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22 Cctober, 2002, conmencing at 2 P.M

THE CHAI RVAN: Wel cone to the Calgary Public
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Hearing of the Federal El ectoral Boundaries
Conmi ssi on.

My nane is MacCallum |'ma Judge of the Court
of Queen's Bench in Ednonton. | was appointed by the
Chi ef Justice of Alberta. On ny right is
Ms. Ritu Khullar, a practising Lawer in Ednonton, and
on ny left, Donald J. Barry, a Political Scientist
fromthe University of Calgary. Both of ny coll eagues
wer e appointed ny the Speaker of the House of Conmons.

Now the rest of our staff, on our inmmediate right
is Mranda Petryshyn, the Commi ssion Secretary. To
her right, O ga Koval, the Reporter, and Dawn Mat hews
is on our left. She is our Geography Specialist.

We are an independent Conmi ssion, operating under
the El ectoral Boundaries Readjustnment Act of 1985. W
are intended to be and we are conpl etely independent
of any political or administrative influence.

Qur purpose here today is to consider the
proposal which we have devel oped and which | ooks |ike
this. Copies of it are available, if you don't have
one. The object of the exercise today, |adies and
gentlemen, is electoral boundary redistribution. It

is not the allocation of seats anpbngst the various
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Provinces, which is a matter fixed by the operation of
law. Due to the interest in this last subject
however, | can just briefly explain how it comes about
but apart fromthat, the subject is not open for

di scussi on today.

One starts with the 282 seats that were present
in the House of Commobns in 1985. Subtract 3 seats for
the northern Territories, Nunavut, Northwest
Territories and Yukon, that |eaves you 279. You
di vide that nunmber into the popul ation of Canada as
fixed at this recent Census, 2001, and that gives you
the national quotient. Then you divide that nationa
qguotient into the popul ation of the 10 Provinces of
Canada and you cone up with a figure for each
Provi nce.

Al berta has 28 seats and British Col unbia and
Ontario's allocation of seats is fixed by this sinple
arithmetic as well. The other Provinces get nore
seats than they woul d otherwi se have been entitled to
by reason of the operation of two clauses, the
Senatorial exenption in 1915, which decrees that no
Province shall have fewer seats in the House of
Commons than it had Senators in 1915; and al so the
G andf at her cl ause which states that no Province shal
have fewer seats than it had in the 33rd Parliament in
1976 . So 7 of the 10 Provinces profit fromthe

operation of those two exenpting cl auses.
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Al we have to renmenber for today's purposes is
that Alberta has 2.9 mllion people. It wll have 28
seats in the next Parlianment, whereas it now has 26

The provincial quota for -- or the average
riding, if you like, population is 106,243 -- | think
yes, that's right.

So the process that we are going through nowis
really the second stage. W devel oped this proposa
which | showed you and which, by the way, is available
on the Website over here, and it cane out in sunmary
formin the newspapers. |f you are interested any
nore, by the way, in that representational formula and
the history of the matter, pick up one of these
bookl ets as you leave. It's called Representation in
t he House of Commons of Canada.

W' ve held nost of our public hearings now.

We'll finish this week, God willing, and then we go on
to revise our proposal as a result of what we've heard
fromthe public hearings and fromvarious witten
submi ssi ons whi ch have been nmade to us.

Qur revised report will go to the Speaker of the
House of Commobns by the 15th of Decenber next and from
there to a Conmttee of the House of Commopns where
Menbers of Parliament will examine and critique it.

It will come back to us then for preparation of
possi bl e revi sion and preparation of the final report,

whi ch nust be in by July of 2003.
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It will not be operational for an election before
July of 2004, so if an election is called before July
next year, it will be contested on the basis of the
ridings as they now exist.

The rules for today, |adies and gentlenen, are
these: There will be 15 minutes allocated to each
presenter. The presenter is asked to conme forward and
speak into the mcrophone. The entire proceeding is
bei ng taken down verbatim for the production of a
transcript, which we will use later in revising our
earlier work. | will have to enforce rel evancy.

There are many matters people like to tal k about
connected with el ectoral boundaries, but not
everything is relevant to today's proceedings. W are
only concerned with the redistribution of the
boundaries. The presenters nay ask us questions
during the course of their submssions if they want.
We won't answer themright on the spot, but if they

| eave us sone tine between the conclusion of their
remarks and the 15 minutes, we'll try to answer them
then. If we can't, we will do it -- at least we wll
consider the matter |ater.

Everybody shoul d understand that we can't prom se
you action on your particular point of view because we
have to take a general view of this matter and bal ance
conpeting interests, of course, but every subm ssion

will receive the attention it deserves. There will be
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no opportunity, I'mafraid, for questions or
presentations fromthe floor. W are here to listen
to registered presenters.

The first of these appears to be Ms. Rebecca
Ai zenman from Cal gary.
REBECCA Al ZENVAN: Thank you, M. Chairman and
Menbers of the Conmm ssion for the opportunity to
present to you a point of view regarding the
redi stribution, particularly of the nost westerly
section of Calgary East.

My concerns are in the area that by comunity
name is known as Britannia, Riverdale, Bel-Aire,
Mayf air, Meadow ark Park, W ndsor Park, and El boya.

Sir, | would have used Census track nunbers for
t he conveni ence of the Commission to refer to this
area but as late as yesterday afternoon | coul d not
obtain these fromany Wbsite, starting with Stats
Canada or El ections Canada, so | nust do it
descriptively.

| know the area extrenely well because that area,
if I may digress for a noment, is a considerable
section of the Provincial constituency of Calgary
El bow. | know the area fromtop to bottom because
have worked at |east three elections in that site.
According to the guidelines found in the El ection
Boundari es Readjustment Act, R S. 1985, C.E -3, the

readj ust nent exercise -- and |I' m quoti ng: "I's not
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sinply a mathematical conputation but rather a
del i cate bal ancing act that nust take into account
human i nterest as well as geographic characteristics,
but in fixing the electoral district boundaries, the
Conmi ssi on nust take into account or nust consider the
conmunity of interest or comunity of identity in the
historical pattern of an electoral district.” 1 quote
frompage 12, A History of the Vote in Canada,
published in 1997 by the Mnister of Public Wrks and
Governnment Services. This information is al so
avail abl e in panphlet form

I will enphasize the historical pattern of the
district and before the end of the week, sir, | wll
make avail able to the Conmi ssion a witten subnission
with electoral maps, which | have nanaged to piece
together fromthe excellent files, the clipping file
of the Calgary Public Library. | was able to show the
progression of electoral districts in Calgary fromthe
days of one seat, to where we are today, and ny
argunent, particularly to you Dr. Barry, lends itself
better to an exami nation of the maps on site and
wi || have those presented to you
KHULLAR: Excuse nme, Ms. Aizenman, if
it's of assistance, there is an el ectronic pointer on
the podium If you want to point to anything on the
map, just push down the light, if that is hel pful at

al | .
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VB. REBECCA Al ZENVAN: At one point it nay be.

Thank you, madam secretary.

In 1986, the Comm ssion chaired by the Honourable
Wlliam Sinclair -- he chaired a Conm ssion which
| ooked al so at the boundaries of Al berta and there was
concern expressed about the nanme of Ednonton
Strathcona. The argument was nade, and | quote, that
Ednont on Strat hcona shoul d be retained, page 8. | use
this as case precedence.

In selecting names for proposed districts in
Ednonton and in Al berta, the Comm ssion considers
that, with one exception, reference to geographic
directions are nore easily recognized by the public --
page 8 of the back page of the handout that was part
of the insert in the newspapers at that tine.

Accordingly, | have a great deal of difficulty
trying to accept the fact that the area fromthe right
bank of the El bow River, as defined in your
description -- fromthe right bank of the El bow R ver
to at |east MacLeod Trail, down to dennore Trail, has
been placed in Cal gary East.

Hi storically, sir, and Menbers of the Conmi ssion
I was able to trace the |ocation of this area,
starting in 1952 with the newWy created seat of
Cal gary South. Various parts of this constituency
were always part of Calgary South and nore recent

years, Cal gary Sout hwest, and as of 1993, part of the
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constituency, the boundary line being at 50th Avenue,
becanme part of Calgary Centre. The progression shows
up rmuch better in a series of geographic or historica
maps.

| have to be -- | amgoing to be very strong in
ny next comment. | can understand why the river bank
was chosen because supposedly it is an easy,
identifiable | andmark, but | would point out to
Menbers of the Commission that in Calgary we use a
geographic grid of coordinates that date back to the
time when the CPR did the |and survey for Cal gary.

Centre Street narks the division between east and
west. Centre Street on the map that was published in
this insert -- and it is easy to identify it -- Centre
Street begins, literally, in the centre of Calgary at
that tinme, extends itself south, and on a grid, Centre
Street becones Fairnmont Drive. By the sane survey
system the Bow River in the north was used as the
coordinate for dividing Calgary into north and south,
it was very sinple. If you lived north of the river
you were north; if you lived south of the river, you
were south.

The CPR tracks were used as a m ndset for
defining Calgary east, small letters, or east Cal gary.
In the imagery of the City -- and | went to some urban
pl anning material with which | have sone

famliarity -- the CPR tracks, in the history of



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

Cal gary and the mind of Cal garians, when this was
still a city of 2, 300,000 people, it was al ways east
of the tracks. So east of the tracks was east. It
was a defining landmark in the geographic i magery and
the geography and the politics of Calgary.

The river bank that you have chosen is a
wonder ful natural feature -- not as strong as the Bow
Ri ver but nowhere in the establishnment of electoral
boundaries for Calgary has such a | arge piece of the
river been used. It is a great natural |andmark and
can see why you chose it because it is easy to
identify with, but historically, Menbers of the
Conmi ssion, that part of Calgary East has al ways been
at least to the MacLeod Trail, it has always been part
of Calgary South starting in 1952, or Calgary
Sout hwest or Calgary Centre. To put it into Calgary
East defies geography. | can understand why perhaps
you did it without having the individual Census tract
i nformati on avail abl e because even as of yesterday, we
could not locate a key so | could pull these tracts
out by nunber. | understand the nunbers are avail abl e
to you with your assistance.

Calgary East is a constituency where the rate of
growm h since 1996 has only been by one percent.
Cal gary Nosehill in the past five years has grown by
at least 35 percent, according to figures from Census

Canada, so | tried to rationalize why you would put,
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historically, a part of Calgary Centre and a part of
Cal gary Southwest into Calgary East unless it was
strictly for convenience, strictly because of nunber
crunchi ng.

Hi storically, geographically, socially and
culturally, the area that |'m concerned about has its
own comunity of interest. |Its children go basically
to the sane schools, east and west of El bow Drive.
The community would tend to shop either at a place
cal l ed Britannia Shopping Centre, 50th Avenue and
El bow Drive, which is one of the markers between
Cal gary Centre and Cal gary Southwest. The comunity
woul d tend to shop further downstream if | may use
the nane of the mni supernmarket at El bow Drive and
4th Street. The geography and the road pattern
normal |y take people in that direction

I"mnot going to go into the econom ¢ aspects or
econom ¢ data, but socially and culturally, it is very
difficult to see a sinmlarity between this part of the
constituency and the rest of Calgary East. 1In ny
know edge of Calgary -- and | do know a little bit
about the City -- there is a trenendous gap between
this part of Calgary East and the rest of Cal gary
East, which is to the far east. This area has much
nore in common with the areas |'ve already stated.

| did sone checking of the electoral turnout, at

| east for the provincial election in 1997, with which
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| have a great deal familiarity. The turnout in this
area was consi derably higher than in any other polls,
and | use the provincial figures. This is an area
that has a very highly educated popul ation, a very
pr of essi onal education, professional background, and
the voter turnout is extrenely high. | averaged it
roughly to about 65 percent, which is a very good
turnout for Calgary because in the last el ection
according to a clipping by John Ibbitson in
yesterday's A obe, Alberta had the | owest turnout in
Al berta in the election of 2000.

I"'mgoing to argue and | will choose ny words
very carefully. Should the present boundaries be
mai nt ai ned where what was traditionally part of
Cal gary Centre and/or part of Calgary Southwest, be
added to the far -- and | say the far east -- to the
east of the river, it may affect voter turnout, people
of the Comm ssion. W have enough difficulty in
Canada as it is getting people out to vote because
peopl e feel they can no | onger effect the system |
refer to yesterday's article, which I wll include
with ny subnission. W have to do everything we can
to get people out to vote and as last night's
headl i nes indicated, sonebody is going to attenpt to
make things nore accountabl e and maybe that will help
bring nore people out to vote.

| just think that -- the other argunent | want to
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make, people, is that when you have a sout hwest
address -- and | read the maps, Landsdowne Avenue,

Ri verdal e Avenue, Britannia Drive, Coronation Drive --
virtually every avenue with a descriptive nane in this
affected area, and two thirds of the street and avenue
nunbers by the grid system have the coordinate

sout hwest. How can you live in the affected part --
which |1've already referred to descriptively -- how
can you have a sout hwest address and be part of an

el ectoral district called Calgary East? |'msorry,
people, it defies ny sense of geographic |ogic and
I've had to teach geography in the past too, so we
began with coordinates. |If | have a southwest address
and ny postal codes -- which | checked very quickly
yesterday -- match to the south or the southwest, |
think it is going to be very difficult to educate --
to indicate to people when the next election cones,

oh, you have been noved into Cal gary East and peopl e
wi Il just shake their heads because ny argunent,
Menmbers of the Conm ssion, rests on the fact that from

1952 forward, this part was part of Calgary South. As

a matter of fact -- and | will submit this in print to
you -- | found three polling stations to go with the
map, where the polling stations -- one was for

Britannia, which had just appeared as a suburb in
Calgary in 1952 -- two polling stations were for

W ndsor Park and at that tinme the newy created seat
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of Calgary South had just appeared on the nap.

| traced the historical progression of
comunities in the affected area and these areas al so
begin to develop in the 50s, the 60s, the 70s.
Manchester, which is part of the area, had been a
i ght industrial suburb when the boundaries of
Calgary, | think, extended as far as 50th Avenue or as
far south, at the nmost, to G ennore Trail

I would respectfully request that the Conmi ssion
| ook at the nunmbers for the affected Census tracts.
| believe adjustnents can be nade, and as | quoted
before fromtwo sources, one has to take into account
the historical identity, the historical contact, and
the historical background and pl acenent of
constituenci es when you devise the electora
boundari es.

| may have further comrents, which would be of
particular interest to Dr. Barry, regarding the
avai lability of sources when you are doing this kind
of research, but 1'll deal with it another matter
CHAI RVAN: Yes, if you would be kind
enough to give us witten subm ssions, ma' am

Woul d you put that revised one up, please.
DAVWN MATHEWS: Sure.
CHAI RIVAN: Ms. Aizenman, am| saying
your name correctly?

REBECCA Al ZENVAN: Ai zenman, please. It doesn't
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matter, whichever you're nore confortable with, sir.
CHAI RVAN: Thank you very much. That
was a nmost authoritative presentation and we
appreciate it. W have anticipated -- nore
specifically, Dr. Barry has anticipated you to some
degree, in response to witten subm ssions which have
been nade to us, and we, as you can see, are working
on sonething there that will answer sone of your
concerns.
REBECCA Al ZENVAN: May | just add one point and
per haps end on a note of levity.

