat acrossroadin this province' seconomichistory, andit’s
certainly outlined in these budget documents. We' reon adownward
dlope asfar as conventiond oil production and natural gas produc-
tion, and to diversify the economy, prudent research and develop-
ment | believe would be a priority. | certanly hope that this
department is successful.

Now, there are some projects, and the hon. minister mentioned
them before. Beforel get to that, | would like to briefly comment on
the hon. minister’s visit recently to the constituency of Edmonton-
Gold Bar. | was pleased to see that the province is a very active
partner with industry and the federal government in research at the
local King's University College. The projects there are certainly
much smaller than what goes on at theuniversities or at the Alberta
Research Council, but they’re just asimportant. | think that if we
can have some diverdty with our research projects, it will add to
even more Success.

The hon. minister spoke earlier about the hon. Member for
Calgary-L ougheed in the capecity that she currently holds with the
AlbertaResearch Council. | did not attend, but | certainly appreci-
ated theinvitation to the AlbertaResearch Council. | couldn’t make
it, but if atour was to be arranged for some of the Alberta Energy
Research Institute' sfacilities, | would be mogt anxious to see how
our money is being spent here.

On page 256 of the business plan, were going to spend some
money on CO, and water management. We were going to have 20
projects; that’ s going back to 2001-2002. We had 20 projects. We
reduced the number of projects to 14 and then to sven, so that’s
basically one-third of the activity. | would certainly like to know
more about these projectsin light of the Kyoto protocol and the fact
that we thought in the fal of last year that the sky was going to fall

in, the province was going to come to a stop, Mr. Chairman, but
certainly that hasnot happened. | think thecommunication spinwas
extravagant and embel lished.

Wejust see that Suncor has had a significant vote of confidence
with another major expansion, but if we are going to manage CO, in
this province, how are these projects working? Now, is this CO,
sequestration? Arethese projectsinvolved with CO, sequestration?
Or are they involved with capturing water that is drawn off a coal
bed and in some experiment with coal bed methane production? |s
this water being injected into one of our mature oil-producing
formations to enhance ail recovery? What precisely is going on
here?

9:20

Certainly oil sands upgrading and value-added would be self-
explanatory, but with CO, and water management, if | couldhavethe
detailson those projects fromthe minister, | would be very grateful.
If at sometimein the futureatour could bearranged for this Sde of
the House, | would like to check that out. Certainly we are taking
here about CO, and water management, we are talking about clean
coal, but are there any research projects going on with the hon.
minister’ s department to capture and compress the emission stream
out of the coal-fired plants? Are we looking in any way, shape, or
formthrough research at perhgps having some sort of horizontal flue
stream for a while so it would facilitate capture and compression?
Then that gas, onceit’s captured and compressed, could be used for
enhanced oil recovery. | know thereareother outfitsin thisprovince
that have got their eye on that, and | would like to know if we're
spending any money onthat, how much, and if there are any partners
involved in that, who they are.

Now, we'relooking also at some research into alternative energy
here, and the number of projects — again I'm surprised — is not
growingtheway | thought it would with theratification of theKyoto
protocol. What alternative energy projects are we looking at? Are
they just wind power in southern Alberta? There has been some
mention of solar power research, and | believel saw something to do
with fuel cdls. Isthisjust renewable energy electricity sources or
what? A further explanation of that would be gratefully appreciated
by this member.

On another matter, going back from the business plan to the
lottery fund estimates on page 246, thereis a significant amount of
revenue from commercial sources. That's a good thing to see. In
two yearsit hasincreased from roughly $34 million to $46 million,
and | would like to know how we' re getting this revenue. Isthis
from the commercialization of past research and deveopment?
What exactly is the source of this commercia revenue? | guess |
could say, Mr. Chairman: who, why, and how much? Certainly |
think Albertans would be interested to know if they’re getting a
return on previous research and devel opment budgets.

Further on the same page | seethat the Alberta Research Council
Inc. isgoing to have an expense of $5.6 million, and we see that the
AlbertaResearch Council Inc. contract research is at $53.4 million.
My, that’ sgone up asgnificant amount: $14 millionor sointhelast
couple of years. Who are we contracting to? Isit to the University
of Alberta the University of Calgary? Isit to private labs? Isit to
pharmaceutical companies? Where is this money going? Arewe
paying for research outside this province, outside thiscountry, oris
all thisresearch being conducted by graduate students from thispart
of theworld? |If wedon't havetheinformation available here, if the
minister could provideit in writing at some date in the future— not
too far in the future certainly | would have atarget of the Victoria
Day weekend — | would be very grateful for that information.

| have some further questions and comments for later on this
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eveningin regard to the ministry auditsand recommendationsfrom
theannual report of the Auditor General. Atthistimel will cedethe
floor to another hon. member of this Assembly.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Doerksen: Mr. Chairman, I’m going to tak to a couple of the
points that were just made by the hon. member. Thefirst thing he
said was: if things work out, this will be good for the province.
Well, I’'m much moreoptimisticthanthat. | believe thesethingswill
work out because we have the talent, we have the ability, we have
the infrastructure in this province. So I'll take a more positive
approach to tha.

The member raised a very important point that I'd like to re-
emphasize. He referred to the research work that was done at The
King'sUniverdty College. Quiteoftenwhenwe' retalking, werefer
primarily to the University of Albertaand the University of Cal gary,
which of coursedo the bulk of the basic research in theprovince, but
we do have other ingtitutions like King' s University College, like
Olds College, like Athabasca Universty who are involved in
research projects. We also have our technical ingtitutes and
community colleges which are engaged in some areas of applied
research. So we have people and the Alberta Research Council,
which | mentioned before, working on research on avariety of fronts
to advance our advantage herein Alberta.

The member raised some questions going to the energy research
part. In particular, he asked some questions about the CO,, and let
mejust comment briefly that, yes, we are doing projectsinanumber
of areas with CO,. One would be CO, sequestration, but probably
more important would be coal bed methane projects where the
injection of the CO, into the coal bed can actualy release the
methane and have some use. There may be potential application.
I’ve seen at AlbertaResearch Council anumber of years ago where
they actually had a scale-up model kind of thing where the CO,
being emitted from the coal plants would actualy then be re-
embedded and the gascame up. It wasjust kind of alittle model to
illustrate the point that there was the capture and then the embed-
ding. The member might also be avare of the Weyburn project,
which uses CO, to enhance oil recovery as another method of using
CO,.

Again, I’m not the expert in these areas, but there are anumber of
I think exciting initiatives that are taking place that will not only
fulfill our objectives toward looking after the situation with green-
house gases but actually turning these into an economic advantage.
But, clearly, we've got alot of work to dointhat area Agan, with
the great leadership of the Member for Bonnyville-Cold Lake, I'm
convinced it’s going to happen. It'sjust a matter of time.

The aternative energy. All | can say is: stay tuned. There are
some projects under way that | can’t talk about yet, but | know
they’re in the works, and they look like some excellent projects
coming there. | think in the whole area — we taked a bit about
bioenergy — | hear some excitement around the development of
energy fromthe leftovers that hogs leave behind. So, | mean, these
sound like some pretty innovative ideas. Again, we' removinginto
these areas. They will take some time, but there issome excitement
there.

| would encourage the member, because | know that he has access
to the worldwide web as he has alerted us to many times in this
House on acertain web sitethat wil | go unmentioned tonight, at |east
fromme—ifyoulook & www.innovation.gov.ab.ca, thereisawealth
of information there. We do have the energy research strategy, the
links to that strategy, which will describe in much more detail than
I can some of these things tha we' re talking about with respect to
our objectivesin that strategy. So please expand your horizons and

move beyond your single-focus web site to another great web site at
www.innovation.gov.ab.ca.