If you live in Calgary, there are two mmjor
nodes, two mmj or geographi c econom c features, which
are the Chinook Centre, which everybody knows.
Chi nook Centre is integral to the lifestyle of the
district that | have just described. | can't fathom
Chi nook Centre in Calgary East and the new nane of the
constituency, which is Calgary South Centre, if I
may -- and | think as an educator you woul d appreciate
this remark, Dr. Barry -- ny students would say does
that nean we go to South Centre to vote because South
Centre is another mmjor, mmjor shopping econonic
aspect of the south end of the City of Calgary. But,
South Centre, do | vote there?

Thank you gentlenmen and Madam Secretary -- or |I'm
sorry, Madam Comm ssi oner, excuse nme.

CHAI RVAN: Do you have any questions?
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KHULLAR: No, | don't.

BARRY: I don't know whet her you've
had a chance to | ook at the revised nap, but we have
cone up with sonething that runs along the rail way
tracks on the east side and follows G ennore Trail

al ong the south.

REBECCA Al ZENVAN: That woul d be --

BARRY: So, |' mwondering how that --
if that solves sonme of the issues that you've raised
with us.

REBECCA Al ZENVAN: | believe it would,

Dr. Barry, because again, Gennore is a definitive

node. It is a man-made, physical marker that is a
natural line at which to draw the boundaries of a
particular -- this particular electoral district, as
is. | think the CPR -- if that is the Iine along the
far east -- | can't see the print.

BARRY: CPR line is the one --
REBECCA Al ZENVAN: That is a very natural,

definitive node that would solve the problem as far

as | can see the lines from here.

CHAI RVAN: Thanks, Ms. Ai zenman.
REBECCA Al ZENVAN: Thank you.

And Madam Conmi ssioner, | didn't nmean to m x-up
your position. |I'msorry.
KHULLAR: That's fine. It's not

i mportant.



16

THE CHAI RVAN: M. Mke Linkletter?

MR. M KE LI NKLETTER: Good afternoon. I would |ike
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to thank the Commi ssion for letting me come and speak

here. |I'mgoing to actually -- it is going to be a
little bit difficult here on two points. | do have ny
witten subnission comng. |It's not here right now,

so I"mgoing straight fromnenory. That's the one.
The second itemis there is sone things that |
necessarily disagree with the previous presenter, but
['1'l make sure to keep that out of it since that's not
really too relevant either but there are sone things
that historically that I'"mnot quite in agreenent

Wit h.

The first thing is the Calgary East PC
Association -- this is the Federal Association that
I"mtal king on behalf of and nyself -- actually find
the boundaries right now, with the changes, fine. W
see no difficulty in them W see them as being very
geographi ¢ by using the El bow River. That has been
traditionally, going back when Cal gary was Fort
Cal gary, the defining line for Calgary East was right
at that point there, the El bow River and the Bow
River. So we see that actually is -- no problemfor
t hat.

But we do see another problemwhich is our main
concern and that is with the nanme of Cal gary East.

Cal gary East, as the previous presenter has said, is
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now t aki ng part of Cal gary Southeast and Centre. So
we can see quite a problemw th people not being quite
sure where they are supposed to vote. As Canadi ans,
as she al so nentioned, you know, we would like to
encourage nore people to vote, and if they do have
confusions -- and this has happened before in the
past -- if an elector goes into a station and finds
that they aren't sure where to vote, or they' ve gone
into the wong one, chances are they are going to
return honme without voting, and we think we shoul d
gi ve that opportunity to everybody. So that is one
reason i s because we are changing the boundary, so
i nstead of just changing the boundaries, perhaps we
shoul d change the nane.

Anot her one is the sane thing. Different
Cal garians who you talk to define Cal gary east, west,
north and south as different |ocations, and this also
causes confusions with people. They are not sure
where exactly east really starts, or where it ends, or
where actually north starts, or how big centre really
is. So this just -- just the general view of
Calgarians, it doesn't set that border as well for
them ei t her.

The third point that | have with it is we also
have provincially Calgary East. |It's a constituency.
Now, the old border of Calgary East does contain nost

of, if not all of, Calgary East now. However, the
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changed borders, under the new provincial guidelines,
Calgary East will be farther north. There will be a
very small portion that actually will be Cal gary East
provincially and Calgary East federally. So we can
see this also causing a nunber of problens in it.

So what we have done is we have |ooked at it as
an associ ation and thought about perhaps changing the
nane from Calgary East. That is what we would like to
do. W do have two suggestions.

One being nore, | guess you could say, sort of

geographi cal |y speaking, is to use the nane Bl ackfoot.
Bl ackfoot Trail starts approximately at the top of the
new riding and runs right through it. Plus we have
anot her reason that we |ike Bl ackfoot. The native
culture of Calgary has been inportant historically.
So we feel that by making it Bl ackfoot that we can
enphasi ze that culture and we feel that would be a
very good name. Instead of Cal gary East, we could
have Cal gary Bl ackf oot .

This al so woul d have another inpact. It would
hel p separate northeast and southeast. You woul dn't
have that. You woul d have sonmething that was totally
different. It would help elimnate any confusion for
ot her people that are in the northeast. They are
saying, well, am| part of the east now or am| --
where am1? This would do it.

We di d have anot her suggestion as well for
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anot her nanme and that is actually using the first
Cal garian settler and rancher, which was Sam
Li vi ngston -- using the nane Livingston, Calgary
Li vingston. Now that, originally when they settled in
Calgary, actually his first settlement house was at
Fort Calgary itself. He was asked to nove and he
noved up to the G ennore Reservoir, where the d ennore
Reservoir is now So that follows that geographic
river again, to use that as part of the nane.

So I'mgoing to be very short here. W don't
have a problemw th the proposed boundary changes. W
would Iike to see a nanme change and we would like to
see sonething that does have some kind of geographic
and/or historical reference. So that is what we are
proposing, that instead of having it as Cal gary East,
that you have Cal gary Bl ackfoot or possibly Calgary
Li vi ngst on.

That is it, unless you have any questions?

BARRY: You saw that we have --

M KE LI NKLETTER: I had not seen the other map
until just right now

KHULLAR: No one el se has.

M KE LI NKLETTER: Actually, | was on the

Website yesterday to download it and that was part of
the part that |'m supposed to have with ne.
BARRY: No, you woul dn't have seen

this on the Website. W' ve just been working on it.
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If we were to go with this configuration, what would
your reaction be to noving Cal gary East a bit south?
M KE LI NKLETTER: What | woul d have to do is
woul d have to | ook also at the changes in the

popul ation that that MP woul d be representing because
that nakes it -- does make a difference. And | did
notice, and we did notice, that that is one of the
things that the Commi ssion had done. They worked to
get the distribution per voter or per person in every
riding close and we thought that was very good because
there is a lot of work involved with the MPs and the
better they distribute the anbunt of people that are
intheir ridings, the better they can represent them
So | would have to actually have a closer | ook at that
nysel f, exactly where the change, how rmuch farther
south it went, and to get a better idea for it, to
really give you a cooment. | would also take it back

to ny Association and get their input as well.

KHULLAR: I just have one question with
respect to your second proposed nane, Livingston. |[|'m
not as famliar with Calgary history. |Is that -- |

can see the | ogic between proposing the Bl ackfoot --
you have got a geographi c marker going down the
proposed riding. |Is Livingston -- is that sonething
that people woul d associate with the east part of

Calgary? | mean, | realize you say that --

MR, M KE LI NKLETTER: Wel |, now, now, right now,
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there are a nunber of other buildings, or there is a
government bui |l di ng, Sam Li vi ngston Buil di ng downt own,
actually it is downtown. There is also the Sam

Li vi ngston Fish Hatchery, which is in the new area for
Calgary East. It is part of Calgary East, so that is
Sam Livingston Fish Hatchery is within there. So
that's -- as | say, that was a nane nore of a historic
value to Calgary, to bring that forward as another
suggesti on.

KHULLAR: Ckay, thank you very nuch.
CHAI RVAN: Thank you M. Linkletter,
that was very hel pful.

M KE LI NKLETTER: Thank you.

CHAI RVAN: And M. MBride? Wuld you

say your first nane for nme? |Is it Truper or Trupper?

TRUPER MCBRI DE: Truper.
CHAI RVAN: Truper? Ckay, thank you.
TRUPER MCBRI DE: My nane is Truper MBride,

I"ma Councillor with the Town of Cochrane. About a
nonth ago, | brought this issue before Council and we
had a debate and we passed a resol ution from Counci l
to support this position paper.

In general, the Town feels that we share very
strong social and econonmic ties to the City of Calgary
in particular, as opposed to those in rural areas,
whi ch right now the Banff Cochrane riding does |unp us

primarily with -- along with the current WIdrose
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riding, we are again, lunped again, with a bunch of
rural centres. The Town of Cochrane believes it is
much nmore of an urban centre and bel ongs with nuch
nore of a Calgary regional riding, along with such
Towns as Ckot oks, Bl ack Di anond, Turner Vall ey,
Cannore, Banff, H gh River, Airdrie and so on

The map | provided you -- | don't know if you

have that in front of you or not --

CHAI RVAN: We do, thank you

TRUPER MCBRI DE: -- but the provincial riding
map. We drew a tentative boundary of just where we
thought a Cal gary regional riding boundary nmay cone
in.

The total popul ation of the Cal gary Regi ona
Partnership, which again is an organization, social
econom ¢ devel opnment organi zation for the region, has
a popul ation of 117,000 which is over the limt for a
riding. So we would suggest using H ghway 2 as a
boundary to help bring us back within the variance.

Again, with the Calgary Regional Partnership, we
noticed that -- sorry, Ednonton does have regi ona
partnership in place and that is accurately Al berta
Capital Regional Alliance, and we have noticed that
they, the Gty of Ednonton, has been granted regiona
ridings and we feel that the same shoul d be granted
for Cal gary.

Ri ght now you have the Calgary area divided into
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three major ridings with all of the Cal gary regi ona
conmuni ti es being separated from one anot her, when we
are trying to work very hard together. And we fee
that a riding of that nature would be very beneficia
to us both socially and econom cally.

So basically, in sumary, the Town of Cochrane
does not want to be put with major agricultura
centres. W would like to be grouped with other smal
urban centres. And we also do want to be part of any
riding that includes the City of Calgary. So we
definitely want to be a regional riding.

Again, the nane -- the nane, | have to agree with
M. Linkletter. The nane of the ridings, | think we
need to get a little bit nore creative than just using
nanes of municipalities. One suggestion | would throw
out for this -- for a Calgary regional riding, would
be Bow Val |l ey, so that would be a suggestion that we
woul d have for that as well.

So are there any questions?

KHULLAR: Just one. On your proposed
map here, is that -- does that represent the whole

area of the Calgary Regional Partnership that you said

was the -- with a popul ation of 117,000 or is that a
smal ler --
TRUPER MCBRI DE: Yes, the whol e highlighted

area there includes Strathnore and the areas to the

east, that does include the entire nunicipal --
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regi onal partnership. That is why we suggested that
we condense the riding into nore of a western nature
with H ghway 2 as a boundary and that would bring us
into variance with Chesternere and -- Chesternere Lake
and Strathnore have a popul ati on conbined of, I'd say,
around 25, 000.

KHULLAR: So your proposed riding is
cut it off, let Strathnore and Chesternere Lake go --
TRUPER MCBRI DE: Right. But again, we are
flexible on that. The main idea is we would like a
Cal gary regional riding.

BARRY: You are not the first person
to address the issue of constituency nanes and one
constraint we have -- although it is not the law-- is
the preference of the Geographi cal Nanes Board of
Canada, which recommends that we give -- use nanes
that give a sense of the Province, and if possible,
the region, or part of the Province in which they are
| ocated. So that is why we have used nanes |ike

nort hwest, northeast, and all the rest of them

TRUPER MCBRI DE: Yes. No, | had read that but
| thought -- | suppose that is out of your hands

per haps but --

BARRY: No. No, no, but it is usefu
to have this information. Thank you

CHAI RVAN: It explains, in sone way, the

reason why we have been so prosaic in choosing nanes
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because they i medi ately give a sense of the area to
which they refer. That's the objective stated by the
Geogr aphi cal Nanes Board.

Now, M. MBride, | want to thank you for that.
That's a very interesting concept. You have
identified a general area which undoubtedly has a
cl ose community of interest around Cal gary, w thout
getting into the city itself. 1t does have this
drawback, | nust say, sir. The area west of Calgary
is, as everyone knows, subject to explosive growh and
we nust beware of creating a riding which is at or too
close -- even too close to the provincial quotient
because we know for sure that it is going to be well

beyond it before the next Census takes place.

TRUPER MCBRI DE: Yes. W are aware Cochrane
is-- 1 believe it is the fastest growi ng conmunity in
Canada. W are aware of that but -- and that is one

of the reasons why we didn't set out exact lines in
our suggested riding, but we would |ike sonme sort

of -- sone way to | ook at a regional riding, even

t hough we are exposing expl osive growh. Ednonton is
growi ng qui ckly too and Ednonton has been given
regional ridings. This is what we would |ike for

Cal gary.

CHAI RIVAN: Vel |, we proposed hybrid

ri dings in Ednonton, which would include some of the

outlying towns plus part of the Cty. That is quite
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another matter. | don't think that is what you had in
m nd?

TRUPER MCBRI DE: No.

CHAI RVAN: WIl we see you in Cochrane

agai n tonorrow norni ng?

TRUPER MCBRI DE: You' re coming to Cochrane?
CHAI RVAN: Ch, vyes.
TRUPER MCBRI DE: We didn't know that when we

woul d neet with our subm ssion. W were not aware you
were comng to Cochrane.
CHAI RVAN: Well, that's just fine. It

doesn't matter. You're not registered to speak in

Cochrane --

TRUPER MCBRI DE: No.

CHAI RVAN: Ckay. Thanks agai n.

TRUPER MCBRI DE: Ckay. Thank you.

KHULLAR: If you want to attend, we'll

be there at 10: 00 a.m at the Super 8.
CHAI RVAN: Ten o' cl ock.
Ms. Judy Stewart?
JUDY STEWART: Hello. | amthe Mayor of
Cochrane and |'mvery delighted that you got to hear
fromour Councillor, Truper MBride, first.
Councillor McBride and | are considered a
Commttee to make presentations to you and |I'm here
nore to just substantiate a few of the coments that

Councill or McBride has made and to add to them and
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clarify some of the issues fromthe point of view of
some of the residents who have spoken to ne.

First, the growmh issue is of utnost inportance
and we caution the Commi ssion to recognize that we do
expect to continue to grow in that area and in the
regi on, between 8 to 10 percent. That's a sustainable
rate, and given certain conmunities comng on quickly,
that coul d explode up to 22 percent. That includes
the MD. of Rockyview as well.

The M D. of Rockyview are our close rura
nei ghbors and unfortunately Councillor MBride said
that he's not interested in being in ariding with
rurals, and |"'mhere to tell you that's not exactly
the case. The M D. of Rockyviewis very urbanized and
it's boundaries to the north and the south woul d nmake

a very good riding in the regional basis that would

include the area of Airdrie -- I'mtalking west of
H ghway 2 as well. It would include the City of
Airdrie and it would include the Town of Cochrane. It

woul d not, however, include the Stony Nation, nor
woul d it include Banff Cochrane. | would suggest to
the Commi ssion that Banff and Cannmore do not have
anything in comon with the Town of Cochrane, except
that they are in an expl osive growth corridor along
wi th us.

Cannore has taken on a significant role in

providing a service and popul ation residential base
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for Banff as a result of the closed door policy on
their devel opnent and that has led to explosions in
gromh in the Bighorn region as well. And you can
expect to see mmjor changes in the popul ati on base
there in the next few years.

We are nore aligned with OCkotoks, High R ver and
all the areas in that, sort of, little horseshoe
shape.

| just want to talk a little bit about the
regi onal community, regional services. Al of our
health rel ated services are provided from Cal gary, as
are Airdrie and this Municipal District of Rockyview,
our schools are all associated with Airdrie and the
Rockyvi ew area; and so are our trade routes. All of
our citizens use east -- they go east for trade. They
do not go north. One of the mmjor objections that
citizens have talked to nme about is that we are | unped
in, and | shouldn't say -- it's not neant in a
negative way at all -- with towms |ike Sundre, d ds,
Crossfield, we have nothing in conmon with those
comunities at all -- no schools, no health, nothing.
W don't trade with them
CHAI RVAN: But what about Airdrie?

JUDY STEWART: Airdrie, no. W have none --
except for the regional partnership, we really don't
do much with them Now, on the other hand, Airdrie is

in our health region and Airdrie does have the sane



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

29

School Board, but it is a very simlar kind of
conmuni ty because of its close association with
Calgary. As well, all their water and sewer goes to
Calgary. Qur sewer is piped to Calgary as well
Rockyview s sewer is piped to Calgary, so there's a --
dependi ng on where your water and sewage goes, that is
where your region is these days.

The other natural feature | want you to be npst
concerned about is the river. Mre and nore of our
wor k econom cally and politically is concerning water
There is a very definite shortage of water and the
wat ershed is of nmjor concern to us in that region
The Bow River is -- right now the boundary shows Bow
Ri ver as a boundary. | would suggest that the Bow
River is part of a mmjor regional concern and we woul d
like that to be considered as well. W have nore in
common with the citizens south of the Bow and south of
Cochrane than we do with people in Cannore, for
exanple. W have a lot nore in common with people
south of the Bow, in those ranching conmunities, than
we do with people in Sundre or A ds.

Last year | was invited to a trade show in Sundre
and half ny council said they had never been there. A
| ot of people in the Town of Cochrane said they had
never been to A ds or Sundre and | think -- we are in
ariding with them

Popul ati on again, as Councillor MBride
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indicated, if you |look at the regional group, if you
take out the Gty of Calgary, it's 117,000 and | woul d
suggest that if you took Cannmore Banff out of the
riding, that that regional grouping with the MD. of
Rockyvi ew woul d gi ve you the nunbers you are | ooking
for.

It is a mtter of |ooking where do we have
simlar kind of services? What are our issues? Wter
is a huge one and the Bow River is inportant to us al
in that region.

| guess in closing | would like to say the Banff
Cochrane nane is very confusing with our provincial
jurisdiction -- sorry, our provincial riding. Qur
provincial riding has -- is undergoi ng change as wel |
and this would cause a great deal of difficulty during
the el ecti on because people woul d say Banff Cochrane,
oh, | know where that is because it is the same nane
exactly as what we use provincially. And | would
suggest -- I'mnot really -- | really don't care.
don't have that same kind of mmgnitude of concern over
a name, but let's not confuse the voters either

Councillor McBride and | are a Conmttee to go
back to the Provincial Riding Comm ssion and ask them
to consider putting Cochrane in with our region
instead of putting us in with Banff and Cannore
because we are very passionate that we need to be in

with our region instead of in a, sort of a -- just
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because historically Cochrane was with Banff, in nane
and in representation, it doesn't mean we shoul d be
there. So | would nmake the same plea here.

| don't have anything el se.

CHAI RVAN: Do you have anything to ask?
BARRY: No, | don't.
CHAI RVAN: Vell, but in the map which

your coll eague submitted, Banff is in fact in that
area and Cannore as well.
JUDY STEWART: | understand he's left it in
there but I'mtalking more fromthe perspective of the
peopl e who have talked to me. They are suggesting
that it is nore appropriate for people to be -- the
M D. of Rockyview and for the Town of Cochrane to be
inasimlar riding rather than Cannore Banff. So if
you are | ooking at changi ng nunmbers and novi ng nunbers
in or out, I would suggest that the MD. of Rockyview
boundary south to the MD. of Foothills would be a
good -- would enconpass nost of what we are talking
about, plus this Gty of Okotoks, H gh River, Turner
Val l ey, those are in the Calgary region

And the City of Cannobre and Banff -- and |'m
calling themcities because we could be cities. A
we have to do is apply for the status -- and with
Rocky Mountain House and the other nountain-Ilike
conmuni ti es running on the north, south kind of

paral | el .
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CHAI RIVAN: Wl |, Rocky Mountain
constituency has been tried and found wanting in years
past because it was so difficult to represent all the
way down through Jasper National Park and Banff

Nati onal Park. There sinmply isn't -- aren't the lines
of communication in that area, apart fromthe ice
fields highway, which is not very reliable during the
winter. So | doubt that we'll go back to that but
these -- | can assure you that the division, the

H ghway 2 -- the nunber 2 H ghway Towns, for exanple,
are presenting a great problem You say you don't
want them They want to be together, so they are
either going to go west or east, because they can't

forma riding all by thensel ves.

JUDY STEWART: No. The highway, if
they're -- you nean between --
CHAI RVAN: Bet ween Airdrie and Bowden

for exanple.
JUDY STEWART: It's not that we do not want
them |It's that we have nothing in comon.
CHAI RVAN: Well, yes. They share a
cl ose community of interest anpbngst thensel ves and
al t hough they are fairly popul ous, they by no neans
make a riding, so you're going to find them on one
side of the -- one riding or the other

Thank you very much. |1'mso pleased that you

cane because unfortunately we haven't heard from as
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many Municipal officials and town and city people as
we m ght have expected, Ms. Stewart. So you have a

uni que point of viewto present and we thank you

again. Perhaps you'll sit in on Cochrane's hearing
t onor r ow?
JUDY STEWART: Well, that's what | wanted to

ask you. Were is it, sir?

CHAI RVAN: Super 8

JUDY STEWART: Super 8 Motel .

CHAI RVAN: Ten o' cl ock

JUDY STEWART: Ch, ny. W' re not available

but I"'msorry that 1'mnot there to wel cone you.
woul d have enjoyed that.

So wel cone to Cochrane in nmy absence and | woul d
like to tell you that it's very -- the reason why
Councillor McBride and | are so interested is because
we sit on conpletely different spectruns of the
political hem sphere, | guess you' d say, and we are
very interested in politics, but we're working
together on the same Town Council and it has been very
delightful. So whenever there is something that cones
up that's of interest to us politically, we end up
being on the sane Conmittee and it's so nice to work
wi th sonmeone who is so young for a change, | nust say.
So thank you.

CHAI RVAN: Thank you. Bye

M. MIles Pal ner?
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M LES PALMER: Hello. Well, thank you for
letting me speak. 1'mgoing to bring our focus back
into central Calgary. | represent a small comunity
of Ri deau Roxboro, who is located pretty well in the
centre of Calgary. I'mgoing to just quickly read

through a letter that we have subnmitted to the
Conmm ssi on.

The community of Rideau Roxboro is objecting to
the change of the electoral boundaries that places it
in the Federal riding of Calgary East. W are
presently in the Calgary Centre riding which will be
split into twd, a Calgary North Centre and a Cal gary
South Centre riding. W should be in the Calgary
South Centre riding, not Calgary East. The El bow
River is an arbitrary boundary between the proposed
Calgary South Centre riding and Cal gary East that does
not reflect the make-up of the comunities along it.
MacLeod Trail would be a nore |ogical boundary.

R deau Roxboro is a small, well-established,
inner city, residential area of 300 hones, located in
Calgary at 4th Street and 30th Avenue Sout hwest. The
area to the east, in the Calgary East riding, is nixed
commercial, industrial, and suburban residential
CHAI RVAN: I wonder if you could use
that handy little pointer and show us on the big nap?
M LES PALMER: I"d love to. You' ve got that

map up. W are right there. You get the curves of
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the river mixed up. W are right there. That's the

Ri deau Roxboro comunity. It's just in there. W're
quite snall.
CHAI RIVAN: Under the revision which was

suggested a nonent ago, you would be, in fact, where
you want to be.
M LES PALMER: And having not seen that map
before, we are in full agreement with that.
CHAI RVAN: Al right. So that is not an
official part of our proposal obviously, but we work
on these things on a continuing basis. W would |ike
everybody to know that we are responsive to what we
hear from people and we've heard plenty from peopl e
before this nmeeting even started.
M LES PALMER: I think we had suggested
MacLeod Trail which is there. | think your boundary
probably is even nore |ogical than our suggestion

| don't need to spend a lot of time really going
over what Ms. Rebecca A zenman said, but I'min full
agreenment with her presentation. Hi storically, Rideau
Roxboro has been in the Calgary Centre since its
i nception, creation, 70 years ago, and now we are
going to be split out into an area that is conpletely
different fromus. Qur interests lie in the inner
city communities, not in the communities to the east
of us.

On a munici pal level, for exanple, we are
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constantly dealing with traffic issues that involve
those inner city conmunities, not the suburban
comunities to the east of us.

| presented this letter to our Executive |ast
week and it was unani nously approved by the Executive.
We did a quick survey through our comunity, and of
the 90 people that responded to the survey, all 90
were in favour of us being in the Calgary South Centre
riding and not in the Calgary East riding.

So, in summary, the Executive request that Rideau
Roxboro be placed in the proposed riding of Calgary
South Centre and not in Calgary East.

My short presentation should get us back on the

time track. If you have any questions, | could answer
t hem now.
CHAI RIVAN: Wwell, M. Palnmer, no. You' ve

made your point very clearly. Thank you for doing
that. And as | said, we are certainly sensitive to
suggest ed changes and we appreciate themas well when
they conme fromwel |l -neaning and constructive sources
li ke we've heard so far. Thank you

M LES PALMER: Your new suggest ed boundary
too, certainly fromny perspective, makes a |l ot nore
sense. Thank you.

KHULLAR: Thank you.

CHAI RVAN: M. Gary Bobroff?

Does anyone know hin? He is the President of the
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W ndsor Park Comunity Association

Vll, if he comes in, we will hear him

M. Darren Cunni nghan? You just wal ked in on
your speech.

M. Cunningham | won't go through all of our
i ntroductory remarks again with the exception of one.
You have 15 minutes and you will get a 3 minute
war ni ng.

DARREN CUNNI NGHAM I"mactually going to be a
ot nmore brief than that. Sorry for being | ate.
sort of -- getting started right into things here.
But that's great.

Basically, we had put in two subm ssions fromthe
Progressive Conservative Association of Calgary
Centre. The first one regarding the proposed nane of
the new South Centre. W were hoping and woul d beg
your indul gence in perhaps |ooking at that and keeping
that name as Calgary Centre. W had no problem
keeping North Centre as is, but just in terns of
continuity sake, we believe that in terns of not
confusing voters, keeping sone sort of continuity with
that nanme would certainly be of value for that
respect.

Al'so, | think the history behind this riding in
Cal gary, sone of the past and current Menbers of
Parliament from Calgary Centre certainly are notable

in wiping that riding off the map would, | think
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certainly erase some of that history. W are |ooking
at Menmbers such as Dougl as Harkness, Harvey Andre,
right up to the current, you know, Right Honourabl e
Joe Clarke. So | think that it does have sone nerit
in keeping that nane. CQur riding association is 100
percent behi nd proposing to keep that nane.

O her than that, | believe there are going to be
sone presentations later today in terns of the
proposed boundary change for South Centre. Just
| ooking at the map right now, am!| right to assune --
are we | ooking at current boundaries or are we | ooking
at proposed?

KHULLAR: The yellow is the current.
DARREN CUNNI NGHAM The purple is the proposed
Cal gary South Centre? Okay.

Two basic things. | think also for, first off,
for geography sake, | have noticed that sone of our --
the riding association, Calgary Centre CA Riding
Associ ation, was going to be | ooking at perhaps

cutting the boundaries off at dennore Trail as a

sout h boundary rather than going south of -- at around
the reservoir. And maybe to keep the -- what am |
| ooking for here -- the popul ation quotient, quota in

check, pushing things to MacLeod Trail as an eastern
boundary.
One of the reasons that | would support this and

| bounced it off of nmy elections teamand that we
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woul d support this, is that we believe that there is
going to be extended growh in the downtown core, in
the east village of the downtown core, as well as west
of Eau Caire on the south side of the river. So we
do believe that that population will make up anything
that is lost by cutting things at dennore Trail as a
sout h boundary woul d certainly make up by readnmitting
the parts -- areas such as Britannia, Ri deau Roxboro,
and with any of the growing areas that will be
enconpassi ng South Centre as well.

So, | know that down the pipe, if it hasn't
al ready been tal ked about today, like | say, the CA
Associ ation of Calgary Centre as well as the Cal gary
Sout hwest PC Association will be naking presentations
al ong those |ines and we woul d be supportive of that
as wel | .
BARRY: We had been working with a
revi sed map, which | guess you didn't see because you
just arrived --
DARREN CUNNI NGHAM I"msorry, yes, | did. 1've
actually just driven in from d areshol mthis norning.
BARRY: W' ve had a nunber of
representations fromthe area of Calgary South Centre
East and Sout hwest. So we have been | ooking at an
alternative map, one that extends the eastern boundary
of Calgary South Centre to the CPR tracks and noves

the southern boundary up to G ennore Trail, which is
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sonewhere in the regi ons of what you' ve suggested. |

know you suggested MaclLeod Trail but --

MR, DARREN CUNNI NGHAM

We only suggested MaclLeod

Trail for ease. No, we would be supportive of that.

DR BARRY:

That

gi ves you a vari ance of

roughly 10 percent above the quota in Calgary South

Centre. It would require adjustnments though in

Cal gary East and South --

VR. DARREN CUNNI NGHAM

The proposed Cal gary East?

bel i eve the current boundaries for Calgary Centre go

to the railway tracks,

DR BARRY:

MR, DARREN CUNNI NGHAM

do they not?

Yes,

Yes.

supportive of this proposal ri

M5. KHULLAR:

t hey do.
kay. No, | would be

ght here.

I just have one question

You nentioned the growmh you expected in the downtown

core, the east village and west of Eau Claire. |'m

not as famliar with downtown Calgary. Do you have a

sense of how nuch growth is happening? | take it

those are highrises going up

units are going in there?

VR. DARREN CUNNI NGHAM

Do you know how many

Approxi mately, the | ast

nunber | saw and Trudy coul d probably back me up on

this alittle bit nore accurately, is that we are

probably | ooking --
units.

M5. TRUDY HUGHES:

think it was close to 20, 000

Vel |,

there's 10,600 as sort
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of earmarked for east village when it goes in and
there's currently six highrises that are going in just
on the west side of Eau Claire there.

CHAI RVAN: So you nean filling all the
green area up with highrises in Eau Claire?

TRUDY HUCGHES: No, we are going over by the
railroad tracks and we're really going to upgrade
that. | mean, that's -- it is proposed for 10, 600
popul ati on.

KHULLAR: Can you just use your

pointer. There is an electronic pointer on the

podium | need the visuals of the map.

DARREN CUNNI NGHAM East village would be right
her e.

CHAI RVAN: Ch, south of the Bow?

DARREN CUNNI NGHAM Yes, south of the Bow. Al
this is south of the Bow So it is still considered
Cal gary South Centre. Right in there. | believe that

bl ank area, that's actually Fort Calgary, so we are
ri ght about there.