9:30

With respect to your comments on revenue the commercia
revenue question that you asked is primarily commercia revenue
fromthe Alberta Research Council. The Alberta Research Council
isengaged really in several areas. They're engaged in public-good
research, which isthe main amount of money that is granted to them
by the Alberta Science and Research Authority, which isin the
neighbourhood of $27 millionto $29 million, thekinds of thingsthat
improve thelivesof all Albertansthat acommercial venture would-
n't necessarily enter into because thereturns aren’t there. But then
they also do alot of work with private companies, and someof it is,
infact, contract research. Because Alberta Research Council hasthe
facilities, has the people, has the talent, they can hire the Alberta
Research Council to do their research, to help them commercialize
their products, and in some cases actually get into the production
phase themselves. They've had one very successful product. The
name escapesme, but it was in the pressboard industry. They have
amachinethat they actually market worldwidethat’ sbeen very, very
successul. | think it's called PressMan, actualy, if my memory is
right.

So they work in that area, and then they also on some occasions
will actually enter into partnerships where in exchange for their
expertiseand know-how they might take ether an equity position or
aninterestin thelicensing or future revenuesthat might come out of
the results of this joint work. So for the last number of years,
probably the last five, six years they have actually put — because
basically from a government point of view we've flatlined the
investment in Alberta Research Council. If youlook at their annual
statements, you’ll see that they’ ve been trending upwards on their
growth. That growth is dl coming from commercial revenue. It's
not coming from more investment by the province. So they’ve been
successful.

Then you referred to contract research on the expense side.
Essentidly, the numbers don’'t quite add up, but because they are
owned by the Alberta Science and Research Authority, in the
consolidationany revenuethat they earn from commercial contracts,
even though it’ s not government money, gets recorded on our books
as does the expense. So if their commercial revenue goes up, so
does their expense line. 1t'sjust kind of aflip-off. It'saway we
account for it because they become fully consolidated in the
government books. So that, | hope, provides alittle bit of explana-
tion around that line.

Now, | know | haven't got all of your quegtions. Again, like you
said, you don’t have anything to do on the May long weekend, so
we'll try to have some reading for you when you have nothing to do
during that weekend, and then you can follow it up.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Bonnyville-Cold Lake.

Mr. Ducharme: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | would just like to
begin by thanking the Minister of Innovation and Sciencefor having
given metheopportunity of having agreat growth experienceasthe
co-chair of the Alberta Energy Research Institute. 1'd also liketo
thank the ministry and the minister responsible for the sizeble
increase that we have seen in our budget.

TheAlbertaEnergy Research I nstitute, as the minister mentioned
in his opening remarks, has deve oped an energy strategy not only
for Albertabut an energy strategy for all of Canadafor thereduction
of greenhouse gases. With the extradollarsthat have been allocated
in our budget we will beable to do great work in terms of cleaning
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up the environment and the climate across our province and also
being ableto assist other provinces, possibly other countrieswith the
knowledge that we will gain in terms of making the world a better
place for al of us.

Asthe minister also mentioned, AERI is presently going through
achallenge dialogue. Through this dial ogue we have participation
from other research people across Canada. We have participation
from many industry leaders that are here in terms of asssting, in
terms of working together and agreeing asto what strategy should be
thefocus. We understand and we know that there arepeoplethat are
doing research all over the world, so it's not necessary that the
AlbertaEnergy Research Institute become the lead organization in
al these different research projects that are taking place, but it is
very important that AERI stay plugged inwith all the other research
projects that are taking place.

At our last challenge dialogue meeting that we held in Calgary a
coupleof weeksago with alittle over 50 participants, it becamevery
evident that AERI was leading the way and that AERI wasnot only
a provincid leader across this nation but was also becoming a
national leader with international assistance coming in from other
research authorities. So the future certainly doeslook bright.

The funding, as it's been indicated, in the budget increases by
additional millions of dollarsto build us up to aout $10 million
over the next three yearsin extradollars, which will certainly go a
longway in terms of combating the Kyoto chdlenge and making this
abetter placeto live.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Doerksen: Mr. Chairman, | am flattered by the kind remarks
fromthe Member for Bonnyville-Cold Lake, but | have to point out
that the direction in terms of alocating our resources to research
areas actually comes from the Alberta Science and Research
Authority, which is an independent body of people that provides
advice to the government in the areas that we should inves in, and
quite clearly their direction for us this year was to direct as many
resources as possible into the energy research strategy. That's a
challenge that we have to take on. Again, there are a lot better
people than | to provide that kind of strategic advice, not only the
AlbertaScienceand Research Authority but the peoplein Innovation
and Sciencethat work with thison a daily basis. That’s wherethe
thanks, if you want to call it that, should really go.

| do want to make one comment because there’ s something else
that needs to be said here when it comes to the energy research
strategy. Thisisnot just afunction of Innovation and Science. We
work very closely with the Department of Energy and the Depart-
ment of Environment because the three of us have a vested interest
in thiswhole area. There's been alot of support that’s come from
the Minister of Environment and the Minister of Energy to start
looking for the growth driversin energy in the future, so we have to
recognize that.

Also, | have been remissbecausethere are two other institutesthat
areimportant that | haven't talked about, and | want to just briefly
comment onthem so that everybody knows. It’ sthe AlbertaForestry
Research Institute, and the co-chair, the hon. Member for West
Y ellowhead, doesgood work there. Thebudget amountsin that area
are modest, but that does not underestimate the importance of
strategic advice that they provide on another important industry in
our province. The other one, of course, isthe Alberta Agricultural
Research Institute, that has done an enormous amount of work this
year, particularly when it comes to co-ordinating research in that
whole area and bringing the different groupstogether to make sure
that weare moving forwardina. . . What's the word?

An Hon. Member: Collaborative.

Mr. Doerksen: A collaborative goproach.

Adgain, theminister of agriculture hasbeen instrumental in making
surethat she' s provided her support from her own department to say:
yeah, we' ve got to work together on thiskind of stuff. It's goingto
fit very wdl within our life sciences strategy, within the agricultural
research strategy, because the more we look at it, the more these
things al are coming together. They're crossovers, they're
combinations, and to use an agricultural term, frankly, we haveto get
out of our silos and work together.

9:40
The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | have afew addi-
tional questions for the hon. minister at thistime. Certainly, oneis
ontheissueof coa bed methane production, which thehon. minister
was discussing in his response to the earlier series of questions. If
there is no research being done, | would strongly encourage this
ministry to seethat it isdone. When you have acoal bed producing
methane and, of course, you're drawing off a bit of the water with
that process, how does that methane production change, if at al, the
level of thewater table? Thereis some concerninrural Albertathat
there are significant dropsin the water table. If there'sany research
being done on this, | would gppreciate an update on it, and if not, |
wouldthink that there should be apartnership developed, in thiscase
with EnCana, on adjoining land just to see how their test site is
working, if it isaffecting the surrounding water table or not, because
| think it would alleviate some of the fears that people have.
Certainly, we could separate ourselves from the Americans and not
make some of the migtakes they have madewith the devel opment of
their coal bed fields for methane production.

Thenext question | haveisregarding clean cod technology. | see
where there are a number of projects, and | can only assume that
these are going on in Alberta. | wastold last year, | believe, and |
can't recdl, Mr. Chairman, by whom — | understand that weare in
partnershipwith the huge laboratoriesin Los Alamos, New Mexico.
We are a partner with that organization in clean coal technologies,
particularly with the combustion of coal and the efficienciesthat are
involved in that. There are some extensive studies going on as to
how to burn coal more efficiently, whether the coal is changing how
thefiringisoccurring. If | could possibly get abreakdown astohow
much money we are spending on that |aboratory from this depart-
ment, | would be very grateful. If thisresearchisgoing to continue,
| think it’ svery important.

| hear alot from the Americans, and it’s on their web sites. | do
find the American web sites fascinating. | find the American
government web sites, as a matter of fact, much more open and
transparent than the web sites of this government. It astonishes me.
I know that thisis not this minister’ s department, but the investiga-
tionssurrounding Enron by the regulatory authoritiesin Americaare
open and they’re transparent, and | can say that we are not. But
that’s not to be discussed in the amount of time we have to do the
estimates this evening.