What is happening is there is actually sone
residential and sone comrercial in there currently

that have been knocked down and re-zoned for highrise

use.
CHAI RVAN: Ch.
DARREN CUNNI NGHAM Al so, down in this part,

right in here, we have had, | believe, six or seven
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new buil dings come up. Earlier in the year, |
attended a neeting with Trudy Hughes here, talking
about this new devel opnment so, | believe it would
certainly catch up to the popul ation quota that you're
| ooking for, if it's not -- if it wouldn't currently
be right on with this, the new proposal

KHULLAR: So the nunber of 10,600 units

was just for one of those devel opnents?

DARREN CUNNI NGHAM That's for this, that's over
her e.

KHULLAR: For the east village?

BARRY: And that's all in the

downt own core, or does that stretch over into Cal gary

East ?
DARREN CUNNI NGHAM It's in the core.
BARRY: And what's the tine frane for

the 10,000 units? 1s this a long range plan or is

this something we are looking at in the next ten

years?
DARREN CUNNI NGHAM Arguably, a couple of years.
I mean if you -- in the east village, they're | ooking

at 2004. We are |looking at nost of the units over
here currently devel oped with, | believe, in my |ast
count, about two that are still under devel oprnent, but
nost of it is currently devel oped.

So already it would be overburdening our current

Calgary Centre to the point where we would be putting
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polling stations right in each of these highrise
apartments because they couldn't fit into a regular
pol | .

So basically what we are | ooking at here is about
25,000 units and I think primarily the denographic you
are looking on this is a younger urban, 30 to 50 type
range, certainly voting range, certainly -- you know,
these are people we are going to have to count in, for
sure. This isn't young -- this isn't single unit
fam |y housing.

CHAI RVAN: Do you have a hard copy of

your presentation, sir?

DARREN CUNNI NGHAM No, actually, | do not. I'm
sorry.
CHAI RVAN: If you want to subm't

something in witing to us, we would pleased to have
it but before the end of this nonth, if you woul d.
DARREN CUNNI NGHAM Yes, certainly. | did see
the Cctober 31st deadline and | apol ogize. | did have
a hard copy | wanted to submit today and | noticed in
the parking lot that |I just didn't have it with ne.
CHAI RVAN: What you say is of great
interest to us, M. Cunningham W are keenly
interested in projections because we want to avoid
creating a riding which will soon be far too big, as
conpared with the provincial quotient of 106, 240.

DARREN CUNNI NGHAM Exactly.
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CHAI RVAN: So, we have to look a little

bit ahead into future. Thank you

DARREN CUNNI NGHAM Al right. Thank you
KHULLAR: Thank you very nuch.

CHAI RVAN: Now, M. Roger G bbons? Not
here yet?

M. Jack Beakman?
JACK BEAKMAN: Menbers of the Conmi ssion, |
hope that you will indulge ne. | nade a second sober
thought on nmy first witten presentation and | have an

addendumto it, which is attached to the existing.

And al so, | give you for your edification, nmy nap,
which you will keep and attach to ny subnission, if
you will, please?

CHAI RVAN: Sur e.

JACK BEAKMAN: As | said, ny nane is
Jack Beaknan, I'm-- | canme to Calgary in 1954 and

have been a resident of Calgary Centre for the past
five years, so naturally | amvery interested in what
is happening to Calgary Centre and the proposal to
divide us into two ridings.

First of all, let ne cormend the Conmi ssion on
the boundaries that you have presented to us for the
proposed Calgary North riding. M confederates and |
and nmy friends, and the people that |'ve talked to in
the communities, and so on, think that it is an

adnmi rabl e boundary. W have no quarrel with it
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what soever. In fact, we conplinment you on providing
those communities that were divided previously by
ridings, that is, the residential comunities were
actual ly divided by ridings, are now back together
again in one riding or another. Now, that is a rea
plus. So | have -- we have nothing but praise to say
for Calgary North Centre.

However, with respect to Calgary South Centre,
amgoing to indicate that the only probl emwe have
with that is the boundary at the south end of the
proposed riding and al so the east boundary. Now, you
Conmi ssi on, you have taken the wind out of ny sails
with respect to your suggestion of the boundary on the
east side be either MacLeod Trail or the railroad.

And | comrend you on that because that was going to be
ny number one conpl aint about the fact that that
residential area is conpletely divorced fromthe rest
of Calgary East. There is a lot of conmmercial work in
areas in-between there which would really divorce them
fromthe east Calgary comunity. So, | would
certainly comrend you with respect to that boundary.

Now, the only thing that | had different was that
| had -- other than the one that you had proposed, and
that is that we woul d take out the boundary here that
you have indicated, and you were goi ng down, |
believe, the Gennore Trail, is that it there? | had

i ncl uded Lakevi ew here, within that boundary, because
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| thought it is together in this whole area. It's
easy to handle. But | think that probably the nunbers
that we -- if we had Lakeview included in there,
cane up with -- if | had that included in nmy proposal
that it would be about 120,000 people, and | can only
assume, fromwhat |'ve heard, that that's nore people
than you would want in a centre

So if that being the case then, having the
boundary stay along dennore Trail and Lakevi ew agai n,
goi ng back to Cal gary Sout hwest, would be, | think
anmenabl e.

| just would like to nention one thing about the
previ ous speaker tal king about the nunmber of people
who are noving into Calgary, into the Calgary area
downtown, particularly with respect to the highrises
and so on. A lot of those people, of course, are not
just going to come bounding into Calgary from outside
the Province. They already live in Calgary. A lot of
themare living in apartnents downtown and they are
up-scaling into condom niuns and noving from perhaps
fromsonme -- fromthe suburbs, but | don't think all
that nuch. So it may not be the huge increase in
popul ation that we are tal king about here. Certainly,
it is increasing the popul ation base in the centre of
Calgary and that is a given but it nmay not be all that
much coming in to the riding fromoutside the riding.

| would just like you to sort of keep that in nind.
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The only other thing | have to say is that | have
been a long time volunteer with a Federal politica
party in Calgary Centre and | joined the last two
el ection canmpaigns. | did -- volunteered full tine
for my candidate and I -- one of the reasons that |
like the idea of a cohesive riding, such as you are
proposing here now, is it makes it very, very nuch
easier to canpaign, to get to people, to organize and
work and get the conmunities working together on what
you are proposing to do. So I, fromthat point of
view, | think that the suggestion that you have here
is admrabl e.

I only have one other thing to say and that is
that with respect to the nanes, |'ve assuned all al ong
that the Calgary North Centre, Calgary South Centre
was given nmerely for the purpose of identifying, that
that's not cast in stone. | talked to a lot of ny
friends and confederates and we are reconmendi ng t hat
Calgary North Centre be sinply called Calgary North
Now, this is in keeping with the points of the conpass
whi ch heretofore we've had throughout Calgary, with
the exception of Calgary Nosehill, and for Calgary
South Centre again, just sinply Calgary Centre,
because it is in the centre of the Cty, surrounded by
every other riding and | don't know how you coul d be
nore descriptive than that.

Thank you gentlenen. That's the end of ny
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presentation. Any questions?

BARRY: No, | don't have any.

JACK BEAKMAN: Ckay, thanks very much.

CHAI RVAN: M. Beaknan, thank you. That
was nmost hel pful. You rmake an interesting point about

popul ati on nmovenent and not all the novenment we see
represents new popul ation, of course. They are taking
away fromone riding and giving it to another and that
is true, of course, of Canada as a whole. Although

in the 1991 Census, the population finally struggled
over 30 mllion, it's expected to go down from now on
unl ess sonething drastic happens in terns of our birth
rate or immgration policies, so --
JACK BEAKMAN: well, we felt reinforcing
Cal gary being the centre of all the great financia
activity that goes on in western Canada, anticipate
that, you know, that our population will be increased
by those upwardly nobile people who are interested in
that kind of comerce.

KHULLAR: Excuse me, M. Beakman. You
have to cone to the mke if you' re going to speak, so

our reporter can --

CHAI RVAN: He was just making a joke
KHULLAR: Ch, it was a joke, okay.
CHAI RIVAN: Have you given any thought to

annexi ng Ednmonton by the way?

JACK BEAKMAN: Never
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THE CHAI RVAN: M. David Fulton?
M. Fulton, | believe you were on for tonight and
you would like to speak this afternoon? | just have

to check with the reporter. Wuld you |like a break
first? You okay?
DAVI D FULTON: I will be very brief. | was
originally scheduled to be on this afternoon and
made arrangenments to speak this evening, due to a
conflicting engagenent, and | am now back and | thank
the Conmi ssioners for their indul gence.

| too am speaki ng about Calgary Centre and the
proposed boundary alignnent; as well, I'mgoing to
speak about the nanme of the proposed riding in Calgary
South Centre.

| was born outside the City but I've been raised
inthe Gty since Jack Beakman arrived in Calgary. |
grew up in the riding of Calgary South Centre, what is
proposed to be Calgary South Centre. | attended
ki ndergarten, elenmentary school, and junior high
school in the current Calgary Centre riding. | also
have attended various churches within the riding over
the years. So | have a long association, getting
| onger every day.

The interesting thing is | concur with nost of
the previous presentations insofar as the choice of
the El bow River as a boundary, in that portion of

Calgary Centre, Calgary South Centre that denarks
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R deau Roxboro and those comunities, Parkhill
Britanni a, El boya, and so on.

I lived and grew up in El bow Park and attended
junior high school at R deau Park which is across the
river. Many of ny co-students canme from Ri verdal e and
Britannia into that -- the river was not much of a
boundary is what | was getting at. And that there is
a sense of community, particularly within the
educational institutions and within the church
organi zations there. Christ Church has many
pari shioners fromthose -- that draws fromthat same
area. So | think that that is inmportant.

As well, my observation has been that MaclLeod
Trail nakes a better boundary for two reasons, than
your proposed one that you have been working with.
Perhaps | could have that one brought up, and | wll
speak to it.

The railway -- using the railway which represents
the current alignnent of the boundary here, brings in
the communiti es of Inglewod and Ransay, and they have
much less in common with the areas, the inner city
areas across the river. |In fact, I|nglewod Ransay
ki nd of have a close association, these two
comunities and they're across a riding boundary
arbitrarily by the CPR tracks.

So ny recommendati on would be to use the bank of

the river, down to MaclLeod Trail, and thence along to
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@ ennore. Presunmably that would free up sone

popul ation as well. These areas are largely

i ndustrial and commercial in nature along here, so
don't think there's too much popul ation inpact but it
makes nore sense to ne to include Lakeview -- where am
| here -- down there, into the new Cal gary South
Centre riding, for the sane reasons as it mmkes sense
to not have Calgary South Centre include the comunity
of Pump Hill and -- or not Punp Hill but Bayvi ew and
Eagl e Ri dge, being on the south side of this rather

| arge geographic barrier and natural barrier, the
Reservoir itself. Traffic reports indicate, every
nmorning there is a lot of traffic in this area that
separates these fol k and nost of these people tend to
conmut e downtown from Lakeview naturally. [|f they do
make the rare shopping trip, it's over to Chinook
Centre which is over there so there's a very natural
alignment with the folks who live in Lakeview with the
people in this area, as opposed to having to go and
visit their Menber of Parlianent on the other side of
the reservoir.

So that would be the extent of my comments to the
boundary. Oher than that, | commend the work of the
Conmi ssioners on this proposal. | do hope that you
m ght consi der inclusion of Lakeview and use of
G ennore as the -- to the Elbow River as the easterly

boundary for the rationales that |'ve expressed.
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Secondly and briefly, I will speak to the nane.
My readi ng of history and understanding of history is
that we have claimto a former Prime Mnister from
this neck of the woods, R B. Bennett, during the dirty
'30s, hailed fromthis area and in fact ny
understanding is he resided within the Calgary Centre
riding. For a time he -- considerable length of tine
he was -- his residence was at the Palliser Hote
which is in the heart of downtown Calgary. His
successor law firm of which carries his name, Bennett
Jones, is headquartered here in Calgary. So there is
significant historical sense to perhaps consider the
nane of Cal gary Bennett as an alternative.

My sense is that South Centre rem nds ne of a
shopping centre that's not in the riding. It's
somewhere down in Cal gary Southeast currently. And
think the nane Cal gary Bennett might instill in
el ectors a sense of history and engagenent with the
political process.

So with that | will conclude and defer to any
guesti ons.

KHULLAR: I just have one comment, when
you were suggest naming the riding after a former
Prime Mnister, | thought you were going to say
Calgary Clark or sonething like that.

DAVI D FULTON: A much nore former Prine

Mnister. Wth apologies to M. Cunni ngham
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THE CHAlI RVAN: Well M. Fulton, thanks. | should

just pause to remark that under the provisions of the
El ectoral Boundaries Readjustnent Act, Section 15,
voter equality is our first concern. It is very true
that there are other factors such as history, and
conmunity of interest, and so on and representationa
difficulties to take into account, but we are obliged
by law to strive to create constituenci es which
conformas closely as reasonably possible to the
provincial quota, and that is 106, 000.

So we get letters from sone people, for exanple,
who say there isn't one solitary reason in the world
why you shoul dn't have ei ght absolutely equal ridings
inthe Gty of Calgary and you know, it is a rather
unsophi sticated view, it may -- it certainly is
arguable but it is not that easy to create sensibly
shaped geographi cal ridings which observe such things
as natural boundaries and artificial ones and so on in
an urban centre because you have got parks, and you
have got industrial pockets, and you've got all kinds
of things which affect the population. Al though we
strive to cone close to the quota, we can't al ways
make it and we have to | eave all owances, as we pointed
out alittle earlier, for expansion in different
areas. It is fine to create ariding in a stable
area, that is stable in terms of popul ati on changes,

which is close to the quotient, but it is quite
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another matter to do that in Cal gary Southeast, for
exanpl e, which we know is going to keep novi ng and

novi ng and novi ng.

VMR, DAVI D FULTON: And | do appreciate that and
that is why | suggested MacLeod Trail and the
trade-off with I ngl ewood Ransay in favour of Lakeview.
That's the only comment | woul d nmake.

THE CHAI RVAN: That's very nice of you to
cone and | eave us those thoughts, as well as your
witten material, and we'll certainly take it into
account .

MR, DAVI D FULTON: Thank you.

THE CHAI RVAN: Now, | adies and gentlenen, |
think it is probably time for a 15 mnute break and we
see that M. Roger G bbons has just conme in and we
will, if he has tine to conpose hinself between now
and the end of 15 minutes, we'll call on him next.

( ADJ OURNIVENT)

THE CHAI RVAN: | amremss, | did not ask
peopl e to be careful about the speed at which they
spoke because what you say is being taken down
verbatimand it's very hard on the reporter if we
speak too quickly, if not inpossible.

So M. Roger G bbons, please?

MR ROCER G BBI NS: Vel |, thanks for the

opportunity. | think I'mhere because | did a simlar

presentation for the Al berta Provincial Electoral
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Boundari es Commi ssion and in that case | was concerned
about a particular issue and that was to nake sure
that the new urban reality of Al berta was effectively
reflected in the decisions of the Al berta Provincia
Conmi ssion. | suspect that your concerns today are a
little bit different fromthat and so what | will do
is just pick out six or seven things which | think may
be of great irrelevance to your own deliberations and
then | would be happy to take any questions that you
m ght have. | won't go on at any |length then about
the -- this new urban reality except to underscore its
i nportance in understanding the future of the Province

and in fact, the existing denographic reality of the

Provi nce.
In the past -- | think this is a fair
statenment -- Electoral Boundary Comm ssions seened to

play a nore defensive role in terms of protecting
rural conmmunities fromthe onslaught of urbanization.
And | guess the npbst general point | would like to
nmake is that | think this is doing or has done sone
danage to the representation of the urban vote and the
urban vote has sinply becone so much nore inportant,
gi ven the dom nant roles of cities within the new
econony.

The second point | would make is that in the
past, the argument was made that rural representation

was a nore demandi ng exerci se on Menbers of Parlianent
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than was representing urban ridings. W put a |ot of
enphasis on the size of rural ridings and a | ot of
enphasis on the difficulty that MPs had in interacting
with their constituents. M suspicion here is that
reality is now reversed and that urban ridings are now
in fact as difficult, if not nmore difficult to
represent than rural ridings. The problemis not one
of geography; the problemis one of social conplexity.
Urban ridings sinply represent a far nore conpl ex
denographic ethnic racial linguistic situation for
Menbers of Parliament than do rural ridings, and that
the chal l enges faced by MPs in trying to speak for an
urban constituency, the problens are really very
acute, and | think now the representational task for
urban MPs is if anything greater than the
representational task of rural MPs who speak for a
nor e honobgeneous constituency.

The third point is that in the past we assuned
that urban and rural voters brought to the ball ot
quite a different set of values, aspirations,
political interests. It is becom ng increasingly
difficult to find significant differences in values,
in attitudes, in whatever, between urban and rura
voters. W are sinply facing a nore, in an
attitudinal sense, a nore honbgeneous el ectorate, and
certainly when we | ook at urban regions such as the

area around Calgary or the area around Ednonton, it
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gets very difficult to argue convincingly that there
are fundanentally different interests between those
people living w thin municipal boundaries and those
people living outside. This is, | say, particularly
the case when you | ook at the Cal gary environnent and
you | ook at satellite comunities outside Cal gary.
Those comunities are so thoroughly integrated into
the economi c and social life of metropolitan Cal gary
that the distinction, in this case between an urban
and rural voter, is becomng, at least in ny view,
nore and nmore difficult to defend.

| should al so point out here, just as a sort of
denogr aphi ¢ si de-bar, that the regional comunity in
Calgary is quite different fromthe regi onal community
in Ednonton. The City of Ednonton nakes up only about
two thirds of the greater netropolitan popul ati on of
Ednonton. The City of Calgary nakes up close to 90
percent of the greater netropolitan region of Cal gary.
Thi s means that Calgary domi nates the | andscape to a
far greater extent than the Cty of Ednonton does and
Calgary has a very different relationship with the
surroundi ng communities than does the City of
Ednonton. To this point, it has been a somewhat nore
congeni al, although weary relationship, and the Gty
of Calgary and the surrounding conmmunities are engaged
now in a highly productive attenpt to find an

ef fective regi onal partnership and that regi ona
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partnership is based on the assunption that there are
no fundanental ly different val ues separating the
smal l er conmunities fromthe Gty of Calgary.

Three last quick points. |If you | ook at the
political debate that is taking place now about the
nature of -- or the inportance of cities, we find that
the termnology that is being used is that of an urban
region. It's used extensively in not only public
policy discussion but in political discourse. People
tal k about an urban region and the reason that that
terminology is used is that there is a grow ng
awar eness that nunici pal boundaries as such, don't
count for a great deal in ternms of how peopl e organize
their own social, cultural or political worlds. That
urban regions are not cotermnous in any sense wth
muni ci pal boundaries. So the Cal gary urban region
probably extends not only as far as Airdrie but
probably extends out to Banff National Park in sone
respects, which is a sort of urban park for the Gty
of Calgary. This nmeans then that as far as, sort of,
the lines on the maps, the argunment is that rmunicipa
boundaries are inportant for the delivery of services
but even there, they' re becom ng |l ess inportant as
people try to organi ze | arger urban regions.

Second | ast point, this is probably a nore
contentious one, but | suspect that for nost citizens,

apart fromparty activists, the actual boundaries that
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are established for urban ridings are of little

rel evance. Mbst urban residents do not live in rea
constituencies. | may live in Calgary Wst or in

Cal gary Northwest but that's a meani ngful constituency
only at the time that I vote. It is not a rea
constituency in terns of how | organize ny life.

don't want to in any way discredit the very particul ar
interest that political activists bring to the draw ng
of boundaries. | think that's a legitimte and
serious interest, but it has to be kept in mnd that
for nost peopl e urban boundaries, constituency
boundaries, are next to irrelevant in ternms of how we
organi ze our political life. In a normal day, | wll
spend a good part of nmy life in three different urban
constituencies and it's only on election day itself
that these cone into bear -- or come into play.

My last point is that when you | ook at draw ng
lines for regional conmunity like Calgary -- and | can
certainly talk about other regional communities -- |
think there is an argunent to be nade for a
distribution format that is nmore pie-shaped than
doughnut -shaped. By this | nean, to ne it is nore
rational to think about constituencies that reach
outward fromthe city centre to bring in parts of the
| arger netropolitan region than it does to try to
think of an outskirts constituency that kind of waps

itself around the netropolitan heartland. The reason
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| argue this is because there is, in fact, a

commonal ity of interest between people living in
satellite comunities and people living in the city
core. In many respects they are the sanme people or at
| east they -- they comute, they work across the sane
econom ¢ and social space. And therefore to ne it
makes sense to have ridings that go -- that reach
outward, if you want, fromthe city core rather than
try to wap thensel ves around that city core.

The thing to note here, however -- and this is,
guess, ny last coment -- is that when the Al berta
Legi sl ature adopted the strategy, not in the current
redistribution but in the recent past, it was the
source of a great deal of controversy in the Province
because it was seen as an attenpt to dimnish the
power of the urban vote, rather than to enhance the
power of the urban vote. That has been the Provincia
| egacy. So the conbination of conbi ned urban and
rural ridings was seen as a strategy for nibbling away
the electoral strength of the cities and therefore
contributing to a rural dom nance of the Provincia
Legi sl ature.

For better or for worse, that's the | egacy that |
think any future El ectoral Boundary Commi ssion
confronts and it is sonething that has to be
confronted head on. So that the argument that this

ki nd of nore pie-shape nbdel is one of enhancing the
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urban electorate is not one that fits neatly with the
experience that Al bertans have had in the recent past
through the distribution of provincial constituencies.
| think that's all | have to say and | would be
happy to answer any questions you night have.
KHULLAR: As you nmay be aware,
Prof essor G bbons, we had -- we have created sone
hybrid ridings in the Ednonton regi on, what we cal
urban, urban ridings, and at the Ednonton hearings
heard quite a bit about how unhappy nmany people were
with that concept because people were focusing on the
nuni ci pal boundari es.

One of the comments or themes that came up quite
often was drawi ng a distinction between an urban and a
suburban voter. |1'mwondering if -- with the prem se
| guess, being if you live outside the city linmits
you' re a suburban voter and not a truly urban voter
and |'ve been trying to grapple with that distinction
and |'mwondering if you could coment on that kind of
di stinction at all?

ROGER G BBI NS: There is certainly a |l ot of
contenporary policy discussion about the difference
bet ween people who live in high density urban

envi ronnents and people who live in suburban
environnents. They bring to politics and to economnics
a sonewhat different set of values. However, the

reality of Canadian cities, particularly Canadi an
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prairie cities, is that the great najority of the
popul ation is in fact a suburban popul ation. Suburbia
begins pretty close to the city cores in areas |ike
Cal gary and Ednonton and extends well beyond the city
boundaries. So to me it is a bit puzzling that one
woul d want to draw a line reflecting the nunicipa
boundary because |I'mnot sure that it, at this point,
represents any real difference in the kinds of
lifestyle, or political values, or economc interests
that people have. | suspect part of what ani mates
this debate in Ednonton is that the communities
out si de Ednonton have a greater denopgraphic weight,
history to them perhaps, than the surroundi ng areas,
constituencies nmight outside -- or the surrounding
conmuni ties m ght outside Calgary -- where the
comunities are of sufficiently small size that they
can't logically see thenselves as the, kind of, the
foundation or the anchor for a Federal riding. So |
guess | find the argunment a little bit difficult to
grasp and |'mnot aware of anything in the literature,
which is not a huge literature, that woul d suggest
that when you draw a line at the nunicipal boundary,
you make a real distinction between people on one side
of the boundary and one on the other side. The
difference is really between, kind of, the high
density core and people living outside the core, but

an awful lot of people Iive outside that core and
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still the municipal boundaries.
KHULLAR: Thank you very much.
BARRY: One of the argunents we heard

in Ednonton was that if we created eight hybrid
constituencies there, it would make it nmore difficult
for the Ednonton region to advance an agenda t hat
reflected, in particular, the interests of the Cty of
Ednont on.

Do you see the interests of the City and that of
the surroundi ng comunities as being that different,
that this would cause a serious probl en
ROGER d BBI NS: | don't believe the
differences are that great. |In fact, there are a set
of interests which | think span the two sets of
conmunities quite well. There's a common set of
transportation interest. There's certainly a comon
interest in the application of Federal policies to the
region. It seens to ne that -- and this is a matter
of particular concern for voters in a Federa
el ection -- that Federal policies seldomapply in a

way that draw sharp distinctions at, nunicipa

boundaries. To nmy mind -- and this may seemlike a
kind of a silly point -- but what counts a |lot are the
nanmes one applies to the ridings. |If one takes the

hybrid ridings and calls them Ednonton somet hi ng, you
are in effect, expanding the perceptual scope or

political power of Ednonton. |f you take those hybrid
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ridings and nane themafter the rural hybrid part, you
perceptual |y appear to be dinmnishing the electora

wei ght or power of Ednonton. My guess is if you had a
riding that was, you know, Ednonton - St. Paul, nost
peopl e would think of that as a riding that was part
of the larger netropolitan comunity which is --
KHULLAR: The regional -- | can't
remenber the nane of the group, the Cal gary regiona
area, and | guess fromyour coments | would take it
that you woul dn't support that type of doughnut type
of riding which would take in Cochrane, go down south
to Ckotoks and Airdrie to the north?

ROGER G BBONS: I guess | nake the follow ng
point. Take two communities |ike Cochrane and

kot oks. They both have a very conplex and i nportant
relationship with the City of Calgary, in terms of
popul ation nmobility, in terns of service delivery, in
terns of the transportation |inkages, and so that
relationship is a very inportant one but it's
primarily a bilateral relationship between Cochrane
and Cal gary, between Okotoks and Calgary. And Ckot oks
and Cochrane may share, to sone degree, a sort of a
common set of problens but really the relationship

bet ween those two communities is not -- pal es beside
the relationship they have with the Gty of Calgary.
So ny intuitive sense is that Menbers of Parlianent

that were forced by the nature of the riding to
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represent both parts of suburban Cal gary and kot oks,
or parts of suburban Cal gary and Cochrane, would be in
a better position to represent this conplex bilatera
rel ationship than would an MP who is charged with
representing kind of the surrounding -- the
surroundi ng doughnut. So | understand the argunent
for the doughnut representation but to nme it doesn't
go to the core of those very inportant bilatera

rel ationships that are all around the Cty. And so
having an MP who is able to straddl e that

relationship, | think, would make nore intuitive sense
to nme than an MP who had to, sort of, circle around
that netropolitan centre.

CHAI RVAN: M. G bbons, speaking of MPs
straddling relationships, we hear fromtinme to tine, a
rather disquieting argunent -- at least it is

di squieting to ne because it raises the spectre of
ghettoi zation, if you like -- with $400,000 houses as
wel |l as ny poor people, to put it in the vernacul ar

| don't have a very charitable reaction to that
frankly but I would be interested in hearing what you
say?

ROGER G BBONS: I don't have a very clear
response but let me try and back into one. There is
no question that Al berta cities, and probably prairie
cities as a whole, have distinct pockets of high and

| ow i ncone residents. Fortunately, however, those
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pockets are al nost never of an order of nmagnitude that
woul d be reflected in a Federal electoral district.

W' ve devel oped, | think to our credit, a style of
residential devel opnent that tends to mix incones to
some degree. | understand and have some synpathy with
the argument that the political voice of |ow incone
fam lies mght be reduced in some way if the riding

al so i ncorporates upper incone famlies which are
endowed with other kinds of political resources that
are pretty inmportant. But | guess fundanentally I

fall back on the belief that the pattern of housing is
sufficiently diverse within Federal constituencies and
that again, | would prefer a situation -- and this is
a preference not an enpirical fact -- | would prefer a
situation where Menbers of Parliament had to cone to
grips with social diversity within their ridings,
rather than having that social diversity reflected in
conpetition among MPs within the House of Commons. |
can under stand how peopl e woul d argue different ways
but | just prefer bringing that diversity into play
within the internals of the nmental world of Menbers of
Parliament .

CHAI RVAN: And for the same reason,
suppose, you would prefer that the Mayor of St. Al bert
woul d be obliged to cooperate with his counterpart in
the City of Ednonton when it comes to obtaining

Federal funds for transportation |inks between his
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much smaller city and the City of Ednonton. They are,
after all, facing the sanme reality and it's one of
noney for transportation.

ROGER G BBONS: I would hate to speak for the

Mayor of St. Albert but --

CHAI RVAN: I just use that as an
exanpl e.
ROGER G BBI NS: | appreciate that. M guess

here is that it will be the large urban centers that
will drive the Federal engagenent, at |east over the
next decade, with the cities, if we are going to see a
greater Federal engagenent. And if | was representing
a smaller community on the edge of Ednonton or the
edge of Calgary, | think I would prefer to ride the
coattails of Calgary or Ednonton, rather than try to
establish ny own nore effective -- ny own bil ateral
relationship with the Federal Governnent. So | guess
I would -- I find it difficult to believe that in
negoti ations or relationships with the Federal

government that snmaller conmmunities woul d sonmehow | ose

out by being forced into the -- sort of, into the arns
of the larger nunicipalities. | don't think that's

t he case.

CHAI RVAN: What about the contrary, does

the city have anything to | ose?
ROGER d BBI NS: I don't believe so. I'ma

little bit hesitant here because if you work through a
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whol e set of issues, you may find sonme in which the
political scales sort of shuffle -- adjust a little
bit. For exanple, the issue of honel essness is an
i ssue that affects inner cities to a | arger extent
than it does the satellite comunities that surround
them So you might expect that large cities night
pl ace nore enphasi s on honel essness. They m ght place
nore enphasis on an urban aboriginal agenda. They
m ght place nore of an enphasis on public housing. So
then the question is, wuld that enphasis be watered
down to sonme extent by hybrid ridings or by
surroundi ng constituencies?

Yeah, yeah, to a degree. To a degree it m ght,
but I'mrelatively confortable with the politica
wei ght and capacity of the mnunicipal governnents to
carry that agenda, and if they are able to add in the
denogr aphi ¢ wei ght of the surroundi ng comunities,
don't think that undercuts their political weight. So
if I was the Mayor of Calgary and | was able to speak
for 1.1 mllion people as opposed to 900,000, | don't
think that would hurt. But again, you could find
i ssues on which you could nake either argunent, but on
bal ance, | don't see it as something that shifts the
bal ance of power significantly.
CHAI RVAN: Yes, just for the benefit of
the audi ence who might not be fanmiliar with what we're

referring to in Ednonton, Ednonton is surrounded by
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ei ght sizeable communities, sonme very sizeabl e ones,
within very close proximty, which have a popul ation
in total of exceeding 180,000 so there is two ridings
there. And so, you know, the question is whether you
create a couple of, sort of, wap-around ridings --
and that's been done, by the way, and found wanting in
Ednonton. They used to have a riding that w apped
around the north side of it and that's been done away
with so that was just the context, |adies and

gentl emen, of the discussion -- and so whether you try
to nake discreet ridings out of those satellite places
or you try to incorporate theminto the Gty of
Ednonton, in the Federal sense. W' ve been accused of
pronoti ng creeping annexation in Ednonton and so on --
an accusation which conpletely ignores the fact that
the Federal Covernment doesn't have any jurisdiction
inthe field of annexation so --

KHULLAR: And just to expand on that, |
nmean, we haven't done that in Calgary thus far, just
preci sely because of the point of the way the

popul ation is primarily within the runicipa

boundaries in Cal gary, but who knows what 10 years
will bring.