How much are we spending at the Los Alamosresearch facility?
What sort of interim results isthe government getting in regard to
improving our coal burningtechnology? I’ m quite concerned about
thebaseloadfor our el ectricity systeminthisprovince, whichiscoal
fired. It's decreasing. In the budget for another department is
detailed information on that decrease. That is reliable, affordable
electricity. Sure we can build the natural gas fired and combined-
cyclepower plants, but it'san expensive fuel source. | would redly
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appreciateit if the minister would continue with clean cod technol-
ogy research and, agan, an update on how we're doing with the
folksin Los Alamos.

In conclusion, for theamount that it woul d cost —you know, we' re
putting a lot of money into these research projects — | think there
should be moredetailed reports provided to each and every member
of thisAssembly asthesereportsbecomeavailable. They arefunded
by the taxpayers, and the taxpayers have aright to know about this
research, particularly with the Alberta Energy Research Institute.
Also, if were giving any money to the Canadian Energy Research
Institute, which | believe we are, as their documents, their research
initiatives and reports, become public, | think they should be made
available. What I'm saying isthat for the cost of it every member of
this Assembly should be on the maling lists of those various
research institutes so that we can pass this information on to our
constituents. 1'm sure it would be a very modest sum, and they
could find it in this budget to ensure that all members of this
Assembly areinformed regarding the research that’' s going on.

Thank you.

Mr. Doerksen: Well, | very much appreciae the member’ sinterest
in this mater. | try to get off mailing lists because | get way too
much stuff that | can’t possibly read. But it’s agood suggestion.

The other thing | do appreciate is your support for the clean coal
technology. | agreethat it’saresourcethat wedo not want to strand
in Alberta. It'ssomething that we have accessibleto us. | think that
if we can develop it in aresponsible and efficient manner, it can
continueto pay dividendswell into the future. So | appredatethat.

Asfar asthe change in the water table and that quegtion, the hon.
member obviously knows alot moreabout that subject than | do, so
I’'m not even going to try to answer tha one. | don’'t know the
answer. Maybe somebody else can find out the response to that
question.

As far as the investment in Los Alamos, yeah, we are partners
there. One of the reasons is that we have to work with other
jurisdictions on a number of initiatives and if they have a demon-
stration plant that can help to prove out someof our technol ogies, by
all meanswe should make use of that rather than having to reinvest
in a complete infrastructure system in Alberta to do the same thing.
Asl mentioned before, with the Weyburn project we work with other
partners and provinces, so admittedly and quite properly we work
with other bodiesto advanceresearch. I1n nanotechnology, with the
National Ingitute for Nanotechnology therewill be agreat amount
of collaboration among researchersin Canadaand globally, because
again there are some global questionsthat we re involved in.

Asfar asopenness, Mr. Chairman, | think that if the member goes
totheInnovation web site, he'll find ahuge amount of openness and
information there. | encourage him to go in there and browse and,
again, take his Victoria Day |ong weekend to search the site and see
if he can get to the depths and the ends and the breadths of all the
good information.

9:50

Mr. McFarland: Minister, I’ ve been reading some of the numbers
here under your expenses for the various programs. | have to start
by saying that I’'m very happy that in the area of research you’'ve
been ableto grow the amount of investment in research by it appears
to be about 40 percent from 2001-2002 to the target date, ’ 05-06.

| know that there are three of us who have at one time or another
chaired the Alberta Agricultural Research Institute, and | know that
they did alot of leading-edge technology research, and much of it
was precommerciaization. | haveto admit, though, that | am alittle
bit disappointed to see that AARI, Alberta Agricultural Research

Ingtitute, and the Alberta Forestry Research Institute gopear to be
about the only two who haveeither been flatlined or taken alittlebit
of areduction. What | was wondering with respect to AARI was if
you've had alot of successor if the research institute has had a lot
of successin termsof attracting commercial investment from other
corporatesourcesand if, in fact, some of the other ingstitutes, likethe
Alberta Energy Research Institute, have been able to attract an
increased amount of corporate research dollars and if, in fact, the
change has been from leading-edge technology to some other form
of research. | do think tha was one of the strong selling points of
the Alberta Agricultural Research Institute. They, in the past
anyways, have exhibited agood deal of co-operation not only with
producers, academics, and researchers but al so with other provinces,
and of course they had involvement from the federal level.

So | would look forward to some of your comments. If you can’t
give me any of the direct answerstonight, Minister, I’ d be happy to
hear them later on. Thank you.

Mr. Doerksen: Mr. Chairman, just for my own clarification we go
till 10 o’clock?

The Deputy Chair: Yes.

Mr. Doerksen: | just want to make the point, Mr. Chairman, that all
the research money and activities that we do in the province are not
necessarily housed within my budgets. | for one am not one that
really is al that concerned whether the numbers show up in my
budget lines or somebody else’'s budget lines. What’simportant to
me and one of the primary objectivesof Innovation and Scienceand
through ASRA is to encourage research on a number of fronts and
to monitor the research that actually, in fact, goes on in other
departments. Just off the top of my head | know, for instance, that
in the department of health there is money that goes into cancer
research through the Cancer Board, so there are more research
dollars committed on that front. We know now that through
Children’s Servicesthey are going to be doing aresearch project. |
forget the name of it now, but there's some research around fetal
alcohol syndrome issues.

With the department of agriculture you were concerned about the
low budget figures for AARI. What | really look to from a group
like AlbertaAgricultural Research Ingtituteisto providethestrategic
direction, not necessarily just to be a group that says give me more
money; givememoremoney. Soif they canactudly tell me how we
can usethemoney that currently residesin different pocketsand how
to best expend that money, that’sreally the advicethat | want and the
energies that | want them engaging in. The agricultural research
framework, that was introduced by the minister of agriculture just
about a week or a week and a half ago, talks about some of the
investment that they’ re making in research that doesn’t necessarily
show up in the numbers.

In going back to the performance measures, | would point you to
page 254 of our budness plan, where you can actual ly see how we
measure the total government of Alberta research. As best as we
can, we identify the research activities that are taking place across
government and have sometargets there in terms of what percent of
our expense budget we want to put into research. We re moving
fromalow in’01-02 of .95 percent, moving upwards to 1.3 percent
by '05-06, so showing a larger emphasis as the government as a
wholetoward research projects. Sothat’ sreally what’ simportant to
me. It's not necessarily: does it show up in my line or not? It
doesn’t matter. It's the end that’s important for me.

If you look & one of the conditions that we negotiaed hard for
withthe Nationd Institutefor Nanotechnol ogy, particul arly with the
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federal government, we started a a five-year agreement, and we
basically said, “No, wewon’t sign afive-year agreement becausewe
want to have the operating commitment beyond the five years, so
we' renot going to enter into this deal unless wehave acommitment
to ongoing operating expensesfromthefederal government after that
five-year commitment is complete,” and they provided that. It was
a$12 million annua commitment toward theoperations. That’ sjust
one way that we use our influence, if you want to call it that, to
promote research. So everything you see isn’'t necessarily in the
numbers. We're redly in the strategic modes, making sure that
we' ve got the right policies and procedures in place, and we will
deliver the future.

The Deputy Chair: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Gold Bar.

Mr. MacDonald: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | have acouple more
questionsfor the hon. minister. Certainly, thisoneis centred on the
Alberta Research Council. 1've had a good look through the
business plan and the budget, and | have not found any contingency
that has been taken in casethe citizens of Alberta are successful in
their lawsuit in regard to the pine shakes. [interjection] Yes, pine
shakes. There was a considerable amount of interest in research
done on this product by the Alberta Research Council in years pad,
and I’mwondering at thistime what, if any, contingencies are being
made by the Alberta Research Council just in case the citizensare
successful in their court action on this matter. | received countless
documentsthrough freedomof information inregard to that research
that was conducted, and this goesback to | believeinitially 1989. |
would bejust curious. | don't seeitin here, and if it’snot in here,
which department would it be under? | think thisis going to have
considerableinterest from the public, not only in Edmonton but also
in Calgary as well and maybe even in places like Wetaskiwin and
Camrose too. | certainly am surprised, whenever | drive around
Alberta, at just thenumber of houses that have that pine shakeon the
roof asmaerial, and it startlesme. Weseemto have forgotten about
that, but it’ san issue that’sgoing to make itsway through the courts,
and | just wonder how the Alberta Research Council has prepared,
if at all, for that hearing.
Thank you.

Mr. Doerksen: Mr. Chairman, I'm not intimately familiar with all
aspectsof the Alberta Research Council, but if | have adecent grasp
on my knowledge of accounting and auditing, contingent liabilities
are recorded from the knowledge of the Auditor General and the
auditors—1 presumethe Auditor General in thiscase—looking at the
books, examining potential liabilities. They are required to record
itif infact it isacontingent liability. Soif it isnot showingup on
the books, | would assume that through examination the Auditor has
assured himself that it’s not an issue.

The Deputy Chair: | hesitate to interrupt the hon. minister, but
pursuant to Standing Order 58(4), which provides for not less than
two hours of consideration for a department’s proposed estimates
unless there are no members who wish to speak prior to the conclu-
sion of the two hours, | must now put the following questions after
consideration of the business plan and proposed estimates for the
Department of Innovation and Science for the fiscal year ending
March 31, 2004.

Agredd to:
Operating Expense and Equipment/Inventory

Purchases $167,833,000
Nonbudgetary Disbursements $21,430,000
Capital Investment $58,700,000

The Deputy Chair: Shall the vote be reported? Are you agreed?
Hon. Members: Agreed.

The Deputy Chair: Opposed? Caried.

The hon. Government House Leader.
Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I'd move that the
Committee of Supply rise and report.

[Motion carried]

[Mr. Shariff in the chair]
10:00

Mr. Johnson: Mr. Speaker, the Committee of Supply hashad under
consideration certain resolutions, reports as follows, and requests
leave to sit agan.

Resolved that asumnot exceeding the following be granted to Her
Majesty for thefiscd year ending March 31, 2004, for thefollowing
department.

Main estimates for the fiscal year ending March 31, 2004.

Innovation and Science: operating expense and equip-
ment/inventory purchases, $167,833,000; capital investment,
$58,700,000; nonbudgetary disbursements, $21,430,000.

The Acting Speaker: Does the Assembly concur in the report?
Hon. Members: Agreed.
The Acting Speaker: Opposed? So ordered.

head: Government Motions
Final Report of Electoral Boundaries Commission

13. Mr. Hancock moved:
Be it resolved that pursuant to section 11(1) of the Electoral
Boundaries Commission Act the Legidative Assembly concur
in the recommendations of the final report of the Alberta
Electord Boundaries Commission, entitled the Proposed
Electoral Division Areas, Boundaries and Names for Alberta,
tabled in the Assembly on Wednesday, February 19, 2003.

[Adjourned debate April 8: Mr. Masyk]
The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Wetaskiwin-Camrose.

Mr. Johnson: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, for the opportu-
nity to speak to Motion 13. The debate so far has been very
interesting and informative for me, particularly as we looked at the
boundary revisionsand listened to the speeches particularly fromthe
members from Ponoka-Rimbey and Lacombe-Stettler. It'sobvious
to me tha the difficulties there have had a domino effect and have
aso affected my constituency. | can only imagine, however, the
difficult task for the Electoral Boundaries Commission to come up
with a report tha would effectively combine all electoral divison
considerations including representation by population, sparsity or
density of population, type of area served, municipa agreements,
and so on.

My constituents valued their opportunity to have input into this
process at least in the early stages of the consultation. Before the
first interim report the commisson held consultations in my
constituency, and many groups and individuals made presentations.
After theinterimreport wasrel eased, my constituentsweregenerally
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satisfied with the commission’s report as the changes were consid-
ered to be of arelatively minor nature. However, when the final
report was released, the constituents of Wetaskiwin-Camrose were
faced with major aterationsto boundaries for which there was no
provision or opportunity for response or input. It was anticipated
that if changes were to occur in thefinal report, they would be of a
minor nature.

Mr. Speaker, yesterday | tabled three letters — from the town of
Millet, the county of Wetaskiwin, and the city of Wetakiwin—here
inthis Legidature. All three municipalities expressed concern over
the significant change in the final report that separaed Millet and
Wetaskiwininto different constituenciesin spite of thefact that they
aong with the county of Wetaskiwin are in the same economic
development partnership. To clarifythepoint, I’ d liketo quotefrom
the county of Wetaskiwin's letter.

The City of Wetaskiwin, County of Wetaskiwin and the Town of
Millet have embarked on a regional economic deveopment
partnership funded by the Regional Partnership Initiative Grant
from Alberta Municipal Affairs, in which three municipalities
investigated the feasibility of establishing a tri-municipal partner-
ship for Economic Development and Tourism cooperation. The
three Municipal Councils have agreed, and are currently establish-
ingthelegal framework toformaRegional body such asaCommis-
sion for the coordinated promotion and development of industrial
growth. The revision of the Wetaskiwin-Camrose constituency
boundary wouldinhibit the M LA sability to effectively represent the
unified municipalities within this region. Thischangeislikdy to
have negativeimpact on the economic growth of the region.

As well, to quote from the letter tha | tabled from the town of
Millet:

The council of the Town of Millet has unanimously passed a
resolution that it adamantly objects to the Town of Millet and
surrounding area being removed from the Wetaskiwin-Camrase
Electoral Division . . . Historically, the Town of Millet has had
economic and socid ties to the City and County of Wetaskiwin.
Council finds it ludicrous for the Commission to . . . transfer
political boundarieswithout having the slightest knowledge of how
it may affect our municipality.

Mr. Speaker, | wanted to pass on the concern of themunicipalities
in my constituency who are affected by what isviewed as a major
change inthefind report without any prior consultation or opportu-
nity for input on that revision. Again, | do appreciate the many
hours of work by the commission in producing the electora
boundaries report.

In conclusion, | would like to say that | am supportive of Motion
13 with thehope that there might be opportunity, when the el ectoral
boundaries bill is debated, to consider aminor boundary adjustment
that would address the concerns that my municipalities have raised.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Manning.

Mr. Vandermeer: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. As some of my
colleagues have already done, | would like to acknowledge thework
of the Electoral Boundaries Commission. Their task was extremely
difficult, and it must have been hard to come up with solutions that
would benefit everybody.

Asan MLA for thedty of Edmonton | am not happy with thefinal
report of the commission. | do not like the fact that Edmonton will
be losing a seat. | don't feel that it is fair to the city or to the
province. | fed the numbers show that Edmonton should have at
least kept al of its 19 seats and that the changes should have been
made el sewhere in the province. We cannot, however, advocate for
an additional seat in the province because that would not be fair to
the taxpayers, who are, of course, the most important to us and
would have to bear the costs of an additional MLA.