CHAI RVAN: I ndeed, who knows? We hear
about Bal zac being annexed and what next, Airdrie?
ROGER d BBI NS: Well, there is no question

that the history of municipal regional governnents in
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Ednont on and Cal gary has been very different, and

Cal gary has pursued a policy of annexation that
Ednonton hasn't, and the recent attenpts to establish
a regional -- kind of, a regional government systemin
Ednont on have not progressed very snoothly. So it's
not -- doesn't surprise nme that your own deliberations
are caught up in these very different histories.

think that is unavoi dabl e and understandabl e.

CHAI RVAN: I, for one, amvery gratefu
for your attendance today, sir, and |'m sure ny

col l eagues will join me in thanking you for bringing
to us a very informed and expert point of view

hope that you'll perhaps continue wth hel ping us

t hroughout the rest of our |abours.

ROGER d BBI NS: I woul d be pleased to do so.

Thank you very much for the opportunity.

BARRY: Thank you.
KHULLAR: Thank you very much.
CHAI RVAN: Thanks. |'mgoing to call on

the nanme of M. Gary Bobroff, who was schedul ed as
speaker nunber six but didn't respond?

And that brings us then, |adies and gentlenen, to
the end of our program | want to thank you very,
very for coming today. You are a sophisticated
audi ence and you have left us with nmany excel |l ent
suggestions. W are reconvening tonight at 7:30 to

hear nore of the sanme -- well, not exactly the sane.
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Wel cone please to our -- this Calgary Public Hearing
of the Federal Electoral Boundaries Conm ssion. The
pur pose of our neeting here tonight is to consider the
proposal which we have published in this formand a
copy of which you probably have; if you don't have
you can get one fromour staff. It also canme out in
summary formin the major newspapers in this handout
and | also reconmend to your reading a booklet called
Representation in the House of Commons, which the
secretary has available for your use, if you want it.
We -- the proposal is on the Wb. The address is up
t here.

Let me introduce the Conmission. M nane is
McCallum |'ma judge of the Court OF Queen's Bench
of Alberta in Ednonton. To ny right is Ritu Khullar,
a practicing Lawer in Ednonton; and to ny |eft,
Donald Barry, who is a Political Scientist teaching at
the University of Calgary. Mranda Petryshyn is the
Conmi ssion Secretary, the first lady on the left, and
next to her is O ga Koval, our reporter. And
Dawn Mat hews is our Ceography Expert from QGtawa. You
can tell that because she has her nose in a book ful
of maps.

The process is as follows. W are an independent
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Conmi ssion acting under the authority of the Federa

El ectoral Boundaries Readjustnment Act of 1985. W are
free frompolitical influence or adnministrative

i nfluence of any kind. W are expected to interpret
and apply the law and to serve the public interest and
we do so necessarily by conpeting and deci di ng between
conpeting interests. So it follows that we can't nake
everybody happy. W take the general context of
things, the big picture, so if a particular point of

vi ew whi ch you advance is not adopted by us, please
understand that we can't please everyone.

Each submi ssion that is nmade to us, however, you
may rest assured, will be evaluated carefully and will
receive the attention which it deserves.

The final word is ours in the process but the
process is consultative. W nust follow the | ega
gui del i nes set out under Section 15 of the Act in
produci ng our proposal. W have done this, and as
said, that is it.

We hol d public hearings next, of which this is
one. W are alnost finished our work. We will be
t hrough our public hearings by Thursday of this week.

We change our proposal naturally, if we deemit
advi sable in view of what we have heard, and then we
prepare our report, which is sent to the Speaker of
the House of Commpns. He transmits it then to the

Conmittee of the House for consideration by the
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anent. As a result of their input,

can again revise our report.

The final report which we nake is sent to the

Chi ef El ectoral

Oficer, who drafts a Representation

Order, and it then goes for proclamation to the

CGovernor in Council.

This is al

to be done by July of 2003. [If an

election is called before then, it will be -- before

July of 2004, it wll

exi sting boundari es.

be argued on the basis of the

So there is a year after the

proposal becones | aw before it can be -- the new

boundari es can be used in an el ection.

The obj ect of the subm ssions today | adies and

gentl ermen is el ectoral

boundary readjustnent and it

not the redistribution formula, which allocates the

nurmber of seats to each Province.

There is widespread interest in this subject

natural ly, and we have received many subm ssions on

that account, so for that

the matter briefly to you,

reason only, | will explai

but I nmust say that it is

not open for discussion at this neeting.

If you have reference to that little book that

referred you to,

this one here, it describes the

hi story of the redistribution formula in full and it

is nost interesting.

VWhat they do is start with 282 seats which

exi sted in 1985.

From t hat

is taken the 3 northern

we

is

n



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

74

seats of Nunavut, the Northwest Territories, and the
Yukon, |eaving you 279. That nunber is divided into
the popul ati on of Canada as at the |last Census, 2001
and it gives you a national quotient, which is then
divided into the provincial -- population of each
Province, to give you the nunber of seats, the
theoretical nunber of seats.

There are two clauses which might nodify that.
The first is the Senatorial clause of 1915, which says
that any Province shall have no fewer seats than it
had Senators in 1915.

And the second one is the G andfather clause
whi ch says that no Province shall have fewer seats in
the House of Commons than it had in 1976, during the
33rd Parlianent.

For our purposes, we need only renenber that
Al berta has a population of 2.9 mllion, it has 26
seats now, it is entitled to 28 in the next
Parliament. The provincial quotient, which is the
average per riding, is 106, 243 peopl e.

Under Section 15 of the Act we are required to
create electoral districts which conme as reasonably
cl ose as possible to that provincial quotient, that is
the primary objective. It's the equality of the vote,
is the primary objective. As well, we nust consider
factors like the conmunity of interest, community of

identity, the history of the riding, things |like that.
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The historical pattern nust be taken into account, but
in the end, of course, and barring unusua

ci rcunst ances, our ridings should conformas cl ose as
possi ble to that anpbunt -- that nunber of people.

During -- the hearing procedure for this evening
will be this: Each speaker will be entitled to 15
mnutes tine limt and when there is 3 mnutes to go,
the Secretary will hold up a sheet of paper warning
you that tine is about to expire. W can intervene in
your presentation at anytime for clarification
purposes but we will try to | eave you make your
presentation without interruption, if possible.

If you |l eave us time between the end of your
remarks and 15 m nutes, you can ask us questions which
we'll try to answer at that tinme. |If we can't answer
them we will sinply take theminto consideration

I will have to enforce rel evancy. There is many
topics surrounding this matter which people like to
bring up but they're not necessarily our business, so
we will just have to stick to our own business this
eveni ng.

Again, | refer you to page one of our proposa
which really describes what our work is in sunmary
form

W can't take any questions or representations
fromthe floor.

And our first speaker this evening is -- and
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pl ease speak slowy enough so that the reporter can
get everything you say, otherwise it is very difficult
for her and if the speakers will approach the podi um
pl ease, and speak into the mcrophones.

Now, if | can find my agenda, |I'Il tell who is up
first.

M. Allan Kiernan?
ALLAN KI ERNAN: Thank you, M. Chairman
Conmi ssi on Menbers, for the opportunity to address the
Commi ssion on the matter of Federal electora
boundaries. Since | have prepared quite a detailed
witten submssion, | wonder if it be appropriate if |
just highlight the pertinent points init --
CHAI RVAN: I ndeed it woul d
ALLAN KI ERNAN: -- rather than read the
submi ssi on.

Basi cally, my subm ssion has three nmmjor points
that | would like to nmake with the Conmi ssion

Firstly, to urge the Conmission to strive for a
closer tolerance in the population of ridings in
Al berta than is in the proposal that's been put
forward

Secondly, to ask the Conmi ssion to consider
deviating froma strict adherence to the nunicipa
boundaries for the City of Calgary in order to give
the residents of Calgary nore equitable

representation.
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And thirdly, to offer sone specific suggestions
for the boundary adjustments in Cal gary Sout hwest
where | amresident.

Qur Federal Census was taken about a year ago and
it must -- the results of this Comm ssion nust prevai
for another 10 or nore years. | believe that the
Conmi ssion should try and narrow the gap now, since
popul ati on does change and probably grow. | think
right now -- plus or mnus 5 percent tolerance would
be a good target and |'ve attached a table here that
i ndicates that 14 of the 28 proposed ridings exceed
plus or minus 5 percent. | think it would be
certainly theoretically possible to take the map of
Al berta and split it up into 28 geographical areas
with al nost exactly 106, 000 popul ation in each one.
Devi ating too nuch from that underni nes one of the
basi ¢ tenets of denbcracy which is representation by
popul ati on.

In particular, on a broad scale, | would like to
draw your attention to the Grande Prairie - Peace
Ri ver riding proposed, which has approximately 115
percent of the provincial average, conpared with
At habasca - Fort McMurray, which has only 83 percent.
These two ridings are really quite simlar. They're
huge ridings in northern Alberta. One city dom nates
the popul ation of each of those ridings. There is not

a tremendous difference between the two and yet the
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proposal neans the voter in the Grande Prairie - Peace
Ri ver district would only have 73 percent of the
voting power of the person in the Fort MMirray
district. | don't think that that's, in ny view,

cl ose enough.

As you are no doubt aware, the popul ati on of
Al berta increased by about 17 percent since the |ast
Census, and while it may not continue at that rapid
growmh, it mght be wise to try and design the
boundaries to maintain some equity over the |ifespan
of the boundaries rather than have them start out out
of whack and then grow even further out of whack

And |'ve attached a table that shows by this
point in time, we have ridings that are 10 percent
bel ow where they should be and other ridings which are
30 percent above. So that gives again, a huge, in the
later life of the boundaries, gives a huge divergence.

We know that inner city ridings are not going to
grow appreci ably, whereas the boundaries of the cities
and the urban areas are where the grow h and
popul ati on occurs.

So, in summary, ny first suggestion is that, just
that we should try and reexam ne some of the |ess
popul ated ridi ngs and sonme of the nore popul at ed
ridings and try and get thema little closer

Secondly, | would Iike to address the overal

representation of the City of Calgary. |'ve attached



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

79

a table which indicates that Calgary is under
represented by an average of about 3 or 4 percent.
Ednont on seens to be, sort of, bang on, and the rest
of the Province is over represented by 3 or 4 percent.
| also note that in Cal gary, the Comm ssion seens to
honour a strict adherence to the municipal boundaries
of the City of Calgary, whereas in Ednonton there
doesn't seemto be any such predisposition towards
drawi ng the boundaries. |If that restriction was
renoved in Calgary and sonme of the boundaries included
some of outlying areas that border the Cty, it would
be possible to give Calgary voters nore equa
representation. It can't be done within the Cty of
Cal gary because if you add one nore seat in Calgary,
that would put Calgary far under the representation
So the only way it can be done is to bring in sone
outlying areas such as is done in Ednonton

Finally, 1've got some specific recomendations
with regard to my own constituency, Calgary Sout hwest,
and they are in the witten nmaterial. | think the
northern boundary of the constituency shoul d be
adjusted to follow the north shore of the El bow R ver
and d ennmore Reservoir in the westerly part. This
woul d bring the district of Bayview back into Cal gary
Sout hwest where it has always been. Wth any |uck
that would be this area just right in here. The

boundary now fol |l ows down here and right up the niddle
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of the Reservoir and the proposal cuts these, oh, 150
houses or so out of Calgary Southwest. And they
actually -- the Community Association is called
Pal | i ser, Bayview, Punp Hill, so they -- all these
three communities are in the sane Comunity
Associ ati on, sanme schools, churches, etcetera, serve
t hem

The second change | woul d suggest is that the
area, again, of Eagle Ridge in here, Chinook Park and
Kel vin Grove be brought back into Cal gary Sout hwest.
Agai n, they have been there for sone -- historically.

And ny third major suggestion is that MaclLeod
Trail be used as the -- if I could pick it out here --
as the boundary right through the riding. | believe
it goes right down here. That would take this part,
Fairview, and put it back into Cal gary Southeast.

Those three suggestions are all based on |oca
know edge and | ocal Community Associations and
relationships within the community. Now, they would
add sorme to the popul ation of Calgary Sout hwest and
put it even slightly nore over the provincial quotient
and ny earlier suggestion of incorporating sonme rura
areas into the ridings woul d overcone that. The
riding could be nmoved up fromthe southern City of
Cal gary boundary.

That, in a nutshell, summarizes ny feelings on

it. | would be pleased to answer any questions or --
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THE CHAI RVAN: Well, M. Kiernan, thank you
very much. That is very good work, | must say, and it
will prove to be nmost useful to us, | think. |'m

going to ask my coll eagues to speak to sone of the
specific matters that you raised concerning the Gty
of Cal gary but speaking of G ande Prairie - Peace

Ri ver and At habasca - Fort McMurray, it is obvious to
anyone the great disparity and the relatively |arge
devi ation present in those ridings, but you will know
fromreading the Statute that up to 25 percent is
permitted wthout invoking any extraordi nary
circunstances, so we are well within that. W're not
well within what we would like to be. W were aimng
for 10 percent. You said it should be possible to
craft ridings at 5 percent and indeed it is, but we
think that 5 percent is cutting it too lowto
accommodate growth which will occur between now and
the next Census, and that is true of many ridings,
particularly in Calgary, which is growing at such a
rate and to the west of Calgary. |If you don't set
themtoo low -- | nmean, if you don't set them say,
between 5 or 10 percent lower at a mininmm you know
very well they are going to be way over by the tine
the next Census comes around and, of course, who knows
how many el ections will be held in that interval. So
the people's vote will be diluted if it becones too

popul ous in the interim
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Now as to Athabasca - Fort McMurray, we have no
concerns about that at all. It is 88,000 or something
now, and Fort McMurray is growi ng at a phenonenal
rate. W have every confidence that within a few
years, even if the projections are half net, it wll
be up to the provincial quota.

Fort McMurray - Athabasca area is quite
different with respect to Peace River. There is a |ot
of farmand in the Grande Prairie - Peace River area
extending all the way up to High Level. That is not
the case at all on the eastern half of the Province.
There is nothing but bush there, right from
Lac La Biche up to the Northwest Territories border
basi cally, except for the City of Fort McMirray. It
is growing so fast that it will carry the whole area
withit.

Now, our real problem of course, is over in
Peace River and Grande Prairie. You can't do w thout

ei ther one of those ridings, the cities, wthout

maki ng a constituency which is far too snmall, |ike 50
percent too small. And if you include themboth, with
their natural trading areas and given -- bearing in

mnd the isolation of the entire Peace River bl ock,
you have a riding which is bigger than we would Iike,
but for the life of us, we couldn't conme up with
anyt hi ng better.