With all that being said and even though | am extremely disap-
pointed in the find product, | do support the work of the commis-
sion. The process that we have in place to decide what boundaries
go whereis one which isfar superior to many other systems around
North America. We must support this system because we do not
want it to end up like our federal system, asysem where changesare
based on palitical decisions and favoritism, whereone constituency
is eliminated because the el ectorate does not elect amember who is
sympathetic to the governing party. That is not the kind of system
that we want here in Alberta | do not want to belong to a govern-
ment —and | am proud to say that | don’t — that makes decis ons of
this nature by playing favourites.

The commission has doneits part, and now it istime for usto do
ours. We knew that there were going to be changes to the electoral
boundaries, and we now have to accept those changes that aremade
by an arm’ s-length commission that works independently of elected
officials. Again, | amnot happy with the outcomes of the Electoral
Boundaries Commission, but | will support the results becauseit is
the only way we can assure Albertans that this is indeed the best
system.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

10:10
The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Riverview.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Well, many of us are left in
dilemmas by Motion 13. | listened last night to the opening
comments on the debate offered by the Minister of Justice, who had
said something to the effect that the commission “did agood job. . .
| just don't happen to like the results.” | listened to the very
passionate speech given by the Member for Lacombe-Stettler, who
expressed her opposition to Motion 13 in no uncertain terms.

| also find myself in adilemmawith thismotion. The simple fact
of the mater is that when it comesto my particular constituency,
Edmonton-Riverview, | believe the commission got it right.
Edmonton-Riverview holds together and has three or four neigh-
bourhoods added to it under the report of the commission, and all of
those neighbourhoods were developed in a similar time in Edmon-
ton, in the 1950s and the early 1960s. They are overwhelmingly
single-family homes, amilar level sof educaion and income, similar
ethnic makeup, and as a result it will continue to remain, if this
report is accepted, a coherent and cohesive condituency. So | feel
very strongly that in the particular case of Edmonton-Riverview the
commission got the answer right, but | also feel that in the case of
Edmonton asacity the commission hasmade avery seriousmistake.
Edmonton shoul d not be losing a seat in this Assembly.

Thisis an issue that cutsto the heart of democracy. The com-
mentsof many members have spoken to the importance of fairness,
and | couldn’t agree with those comments more. Ultimately our
democratic system isbased on theideathat every citizenisequal, at
least when it comes to voting. One vote per person. There is no
more fundamental principle to democracy than that one. We all
recognizethat the reglities of amodern democratic soci ety mean that
those voters have to be formed into constituencies and not every
constituency is going to have exactly the same number of voters.

It' salong way from the origins of democracy in ancient Athens,
whereevery citizen had avoteand every citizen participated directly
in government decisons. Now, there were huge shortfalls in that
system. For example, to become a citizen, you had to meet very
limited criteria. You had to be made, and you had to be born of
previouscitizens. Y oucouldn’t beaslave, and onand on. So we've
come along way from there, but the principle of one person, one
vote remains at the heart of democracy.
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I’'m reminded a bit of George Orwell’s great work — remarkable
work — Animal Farm when | read this and the powerful line from
Animal Farm that says that all animalsare equal, but someare more
equal than others. In some cases sometimes | read thisreport and |
think that to some extent applies here. All voters are equal, but it
seems that in Alberta some are more equal than others, and it seems
that some are less equal. That's espedaly true if they’'re from
Edmonton and particularly if they’re from the poorer neighbour-
hoods of Edmonton.

Theconstituency that is being eliminated from the map of Alberta
is| believethe poorest congtituency, the most needy congituency in
the province, the constituency of Edmonton-Norwood. | spent some
time studying the demographics of Edmonton-Norwood, and |
believel’mcorrect in saying that it isthelowest income constituency
inthisprovince. Itslevdsof education arevirtually thelowest inthe
province. It has perhapsthe highest or one of the highest immigrant
populations. It has a very high percentage of people who do not
speak English as afirst language. It has one of the highest unem-
ployment rates. If such things were collected on the basis of
constituencies, | would think we would find that it has one of the
highest crime rates, one of the highest disease retes, and one of the
highest poverty rates in this province. In other words, it's a very,
very needy constituency. These are people who need avoicein this
Chamber, and we are taking it away.

Beyond that, we' re taking a voice away from the city of Edmon-
ton, acity that, even going by the 2001 census, deserves 19 seats, not
18 seats. | think the minority report written by Bauni Mackay and
attached as an appendix to the Electoral Boundaries Commission
report is an eloquent and, to my mind, convincing argument about
why Edmonton should not be losing a seat. She says that among
many things “the residents of Edmonton will have their right to
democratic representation compromised.” As| have goneto some
lengths to point out, the very residents who are compromised the
most here are the oneswho arein the greatest need. | think there’s
something nearly tragic about that, a betrayal of democracy.

| also found a couple of paragraphs of Bauni Mackay's report
worth quoting for she takes the i ssue beyond the numbers, she takes
it beyond themathematicstothe spirit of democracy. 1I’mjus going
to read two paragraphs from her report into my comments.

The recommendations of the Electoral Boundaries Commis-
sion are based on a precise interpretation of the legislaion and
pertinent court decisions, with littlevisionary latitude Exchanging
three electoral divisions north of Red Deer for three electoral
divisionsin and around Calgary recognizesneither the geographic
size nor the economic explosion of the top two-thirds of the
province. Similarly, focusing on the numbers disregards the fact
that Edmonton is the economic and social hub of the northern two-
thirds of the province, extending from Red Deer to the Northwest
Territories border and beyond.

Edmonton is the capital city, the sea of government, the
gateway to theNorth, and the magnet site for heal th care, education,
employment, recreation, and commerce for the major part of the
province. Residents from Red Deer north to the Territories and
beyond depend on Edmonton for all of these services, some within
a100 km. radius on adaily basis, athers intermittently asthe need
arises. Government decis onsaffecting the central and northern part
of Albertahave an impact on Edmonton, and Edmonton’svaicein
the Legislature must be srong enough to influence these decisions.

To me tha summarizes, especidly when it's combined with the
census material, the argument that Edmonton should not be losing
aseat.

Mr. Speaker, astorn as| am on thisissue, for | do recognize that
the constituency of Edmonton-Riverview is served well by this
report, | must ultimatdy put my city’s interests above my own and
those of my constituents and oppose Motion 13.

Thank you.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Vermilion-

Lloydminster.

Mr. Snelgrove: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | guess | have aconcern
that we're kind of dealing with this from the wrong end. We set
aside a commission, we give them the parameters to deal with an
issue, then they go and do it, and then we start picking apart the
work they did. Now, | don’t agree with every line they’ ve drawn on
that map. Asamatter of fact, lotsof it looksillogicd. But that’snot
thepoint here. If asagroup wedon't like the parametersthat areset
out or some of the guidelines tha werein there previous, if that has
to be changed, then weought to have this discussion beforewe send
them out on the road show to live under the rules that apparently
many of usdon’t like.

10:20

| think that we have taken to an extremetheideaabout one person,
onevotebeing one of theend-alls. Quitefrankly, inthesituationwe
areininthis House, whereit’'sademocracy run by party politics, if
| win my riding by one vote more than the poor guy who didn’t win,
| comein herewith every bit as much right to vote asthe person who
won by 55,000 votes. So the one man, one vote works at the
constituency level and in this province. Every party has the ability
to challenge at the constituency level for that seat in the House.
Whether you're representing 20,000 or 30,000 or 40,000, that's
wherethe raceisrun. That'show our system is based: on the party
that gets the most seats. But the Liberals or the NDs have every bit
as much chance of winning that seat with 20,000 or 50,000 as
anyone else.

Keeping that in mind, we should have to wonder why it is so
critical to keep boundaries we've had before. If government is a
policy creature and we're treating schools and roads and our
infrastructure from a position of fairness, and if it's dealt with on a
constituency basis only because that’ s where the project isrequired,
it shouldn’t be abig leap to move over to the neighbouring commu-
nity and serve them as an elected person. It shouldn’t be a big
problemfor the opposdtion or theother partiesthat run & theelection
to also take in boundaries and challenge an election on what you as
aparty provide. Character isabig part of politics, but ultimatdy the
policies of your party are what the people should vote on, and they
have as much right in that size, their constituency, whether it bein
Wabasca or Calgary, to win that sea and take their place in this
House by one vote & that level.

| think we' vedone ourselvesadisservice by leaving theguidelines
there, as outdated asthey might be. Weuserivers, and | mean when
was it all decided that it was that tough to get across a river? If
you're quite friendly with the minister from Vegreville-Viking,
maybe you get a bridge quicker now. Things that make your
constituency different: in my area, for example, LIoydminster has
becomequitearegional hub. It staken peoplefrom Vermilion many
yearsto get over thefact that that’ swherethe Wal-Mart storeis, but
now it's there, and the people from Tulabi Lake are using
Lloydminster as their centre. It would be great to see them stay
there, much to the discomfort of the hon. Member for Bonnyville-
Cold Lakewho I’'msure would love to have them, but in fairness, if
an arbitrated . . .

I’m saying that things change. People travd maybe a little bit
further. | think that if we ever get into the discusson of how hard it
isto represent a rural constituency with 22 communities and three
counties and several school boards and regional health authorities—
it's much more difficult than acity. That'sjust theway it is.

Mr. Smith: How do you do that?
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Mr. Snelgrove: Well, we just work hard.

The simple fact is: we' ve set this commission up to fail if we're
going to second-guess what they’ve done. We might not like it.
Let’ smake sure that the next time we send them out to do it, we set
the guidelinesso they do it right, or we better do it and at least offer
them guidelinesthat wecan livewith. Butonceit’ sdone, it’salittle
bit late to start picking apart the pieces of it. So whether we like it
or not, we hired them to do it, probably paid them a good dollar.
Livewithit, and let’s get on with life.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Olds-Didsbury-Three
Hills.

Mr. Marz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I'm pleased to add my
comments tonight on Motion 13. Much has been said about the
report that the commission brought in, and I’ d just like to comment
abit on the commission members and remind everyonein here that
we chose these members, and we chose the guidelines under which
they were to operate. These commission members are highly
respected in all our communities from wherethey come. They're
respected throughout the province, and they are very highly re-
spected by membersin this Assembly, or we wouldn’t have picked
them.

I'd aso like to remind everybody again that we picked the
guidelines, and now it seemsthat wehave this great expectation that
we should al be pleased with the report. When you look at the task
that they had to do of changing al these pieces of the puzzle to
accommodate the changing population in the last eight years, when
you change oneg, it’ snot easy to changeeverything elseto fit the way
you want.

Now, my constituency of Olds-Didsbury-Three Hillsthistimewas
changed very, very little, but that hasn't been the norm over past
boundary review commissions. Thisisprobably thefirsttimel can
remember in my lifethat it's undergone such a smdl change. Just
thismorning thehon. Member for Airdrie-Rocky View reminded me
that in 97 shelost agreat deal of her areato me and all those good
people in Trochu, Three Hills Acme, Linden, and the Kneehill
county. | can tell you that she worked very hard while she was the
MLA for that area in developing relationships with the people and
the boards and the county members and the town councils, and it
was atough thing for her to losethat.

The Deputy Premier also likes to remind me that she's losing
another good part of her constituency this year, but back in’97 she
lost her whole congtituency. It wasamalgamated into Drumheller-
Chinook, and at the time she was | think miniger of health or
something. | know | was arguing about healthissueswith her at the
time, so | think that it was minister of health. The other member was
the Speaker of this Assembly. So two very well-respected members
and both well known to me, asit’ s ane ghbouring constituency, and
| can remember that that was a very tough situation for both of those
membersto deal with, but they did. They found away to deal with
it.

This situation has created some tough things for some of our
members. | can sympathize with that, and | can sympathizewith the
situation they find themselves in today. But what's the solution?
What do we do? Do we reject this motion? Do we strike another
committee of other well-respected Albertans? Do we change the
criteriaand hope that it won't be challenged in the courts, asit was
in 1991? And we lost. Who would we pick for this new commis-
sion? Last night the members of the Edmonton city coundl were
here. They' re very wdl-respected members in their community. |
have alot of respect for them myself. | think that they’re very fair-
minded people. Would they beableto come up with arecommenda-

tion that would please any more of this Assembly than the current
commission? | don't think so. | don’'t even know that if they were
given the task with the same criteria, they would actualy give
Edmonton that extra seat.

There'salot said about Edmonton losing a seat, but, you know,
everytimethere saboundary review it seemsthat rural Albertaloses
aseat.

Mr. Herard: Because they’re all moving to urban Alberta.

Mr. Marz: Well, exactly. So we adapt to that criteria

Edmonton didn't increase at the same rate that Calgary did,
unfortunately, and | think that the commission did what was
expected of them under the guidelines. | believe that whoever we
would reappoint for acommission probably wouldn’t come up with
any better solution. They'd just perhaps make a different group of
people upset and angry with their conclusions.

10:30

| know, Mr. Speaker, that it’ s easier to criticize something than to
come up with a olution yourself. Like | said before, I'm not sure
that even if another group weregiven thetask, it would be any more
acceptable to us than in the past. | criticized myself | think every
boundary review commission that | can think of because it seemed
that every one of them resulted in aloss of rural members, and that
isaconcernto all rural representativesin here. Every time there's
aboundary review, thereare fewer rural representatives. | guesswe
can argue about cities beng the hub of economic activity, but rural
Albertais where the wealth is generated to begin with. It may be
managed fromthecities, butit’ sgenerated fromtherural, and there' s
a huge impact on rural Alberta where that economic activity takes
place.

When welook at some of the changesthat happen inrural ridings,
you know, | could argue that when arural riding changes, they
alwaysbecomebigger. | don’t get more gaff. | get thesameamount
of staff to help with the extra town or two or three, an extra rura
muni cipality, maybe an extra health board, maybe an extra school
board, and quiteafewdifferent people. That creates quite adifferent
workload. | guess it depends on how you look at it. It's aso an
opportunity to meet more people, make more relationships, and
that’ s one of the bonuses of this job. | was discussing thiswith my
wifetheother day. When | leavethisjob, theonething I'll takewith
meis the rdationships | was able to make and all the people | was
able to meet over the course of my time gpent here. It’'s something
I'll takewith me forever.

Mr. Amery: That's very nice for you.

Mr. Marz: Yeah. | think it istoo.

I’mconcerned, Mr. Speaker, with some of thecommentsthat were
aimed at the boundary review commission in the task that we gave
them to do, and | think we owe a vote of thanksto this commission
for doing avery difficult job under some very stringent guidelines.
| wouldn’t want them to think by reading Hansard that weweren't
appreciative of the task they’re doing, and | wouldn’t want this
commission to be something that no Albertan wantsto sit on for fear
of never being able to come up with something that is going to be
pleasingto everybody and end up in ano-win stuation. | think they
did the best that they could do with the guidelines we gave them.

| believe we should accept this motion, and | would urge al the
members in this Assembly to do so.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Castle
Downs.
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Mr. Lukaszuk: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I’'m honoured
and pleased to join today’s debate in the Assembly regarding the
new electoral boundaries. Fird of al, | would like to make it clear
that | am not happy with the fact that Edmonton will be losing one
of itsridings. However, | mug consider threeimportant pointsabout
thefinal proposal put forward by the Electoral Boundaries Commis-
sion.