If you have a better suggestion, we are all for
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it. So that is our problem | don't know what's
going to -- | think what we thought fromtalking with
the Northerners that the only solution to this wll
ultimately be a connector which goes across the
Provi nce from Peace River to Fort McMurray. That
woul d enabl e you to have a northern riding, say, in
the northern one third of the Province which would be
popul ous enough and whi ch woul d be manageable in terns
of representation. And then you' d have anot her one
bel ow that and then you'd get into the Ednonton area.
So eventually that will happen, we hope, but it
hasn't happened yet and w thout a road east and west,
it's just conpletely inpossible. There was a riding
up there at one tinme which included both Fort MMirray
and Peace River, and if sonebody told ne to hold a
constituency meeting, you would drive four and a hal f
hours from Peace River to Athabasca or from Fort
McMurray to At habasca and the two sides woul d neet
there and then you'd have the neeting and then you'd
go four and a half hours, each of them back hone
again. So it was wildly inpractical and that's gone
forever, but that's what the future holds, we hope.
ALLAN Kl ERNAN: So you' ve provided for sone
growm h, anticipated growth in Fort McMirray then --
CHAI RVAN: Lots, and there will be lots
by all accounts -- 23, 000.

ALLAN Kl ERNAN: There was consi derabl e growh
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in Gande Prairie with the |ast --

CHAI RVAN: Oh, yes, and that's not a
good thing for us -- | nean, it's a problem but there
is just no place to put it outside of Fort MMirray
because, you see, between the Wapiti River and the

At habasca River, there is again a vast expanse of
bush, nothing but, no people.

ALLAN KI ERNAN: Oh, Fox Creek is in there.
lived there for a couple of years

CHAI RVAN: Fox Creek is there, that's
right. But Fox Creek fits well enough in the

Yel | owhead riding, we think anyway. So that's one
point and now | just defer to ny coll eagues to address
your concerns about Cal gary.

KHULLAR: I just have one question and
then 1'Il turn it over to ny colleague, M. Barry.

You had commented on the fact that we foll owed the
muni ci pal boundaries in Calgary, whereas we didn't in
Ednont on, and one reason for that is the growth
patterns in Calgary and Ednonton are very different.
Most of the growth in Calgary is within the nunicipa
boundari es and in Ednonton nuch of the growh is in
the surroundi ng areas.

ALLAN KI ERNAN: St. Al bert and Sherwood Park.
KHULLAR: Sherwood Park and there's a
nunber of large centers. But |I'mintrigued by your

conment and |' m wondering what outlying areas, what
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areas outside of Calgary would you think should be
part of -- if we were to consider doing simlar type
of ridings in Calgary, did you have specific areas
that you thought would be appropriate to be included?
ALLAN Kl ERNAN: Well, certainly west of the
Cty, west of the city Iimts. Now, nost of those
people work in the Cty, their children, a |lot of
them they certainly get hospitalization in the Gty,
there are schools, high schools out there so the
children don't go to high school inthe Gty --
KHULLAR: So do you nean as far as
Cochrane then or help ne out?

ALLAN KI ERNAN: No, not as far as Cochrane
but basically between Cochrane and Calgary city
limts, there is quite a population there. And then

sout h towards Ckotoks, again, a lot of the people

there -- kotoks serves as a bedroom comunity to
Cal gary and --
KHULLAR: So including kotoks to the

south then?

ALLAN KI ERNAN: Yes, you could go both
directions. You could add to MacLeod in the south and
t he west.

KHULLAR: Not -- that is sonething we
can consi der and obviously those popul ation taking a
centre |ike Ckotoks out of MacLeod will affect

MacLeod's nunbers and so forth but I'mjust curious to
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what you had in m nd?

ALLAN Kl ERNAN: And that was the genera
area. | don't think you could go as far as Airdrie in
the north. There is still quite a gap there. And

nost of the growh is within the city limts to the

nort h.

KHULLAR: Thank you. That hel ps e
out .

BARRY: We had sone sense that our

proposals for Calgary South Centre, Southwest and so
on, weren't being greeted with overwhel mi ng approval
so we had started working on a revised map, and if we
can bring it up, you will see that either you read our
m nds or we read yours, because they are remarkably
simlar.

W have the southern boundary of Cal gary South
Centre now running along dennore Trail and we've used
the CP tracks as the eastern boundary, and that
creates a constituency with a variance of about 10
percent above the quota. The old -- the proposal that
we circul ated has a variance of about 12, so this
takes it down a little bit and all ows perhaps for a
little bit of growh in the centre of the City if that
is comng. That gives you an indication of what our
thinking is right now, about how it should go.

ALLAN Kl ERNAN: That gives ne some confort on

the local introspective. WlIl, thanks very much. |
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You do your best work

come up and take pot shots at it.

In Calgary you feel Iike

you're witing the boundaries in water

KHULLAR:

M. Kiernan.

ALLAN Kl ERNAN

CHAI RIVAN:
And, | think,

M. Barry Rust?

KHULLAR:

BRUCE MCDONALD:

is Bruce McDonal d.

CHAlI RVAN

ski pped over you.

BRUCE MCDONALD

not be very |ong,

and

Thank you very much,

Thanks.
Thank you.
if | have the right one,
What about Bruce MDonal d?

And | didn't, sorry, ny nane

Sorry, M. MDonald. Yes, |

G ven the revised map, | may

have this witten submn ssion

|"ve got copies for every nenber of the panel. |

apol ogi ze.

| am you mght just say,

be following M. Tudor

that | had expected to

Beattie, who happens to be a

resi dent of the nei ghborhood, and who is going to nake

hi s own subm ssion on behalf of the Calgary Centre

Federal Libera

Associ ati on,

and | was basically -- he

addressed our Board about a nmonth ago and brought this

matter to our concern.

| can sinply say it's sort of a nonpartisan
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approach, because as M. Beattie knows, |'m not
i nvol ved with the Calgary Centre Federal Libera
Association. So I'mgoing to | eave that.

But mine is a very narrow point because |'mthe
President of Britannia Comunity Association and ny
conments were directed sinply in that context and to
specifically, as it relates to Britannia, and just so
we are clear, Britannia, is the neighborhood that is
bounded on the south by 50th Avenue --

KHULLAR: M. MDonald, there is a
pointer, a |laser pointer, on the little square. Just
push the button.

BRUCE MCDONALD: I"mnot a hi-tech guy, just
bear with ne here. |I'ma |awer. And besides, | need
new gl asses.

But anyway, | think the point is that Britannia
is bounded -- | know I've got this part right -- on
the south by 50th Avenue, on the east by El bow Drive,
and the west by the river, and on the north we are
about two bl ocks south of the Elbow as it goes to the
north there. So we're this little, sort of, bit of a
nei ghbor hood here. And the history of Britannia was
that until 1997, we were part of Cal gary Sout hwest,
and prior to that, we were part of the old Cal gary
Sout h Ri di ng Associ ati on.

In 1997, what happened was the boundary of

Cal gary Centre was noved down to 50th Avenue so we
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then got lunped in with Calgary Centre which, at the
time, didn't cause any particul ar consternation, even
though we had traditionally been aligned nore with the
Bel -Aire, Mayfair, Kelvin Grove, those nei ghborhoods
to the south. The reason being, quite frankly, is
that there was quite a high commonality of interest
and identity so that there was really no issue.

W have becone concerned, | guess, with the
original proposal, which |I understand nmay now be
revised, fromwhat |'ve been told, that Britannia,
along with Mayfair, Bel-Aire, R deau Roxboro, are
going to be put over into Calgary East, which is an
area that really is separated fromus by a | arge
i ndustrial tract, which is basically not got very few
people living there. And so we are sort of a
geographi ¢ orphan, in a sense, to the rest of Calgary
East, whereas we would nmuch nore logically included in
the proposal for Calgary South Centre. And
understand that the -- to their credit -- the Calgary
Centre Liberal Association has got a nore detail ed
analysis on this which we, if |I understand it
correctly, and they haven't changed their nmind, we
woul d be conpl etely supportive of.

But, in light of what | understand is the
revision that this panel is thinking of in terms of
havi ng Britannia and sone of the other nei ghborhoods

| unped into Calgary South Centre, | don't knowif |
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really have anything nore to say, because that was our
mai n concern, as | say.

CHAI RVAN: wll, M. MDonald, I'd -- as
a practicing | awer, you know not to sit down too

qui ckly, assum ng that you've got it mnade.

BRUCE MCDONALD: Ch, | assume nothing. | have
been around | ong enough to know that. So |I'm going to
answer any questions but | was delighted to see the
change there, | nust say.

CHAI RVAN: Well, we just -- thanks to
our very skillful technician, we were able to do
things like this fairly quickly, and we hope it
illustrates our willingness to be accomvodating to
constructive suggestions and -- not to say that that's
going to be the end result.

BRUCE MCDONALD: No, | understand. You have a
| ot of considerations, and ours is a sort of narrow
one, that |I'mrepresenting the nei ghborhood and

guess sonme of the adjoining nei ghborhoods, but there
is a historical pattern that, you know, we have. Qur
nei ghbor hood of Britannia was always in Cal gary South,
and then Sout hwest as that becane a new riding, and
then nore recently in Calgary Centre when they had to
take into account the expansion. But that's also
consistent with the historical pattern of that part of
the City and we really, to my know edge, have never

been lunped in with any of the ridings -- any of the
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districts in Calgary East for any Federal electora
purpose ever, and | don't think we are provincially
ei ther but, of course, we're concerned with the
Federal --

CHAI RVAN: Vell, we did have maps of
comunities | eagues, and so on, at our disposal when
we did our work and we certainly considered that
aspect of the matter. W obviously haven't succeeded
in every case.

Per haps you m ght explain, from your
under st andi ng of the situation, just what the nexus
is, if any, between discreet comunity associations or
nei ghbor hoods, insofar as the Federal electora
districts mght be -- does it do any harm in other
words, for a Federal electoral district to bisect a
comuni ty?

BRUCE MCDONALD: Vell, | think it does. |
think it is preferable for simlar communities be
represented -- if at all possible, if it's fairly
feasible, to be represented in the sane constituency.
Certainly, as | said, that has been the historica
pattern with Britannia in Calgary South and then

Sout hwest and then Centre. | nean, it has all been
part of the similar pattern. And | guess, in terns of
Cal gary, MacLeod Trail is a real dividing line --

CHAI RVAN: Yes, of course

BRUCE MCDONALD: -- in many ways and that --
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and sinmply put, our proposal was going to be that that
woul d be the western nost boundary for Cal gary East
because that is a very logical boundary for a | ot

of -- well, it is a boundary for a lot of things. It
woul d be a very logical one for a Federal riding.

CHAI RVAN: Do you have anything further?
How about you? Thanks, M. MDonal d.

BARRY MCDONALD: Ckay. Thank you. Sorry
about the technol ogy there.

CHAI RVAN: Yes

M. Barry Rust?

BARRY RUST: To the distingui shed Menbers
of the Conmmission, | appreciate the opportunity to
address you on behal f of Calgary Southwest. | do have

a witten subm ssion in three parts, can | give you a

copy?
CHAI RVAN: Yes, please. Thank you
BARRY RUST: Since you have it, | won't

read that but | will expand on a few of the points
that | do nake here.

| do speak to you as the past candidate for the
Li beral party in this riding of Southwest. | was, in
fact, the Inaugural President for the riding of
Sout hwest for the Liberal party, so | was a part of
boundary di scussions on the previous redistribution
and |'ve also spent a fair bit of time with the

provincial parties and the negotiation and di scussion
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of boundaries as well. So | do respectfully submt to
you that | am approaching this with a degree of
hi story at |east and experience in the inmediate area.
| have to say as well that what |'mgoing to say
to you, in part, is going to endorse the subm ssion
made by M. Kiernan and M. MDonald and |'m al so
goi ng to sonmewhat endorse what | anticipate will be
some of the points, at least, | understand in
di scussion with the Calgary Centre group, and | have,
in fact, had discussions with M. Stevenson who will
address you fromthe Alliance perspective, and they
too are naking sonme of the very sane proposals that we
have in m nd
Now, having said that, | was very heartened to
hear M. Barry's remarks with respect to sonme of your
consi dered changes because, to be frank with you, it

al nost hits bang on what | am suggesting to you

My one area of concern -- and it's an acceptable
concern, but | would still urge you very nuch to stay
with MacLeod Trail, as opposed to the railroad tracks,

as an eastern boundary. And M. MDonald identified
fairly well, involving the Britannia comunity, just
expandi ng on how i nportant the demarcation point
MacLeod Trail is, and how people on one side of
MacLeod Trail are inclined to think and act
cooperatively in one manner, and those on the other,

in an equal fashion, but will not have that nuch
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direct association with each other

| was identified to this -- is this the little
gadget that gives you the red light?

In any event, | will |ikew se endorse the --
M. Kiernan's suggestion with respect to Bayvi ew
identify it within my report as an area that will be
isolated into an island reserve and its entire
association is with all of the comunity belowit,
i ncluding the Comrunity Associ ation, but including the
civic ward politics, and including provincial
el ectoral boundaries, and it would really sit all by
itself being bl ocked by a body of water

In the suggestion that | ammaking to you is | do
feel very strongly about Calgary and the growth of
Cal gary and the devel opnent of Calgary along the |ines
of quadrants. Now, | appreciate we are not dealing
with four or five constituencies, but nevertheless, in
south Calgary those distinctions are very, very real
And we have many nenbers of our organization that work
during elections and | consulted with sone; sone took
the liberty of speaking with ne knowi ng that | was
going to address you. But they all, wthout fail
identified the little problemthat exists now and it
refers in part to the existing use of railway tracks,
to those little bits and pieces that sonmehow say
Sout hwest on them but they're in the Southeast riding

or sonet hi ng equi val ent thereof.
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| spoke as well -- | took the liberty of talking
with the Returning Oficer for the riding and he told
me -- and thus again, |I'll underline nmy plea for the
use of MacLeod Trail -- how relieved he was to see the
exi sting boundaries were in MacLeod Trail as opposed
to the railway tracks, for the very reasons that | am
di scussi ng.

But if you take the areas of Fairview and Acadi a,
that southeast section, and lunmp it in with southwest,
then you are magni fyi ng what has been a problem for
the last 20 odd years. Even with the old riding of
Cal gary South, there was still sone problens, despite
the fact we're all one riding, trying to identify how
one area geographically fits with another one.

So there is a long history here of working within
the quadrants in south Calgary and I would urge you to
pl ease consider, with all possibility, the use of
keepi ng sout hwest, southwest, and keepi ng sout heast,
sout heast .

Havi ng said that, of course, | think | amal so
endorsing the position nade by M. MLeod, and | am
expressing the sane concern for what woul d be Cal gary
South Centre people, that they would | ose a part of
their natural southwest area and put over into Cal gary
East .

So |'m suggesting to you that Bayview, Eagle

Ri dge, Chi nook Park and Ki ngsl and shoul d be returned
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to Cal gary Sout hwest, and suggesting that the areas of
Fai rvi ew and Acadi a should go to their rightful place
in Calgary Southeast. And | have identified a
northern boundary of dennore Trail, which | felt was
nmore than workabl e.

| do know that particularly with my equival ent
with the Alliance party, that he questions whether or
not the population will neet your guidelines in
Sout hwest. M nunbers indicate they will. | nust
admit that | didn't prepare them personally. They
were done for nme. But | amassuming at least, that if
in fact we are a little bit shy, you could extend the
boundary northward, but I'mreally going to suggest,
if I could use the Chair's exanple with respect to the
area of Athabasca, | think if you even do a Census
take there now, you would find the nunbers would have
i ncreased sufficiently that it would neet your
targets, and the ongoing growmh of the Gty and the
gromh of this area of the City is such that by the
time 2004, you can al nobst be assured that you would
have those, if, in fact, there is sone question
CHAI RVAN: Woul d you point to the

particul ar area again for ny benefit, please?