Rev. Abbott: How many points?

Mr. Lukaszuk: Three. The commission followed the law, used an
objecti ve statistical model, and bal anced theneedsof rural and urban
communities.

Mr. Speaker, | believethat the balanced representation iscompro-
mised the moment politicians from any level of government take
chargein constituency border drafting. We must respect thefact that
the electoral boundaries process was as objecti ve and unpolitical as
possible. The Electoral Boundaries Commission remains an
independent body whose members are appointed by the independ-
ently selected chairman of the Assembly. Names are providedfrom
the government leader and the leaders of the opposition and are
subsequently appointed.

The Electoral Boundaries Commission Act compelsthe commis-
sion to divide the province into 83 electoral divisions with a
population within 25 percent of the provincial averagein away that
will ensure effective representation for Albertans. Mr. Speaker, the
commissionmust also consider factorsthat ensure effectiverepresen-
tation as guaranteed by the Canadian Charter of Rights and Free-
doms. The scarcity and density of Alberta’ spopulation isimportant
because Alberta’ srural communities must be treated with the same
relevance as the province's growing urban centres. Common
community interest and community organizationsincluding those of
Indian reservesand M étis settlementsare important factorsto ensure
that the new boundaries cause as little friction among neighbouring
communitiesaspossible. Theexisting community boundarieswithin
the cities of Edmonton and Calgary must also be preserved as well
asthe existing municipal boundaries, the number of municipalities,
and the other local authorities. Geographic features such as road
systems and understandable and clear boundaries should be main-
tained wherever possible aswell, Mr. Speaker.

Thereport of the El ectoral Boundaries Commission designed three
guiding principles of effective representation. The first was to
reiterate the tradition of Canadaas a nation of “ effective representa-
tion, not absolute parity as in the U.S.” Second, “the process of
achieving effective representation may involve diluting the political
force of some votes but not unduly and not without reason.” The
third principle, Mr. Speaker, states that “the balancing of these
interestsis a delicate one, which involvesan examination . . . of the
social history, geogrgphy and demography of communitiesin every
sense of the word.”

The commission has been guided by the principles st out by the
Supreme Court of Canada and the Court of Appeal of Alberta. In
being guided by these principles, it has been mindful of the princi-
ples of effective representation as opposed to absolute parity. Mr.
Speaker, it is very difficult to cry foul after considering the legal
framework and guiding principles used toredraw Alberta’ selectoral
boundaries. We must also remember that there is a relationship
between the number of membersin this Assembly and the population
of Alberta

Section 12(1) of the Electoral Boundaries Commission Act
requires that the commission isto use themost recent census data as
well as the population on Indian reserves provided by the Depart-
ment of Indian and Northern Affairs. The most recent census

available in the 2001 Canada census counted 2,974,807 Albertans.
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada indicated that 9,113 persons
who were not included in the census count live on Indian reserves
Thecommission concluded that thetotal popul ation used to calculate
the boundaries would be 2,983,920 persons. Thememberstook the
number, divided it by 83, and came up with 35,951. Thiswasto be
the provincial quotient, or the average population per electora
division. This number, of course, was only aguide as the act also
legislated a certan degree of flexibility. The allowable range for
standard el ectord divisionsunder the act is 44,939 to 26,963 plusor
minus 25 percent. The commission had the flexibility to allow
special consideration for an electoral division to have a population
aslow as 17,976, or 50 percent below the average populion.

| am disappointed with the final results of the Electoral Bound-
aries Commission in Edmonton. In an ideal world no jurisdiction
would lose their representation, but there are other emerging issues
as Alberta’ s popul ation changes. Travel timewill continue to have
amajor impact on effective representation in rural ridings because
the areawill continue to expand, causing constituencies to be more
spread throughout the land mass. The combined effect of the
projected population growth in Alberta’s urban centres and the
reduced number of rural electoral divisionsisthat therewill befewer
geographically larger rural areas within the new division.

10:40

Thereport hasan rational explanation for thedefinition of amajor
city as a sound argument for increasing the number of ridings in
Calgary and reducing the number in the cgpital city. Mr. Speaker,
the commission defined amajor city group, which included Edmon-
ton and Calgay, as arising from the population density. The
geographic area of the electoral divisions in the two cities is
relativdy small. There is one municipality, one regiona health
authority, and one of each type of school authority. Bothcities are
major regional service centres for a large area of the province in
which most provincial services are delivered including specialized
services. Bothmgor citiesalso tendto betheinitial entry point both
to Canadians from other parts of the country and for immigrants
fromother countriesto Alberta. | would notethat inboth citiesthere
are more MLAsthan there are members of the city councils.

Mr. Speaker, | spoke earlier of arational approach to the use of
the commission to redraw Alberta’s boundaries. The 1995-1996
Electoral Boundaries Commission developed amatrix whichisused
to apply avariety of factorsreflecting effective representation. The
matrixtook into account several variablesincluding geographic area,
population, number of households, and distance to the Legislature
and scored each on ascale from oneto 10. The 2002-2003 commis-
sion decided to build on and refinethe matrix to assist in devel oping
itsrecommendations. Other variablesinthe matrixincluded thearea
of the division in square kilometres and the density of the popula-
tion, or the number of people per squarekilometre. The dependent
population proportion is the number of children and seniors
compared to the total population, with a higher ratio indicating a
larger number of persons eligible to be dependent on various
provincial programs.

Theway the marix is structured, ahigher score indicates greater
difficulty in providing effective representation. A lower score
indicates less difficulty. Edmonton’s population in 2001, Mr.
Speaker, according to Canada's census, was 666,104, but after
including St. Albert, Sherwood Park, and surrounding area, Edmon-
ton’stotal population was 776,830. The metro Edmonton area is
till far lessthan Cagary’ s 2001 population of 878,866. 1n addition
to the 2001 Canada census numbers the report from the Electoral
Boundaries Commission revealed a major population growth
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difference betweenthetwo ditiesover the previousdecade Between
1991 and 2001 Calgary experienced a24 percent popul aion growth
increase compared to 8 percent in Edmonton. Edmontonisenjoying
an incredible period of economic growth, but this growth palesin
comparison to the boom experienced in Calgary sincethe mid-90s.

Mr. Speaker, | may not like the fact that Edmonton standsto lose
ariding, but thefact is that between 1991 and 2001 Calgary grew
much faster than Edmonton. Several prominent |eadersin Edmonton
worry that thecity will be underrepresented in this Assembly. After
studying the report, it becomes clear that this potential problem of
underrepresentation currently existsin Cagary.

The Electoral Boundaries Commission adopted a scientific
approach to ensure effective representation for Albertans. | am not
happy that Edmonton loses a riding in the proposed changes.
However, | cannot ignore the significance of the statistical data or
thevalidity of thecommission’ sobjective approach. The processto
redraw Alberta’s boundaries depends on statistics to ensure an
impartia ruling. This ensures arational, scientific approach to an
emotional issue. Asl said before, I’ mnot happy with the results, but
the results seem to balance the needs of urban and rural Alberta

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Currie.

Mr. Lord: Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. It's my pleasure to rise
this evening to make a few comments as well on the divisive and
difficult issue before us, and | will try to be quite brief, congdering
the late hour.

Change, of course, is awaystough, Mr. Speaker, and thisisno
surprise at al to we who have been involved in politics for some
time. Thisissuehas aways beendivisive Inthisprovincethereare
issues between rural and urban. There are issues between ridings,
you know, larger or smaller populationsand distances. Frankly, this
isanissuel’ ve beeninterested in for sometimebecauseof sitting on
city council in Calgary. Thiswasa subject of much discussion.

So during that discussion | decided to do some research and to
look at the larger issues and see what we could perhaps learn from
other jurisdictions because, frankly, we' re not thefirst to go through
this. In fact, all democracies go through this throughout the world
wherever there is growth or decline in the populations.

It's not a surprise to find out that in many jurisdictions, in fact,
ultimatdy decisions had to be made through judicial processes as
opposed to political processes, and court decigons ultimately had to
rule to force change because change was not desired. For example,
inthe United Statesyou look at the 1963 Baker versus Carr decison
in which thissubject was brought all the way to the Supreme Court
resulting finally in a Supreme Court decision. One man, one vote.
| believe the 14th amendment pecified that after that decision, and
frankly it did change politics right across the United States. That
one Supreme Court decis on changed the dynamicsand the nature of
politics. Infact, | credit that with much of the success of the civil
rights movement in the United States.

Some people would say that it resulted in aworsesituation, but it
depends on which side of the fence you're on, rural or urban. As
one who grew up in rurd Alberta and who now lives in urban
Alberta and having been on both sides of that issue, you can
certainly see the complications and why we’ re having the division
before us. It'snot an easy issue.

Having said all of that, |'ve looked & the situation and my first
question was — well, in 1979 we had 79 MLAs. We had approxi-
mately 2 million in population. 1t'snow 20 years later. We have 3
million in population, yet we've only seen a very small number
increase, 7910 83. Inthat sametime, the cost per capitaof MLAsto

taxpaying Albertans has actually declined dramatically, and the
workload on MLAs with 50 percent more population has gone up
considerably. So | guess| had the question of why couldn’t we add
afew more MLAs, which would have resolved much of the division
that we see beforeus. The decision, | guess, was made not to do
that.

We often hear arguments that, for example, in Calgary there were
only 14 a dermen and amayor and we have many more MLAS than
that. | actually seethe two issues ascompletely unrdated. | don’t
believe that's a valid comparison at dl. In fact, | think it's very
important that in an areathat’ s growing asfast as Cdgary is, people
continueto have solid representation and fairly equal representation
and that the urban vote not be diluted as much as it is compared to
other areas of the province becausethere are important issues there.

So | guessthe comment | would make is that | felt it would not
have hurt to add a few more MLAs, and | think that would have
resolved theissue. However, those arguments did not carry the day
when this commission was set up. The commission did their work.
They did their work as requested. | believe that we now have to
support the work the commission has done.

The way this relatesto me personally in the constituency the |
have the privilege of representing now, Calgary-Currie — yes, there
have been substantial changes made. Quite frankly, | am saddened
and disappointed to see that some of the areas that I've been
privileged to serve as their representative will now no longer be in
Calgary-Currie moving forward, so for the folks in those districts |
would only, | guess, say that | thank them for supporting me. New
districts have been added, and I'm looking forward to making new
friends and meeting new people in those districts and hopefully
earning ther support. So | am looking forward to that, and | guess
the changesthat arebefore uswe will try and get ahead of them and
make them positive, make them work for everyone.

Withthat, | thank you for being ableto make those comments, Mr.
Speaker.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for St. Albert.

Mrs. O’Neill: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 1’m just going
to take amoment here tonight to explain why it is my intention to
support Motion 13. Only frommy perspective. | do not understand
the demographics nor the distribution as it relates to a number of
other areas of the province, but | want to speak specifically with
respect to the constituency of St. Albert as it relates to and also
sharesthe muni cipality of St. Albert with Spruce Grove-Sturgeon-St.
Albert constituency, and | also want to speak about the capita
region. | believe both demonstrate the fact that wein this particular
House can address the needs, the wants, the desires, and respond to
thequeries, if youwill, and the needsof good provincial government
to the community of interest of the capital region.

It dismays me to think that there is, of course, a seat being lost
withinthe city of Edmonton, but | would hasten to add that that does
not mean that the people in Edmonton, any section of Edmonton,
have lost a voice in this Legidature. Itis just being redistributed.
There are many things in the capital region that ae of common
interest, and those of us who represent areas that are in what we
would call and have cometo call the doughnut — that is, around the
capital city —sharethoseinterests and weadvocatefor and respond
to the people and their projects, if you will, and their policies that
they want to seeimplemented and their |egislation that they want to
work under as it relatesto this particular community, and I’'m very
happy to be part of it.

10:50

However, if the formulathat was used by the electoral boundaries
review committee was to be applied, then there would be probably
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aninterest in having some of the Edmonton constituenciesreach into
some of the other communities that are in the outlying areas. That
would have been an encroachment, in my estimation, ontheintegrity
of that municipality’ sboundaries | dorecdl severd yearsago when
the city of St. Albert was divided in a very, very avkward fashion,
in such an awkward fashion that my residence, wherel live, was 12
houses from the constituency and was joined to another one and
allocated toit. It still isan awkward allocation. However, | can say
that from my office in St. Albert it doesn't matter where the
individual lives. Itjust mattersthat we are there torespond to them.
So for that reason | would like to say that | think the boundaries
commission served my areaasbest it could, recognizingthe formula
that it decided to work under, acknowledging the community of
interest that isintegral to themunicipdity, and also recognizing the
fact that the capital region does have avoice that extendsbeyond the
boundaries of the city of Edmonton.

With that | just wanted to indicate that | think the people can be
well served from my pergpective in the area that I’'m familiar with.
Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

The Acting Speaker: The hon. Member for Calgary-Egmont.

Mr. Herard: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 1'm responding
to the urges of all my colleagues a five minutes to 11 to say
somethingon thisissue. Actually, the hon. Member for Vermilion-
Lloydminster | think said someof the things that | was going to say,
so | won't say them again, but | think he was right in saying that
sometimes we do things and we may be setting them up for failure.
Essentidly, it'smy belief, my personal bdief, tha until suchtimeas
we look at what is effective representation in the 21 century and
until we ask Albertanswhat it isthat they feel iseffective representa-
tion, then wewill continue to have the samekindsof difficultiesthat
we've had with this commission and with many others because
essentidly no one can win working on one of these commissions.
They all work very hard, but everybody in the end hasproblemswith
what they’ ve done.

Weliveinadifferent world, and | think that the hon. member also

talked about things like horses and buggies and rivers and bridges
andthingslikethat. Well, intoday’ selectronic agel think thingsare
awhole lot different, and even though it is probably more difficult
to represent a rural constituency when you’ ve got so many boards
and so many townsand villages and councilsand municipalitiesand
all those people, | would venture a guess that most rural MLAswill
tell you that they deal with awholelot more people today than they
ever did because of the way that we are wired today with respect to
communication. | mean, most MLAs, | think, probably have a cell
phone, and most MLAs today dso have a blackberry where they
receive their e-mailswherever they go. Soyou canget the raspberry
from your constituents pretty much from anywhere.

Anyway, the bottom line, though, is that technology, | think, is
a so at the root of some of the problemswe’ ve seen with this report.
Many hon. membershave sad, you know, that it’ srelationships, and
politics is about relationships. When you tell a computer to divide
aprovinceinto 83 constituencies with as close numerical comperi-
sons as you can, it'll do that, but it won’t care about the relation-
ships. It won't care about the fact that it's splitting up communities
here and there and everywhere. So | think that’s really where the
root of the problem is, and | think we've had an opportunity and
we' ve been told that there will be an opportunity aswe debate this
bill to perhaps right a few of those wrongs. In other words, where
communities have been split, perhgps we have an opportunity to
redress those kinds of problems.

So, dl inall, | think that I'm going to be supporting the motion,
and | would adjourn debate.

[Motion to adjourn debate carried]
The Acting Speaker: The hon. Government House Leader.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I’d move that we adjourn
until 1:30 p.m. tomorrow.

[Motion carried; at 10:56 p.m. the Assembly adjourned to Thursday
at 1:30 p.m]