BARRY RUST: Certainly. I'mreally
suggesting @ ennore Trail is the area |'midentifying
here, and the -- pardon me, sorry. dennore Trail on

this map woul d be existing up there.
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And that, well, they would coincide exactly with
the map that was brought forward when you nade your
point, M. Barry, about where you were thinking of
nmaki ng the boundary. Maybe |I'm confused there. This
is the northern part that cones through. | guess
was right the first time and | apol ogi ze. Thank you
CHAI RVAN: The purple and grey boundary

woul d be @ ennore.

BARRY RUST: So this woul d be d ennore.
Again, as MacLeod Trail is a very significant point of
demarcation, so is, in fact, Gennore Trail. It's a
huge traffic artery. | think that, for the nost part,

conmunities on either side of it would probably agree
it isin effect, the extent to which they relate to
the other communities. It may not have been the
traditional way but with the expanding growth and the
traffic that that particular area carries, it does
forma significant line for which I think people would
consider it to be a natural point, at least, for a
boundary. And as | said, | do think that the figures
woul d wor k.

Al'so, | would point out to you, again using the
same position that the Chair identified, we are --
announced recently that there will be new undert aki ngs
with respect to prospective extension of the
boundaries of the City of Calgary and annexation, so

that by the time these cone into effect, these m ght
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very well in effect have expanded in any event, so
that if you did consider a further expansion, if you
needed nunbers, that would al so be a reasonable
option.

So with respect, | think that pretty nuch
contains the subm ssion that we have to nake, and the
suggestion, | think, is just sinply that we do have a
tradition of working within the ridings that we have
identified. | think they have a natural affinity to
Sout hwest. Their community affairs or business
affairs, their cultural affairs, for the nost part
coordinate with the other ridings in Calgary
Sout hwest. |'m speaking specifically Bayview, Eagle
Ri dge, Chi nook Park, and Kingsland. And so | think if
these were to be returned to us, | think it would be a
conpact riding and one that is very consistent with
the type of work we do now. W would | ose, of course,
some areas. That is understandable and we know why
that is, but | don't think it would in any way hinder
the ability of the remaining ridings to work together
as a cohesive unit.

KHULLAR: I just want to confirm Dawn,
that's the revised, our revision for the revised
proposal ?

We showed this revised proposal this norning and
one coment this afternoon that was nade to us, and

woul d just |ike your thoughts on it, M. Rust, is the
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Lakevi ew comunity, which | understand is that little
bit just north of the G ennore Reservoir, should, it
was suggested, be put into the riding, the purple
riding, in Calgary West, as opposed to Cal gary
Sout hwest -- Calgary South Centre, sorry. I|I'm
wonderi ng what your thoughts are, having been invol ved
in the area, or whether you think it belongs in the
Sout hwest ?
BARRY RUST: I guess | see Lakeview as
being the flexible part of the presentation here.
Oiginally I had it included, just as you showit, on
the map. The people from Calgary Centre, with respect
to South Centre, were worried that they required it to
get the needed popul ation base, so | ceded to that
request.

| think, frankly, it would work either way. They
have been identified with the ridings on the other
side of the reservoir. Both sonme civic and provincia
politics have included themin the past there, so they
woul d be used to that. On the other hand though, both
37th Street, Crowchild Trail, are very major arteries
for them Mich of that traffic flows directly into
the downtown area, without inpacting on what the rest
of our riding would be. So if | were having a debate,
| could likew se, you know, make an argument on the
other side. | would suggest to you that it is one

though that probably you could use wi thout offending



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

THE

THE

100

any particular -- either the Centre people, or the
South Centre people, or the Southwest people,
dependi ng on how it would work for nunbers and the

accommodati ons that you require.

KHULLAR: Thank you.

CHAI RVAN: Thanks, M. Rust. That's
very hel pful.

BARRY RUST: Thanks very mnuch

CHAI RVAN: M. Tudor Beattie?

TUDOR BEATTI E: Yes, as the agenda indicates

| represent the Calgary Centre Federal Libera
Associ ati on and nany people who participated in the
presentation that 1'mgoing to be making to you are
actually present here in court -- present here in the
hearing room including Janice Capriotti, our
President, M. Al ex Celenzi, Barry Poppenroth, Susie
Di x and Susan Platt, Jarred Lal onde and Juliett
Turnbull. So we formed a Committee and we're very
interested in this matter and of course we represent
what is presently Calgary Centre, although we did
reach out to various comunities and I will be naking
some reference to that.

Now, | don't have a witten subm ssion but | do
have a package which |I'm going to perhaps just take a
monment, if that could be distributed to you? | wll
say it is extremely close to your revised proposal and

I will sinmply nmake sone points that deal with them
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I'mgoing to try and shorten up what | have to say.

Qur maj or concern to begin with -- the package |
have given you starts on the first page with the
present Calgary South Centre, and the next page is the
original revised boundaries, and then the third page
is our proposal which |'ve, with sonme help, had col or
hi ghli ghted. And highlighted in yellowis the part
which is presently in the proposed Cal gary South
Centre and we are recomendi ng that that stay there,
and highlighted in pink is that part of Calgary East
which we are asking be transferred in to Calgary South
Centre, and at the bottomhighlighted in green is that
whi ch we are suggesting be transferred out of Cal gary
South Centre.

Now, we did do some work with the figures from
the civic Census to support what we have to say and |
actually have the figures for the comunities we were
di scussing. | don't have themin nmy package but if
you | ook at the back page of ny package, you will see
that listed, first of all, are the communities which
we list as transfer in, Bel-Aire, Britannia, Elboya,
Eriton, Mayfair, Meadow ark Park, Rideau Park,
Roxboro, Stanley Park and Wndsor Park, and | can tell
you that M. Zelinzi, for the npst part, and to sone
extent nyself, canvassed all of these commnities and
all but one were contacted and all are in favour of

going into Calgary South Centre.
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Then if we go down to the transfer out
conmuni ti es of Eagle Ri dge, Bayview, Kelvin G ove,

Ki ngsl and and Chi nook Park, these are the conmunities
that M. Rust and others were tal king about. They are
all presently in Calgary Southwest, and from what |
can gather, and there has been consultation again with
Cal gary Sout hwest and certainly Cal gary Sout hwest as
it's now constituted, and as far as | know, these
conmunities wish to remain in Calgary Southwest. So
far we are in a situation where there is -- as far as
we can ascertain -- and there was considerabl e
consultation -- community support for this.

Now, the strongest -- the |argest concern that
sort of led to this was the criteria of -- in Section
15 of the Act, asking -- setting out that the
Commi ssion shall consider the followi ng in deternining
reasonabl e el ectoral district boundaries, and (i)1,
the community of interest or comunity of identity in
or the historical pattern of an electoral district in
the Province and what our major concern -- and
M. Zelinzi is going to hold up a map for you which we
did some work on -- is under the present proposal
there is a very large area which is depicted in white
in which there is virtually no population. That is an
industrial area. And then to the east of that is
Cal gary East, and in pink are these nine or ten

conmunities that we are asking to be noved back into
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Calgary -- into Calgary South Centre

So that -- there sinply is this non-residentia
area which separates it and the denographics of the
two areas -- by the two areas, | nean that which is in
pi nk and Cal gary East, are quite different. There is
in pink, generally, have people that do not go to
Cal gary East for work purposes. They go downt own.
And | can tell you that there is just very little
i nteraction between those particular parts. So --
CHAI RVAN: Excuse ne. The white area
depicted is really between the Bow River and the
railroad tracks then?
TUDOR BEATTI E: Yes. We actually picked
MacLeod Trail as our boundary and | don't take a
strong exception to your suggestion of the railroad
tracks, that's -- but, however, we did pick MaclLeod
Trail and that was really as a result of nunbers

So we are suggesting that the western boundary of
South Centre be MacLeod Trail and, of course -- sorry,
the eastern boundary and the western boundary of east
be MacLeod Trai l

But, as | say, there isn't a huge anount of
di fference.
CHAI RVAN: Thanks.
TUDOR BEATTI E: Yes. The other area which we
differ slightly -- and you just discussed this with

M. Rust -- has to do with the areas which -- where is
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this? Here we are. |If we could nove the map just up
a bit? Perfect.

We are suggesting that the southern boundary
actually follow the reservoir, so that this area which
i ncl udes, what | understand is North G ennore Park,

Li ncol n Park, and Lakeview Village, would cone in with

Cal gary South Centre. | nust confess that this was
really because we were going to -- we were working
with the nunbers. And | will just give you the

nunbers as we cal cul ated them on our proposal

On our proposal, Calgary South Centre would
transfer in, under the 2001 civic Census -- and this
can be seen fromthe back page -- 11,449; and fromthe
second back page, we know that Calgary South Centre as
was originally proposed has 119, 163 persons in there.
And on our proposal, the transfer out conmunities in
the 2001 Census, have 9, 622 residents. So under our
proposal, Calgary South Centre would gain 1,827
residents, to increase it slightly to 120,990
residents. Calgary East would sinply |ose residents
under our proposal, a total of 11,449 to one thousand
four eight eight six, and Cal gary Sout hwest would gain
these 9,610 residents, and that would increase their
popul ation to 116, 692.

So | thought it was inportant to just lay out the
exact figures, which we had cal cul ated. As | say,

the -- your proposal certainly neets nost of the
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concerns that our conmittee had expressed and | don't
know if | can add very nmuch. | can tell you that
MacLeod Trail does formnore of an actual boundary
than the tracks, the railway tracks, in sone ways.
There are very few residents between MacLeod Trail and
the railway tracks. There are sone but the type of
conmunity that is there is older and a lot of renta
housing and this type of thing. And while it is
presently in Calgary Centre, | sinply leave that with
you. There isn't a |arge popul ation there.

CHAI RVAN: Wll, M. Beattie, do | take
it then that you would be content to live with a city

riding of 120,000 people, just to start off with?

TUDOR BEATTI E: Well, it's only -- | nean,
under the proposal, it was 119,000 so that was -- it
was in that context, and I would be -- | would ask

take this opportunity to ask the Comm ssion, what,
under your proposal, what would Cal gary South Center's

popul ati on be?

BARRY: It's about 116 --

MATHEWS: It's 117, 223.

CHAI RVAN: Under our published proposal ?
MATHEWS: The variance woul d be 10

per cent .

CHAI RVAN: Yes, the variance is ten. |
don't -- I"'mnot trying to debate the point with you

sir. | just wondered because obviously if you listen
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to M. Beattie, he sees no justification for having
that nuch of a variance.

TUDCOR BEATTI E: Vll, | think you raise a
valid point and to sone extent, you know, we have
worked as a Committee and ' mreluctant to say things
that | haven't consulted with the rest of ny Comittee
on but certainly, | think that it would stand to
reason that to be at 117,000 would be preferable to
bei ng 120, 000.

CHAI RVAN: But it is still better at
106, or even 100, don't you think?

TUDOR BEATTI E: Not if the boundaries as
presently constituted. | can tell you that that was
really the driving force. The nine comunities that
were asking to be transferred in have never -- not,
none of them have ever been involved as part of
Calgary East at any tine. Traditionally they've

ei ther been Calgary Centre, or Cal gary Southwest, or
the old riding of Calgary South. There is sinply no
affinity between those communities and the rest of

Cal gary East and the fact of that |arge industria

area -- which is nore than two kiloneters east to
west -- is what's nost inportant from our perspective.
KHULLAR: | have one question. Earlier
today we heard -- let me step back. One of the

reasons that the variances in the inner city ridings

is higher is because there's not as nuch growth
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happening or in terns of potential for growh going
outward, as in the nore suburban ridings, but we heard
about some | arge devel opment projects arriving in the
east village area and west of Eau Claire, and I'm
wondering if you familiar with those or have any
nunbers or --

TUDOR BEATTI E: Vell, I am | have no
nunbers and | think that the conment has sone
validity. Wile there is very little potential growh
in the established areas to the south and the west,
there is certainly -- and still is -- a lot of

devel opnent taking place in Erlton, and there are
condom niuns in the areas that you were just making
reference to. Having said that, | think | speak for
the Conmttee in saying that the potential growh of
Cal gary South Centre as proposed is not of the sane
magni tude as the areas that will touch the boundaries
of the Cty.

KHULLAR: I have one ot her question
Again, follow ng up on sone of the things we heard
earlier this afternoon. W' ve heard sone comrents
about the nane of the riding, Calgary South Centre,
and I'mjust wondering if you have anything --

TUDOR BEATTI E: Yes, and actually our
original subm ssion which | thought had been m sl aid,
but I will make it, was that it is a feeling of the

Conmittee | represent that Calgary South Centre is a
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perfectly acceptable nane but we were going to try to
nmeddl e with the nane of Calgary North Centre and
suggest that that sinply be changed to be Cal gary
North. There is no Calgary North riding. There is
Nor t heast and Nosehill which cover those areas off and
it was the view of the Cormittee that to have sinply
one riding bearing the nane of Calgary Centre, whether
South went before Centre or not, would be -- would
avoi d confusion. So that was our second subm ssion
CHAI RVAN: | would just like to renark,
M. Beattie, that sooner or later in the growh of a
city like this, the old riding nanes | ose their
currency. North is no |onger north or east, west and
so on, because it has just grown way beyond the
original boundaries. So it doesn't appeal to sone
peopl e and they say that we called sonething Cal gary
North when there is five or six mles of the city
beyond its northern limts of that boundary. So we
are supposed to, according to the Geographi c Nanes
Board of Canada, choose nanes which give an i medi ate
sense of the area which they conprise, and if you use
hi storic names, for exanple, they night nmean sonething
to people in Calgary or southern Al berta, but nothing
to people in the rest of the Canada. So those are the
sort of things we have to concern oursel ves about. W
have a few historic names in Calgary now but we really

don't know whet her to keep them or expand that trend,
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or what to do. So we wel conme any subni ssi ons that
peopl e have to nake in that respect but that is the
difficulty. As boring as it might seemto cal

sonet hing east, west or northeast or northwest, at
least it identifies the area to a stranger

Thank you very much, sir. Very hel pful

And M. Jim Stevenson?

JI' M STEVENSON: Yes, thank you. | want to
clarify that |'m speaking on behalf of nore than just
M. Harper, actually. W had a Conmittee of people
fromthe four ridings because we found when we started
adjusting the southwest riding, that affected the one
next to it, so we had four ridings of the Canadi an
Al'liance get together, the Riding Associations,

Sout hwest, Sout heast, East and Centre, and believe it
or not, we had agreenent. | mean, it's hard to get
politicians to agree on what day of the week it is but
we had all these people agree that our proposal is
sonmet hing that they could go along with 100 percent.

' m al so speaki ng on behalf of the three MPs,
Bepak Qorih for Cal gary East, Jason Kenney for Cal gary
Sout heast, and of course, Chris Steven in Calgary
Sout hwest. So |'m speaking and gi ving you an
indication of all the different ideas that came forth
fromall of these people, plus through a nunber of
nmeetings, plus a lot of constituents who had their

i nput too.
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So first of all, I would like to thank the
Conmi ssion for this opportunity to suggest these
changes to the prelimnary proposals and | would |ike
to conplinment the Comm ssion on how they have come up
with their initial proposals |ike dividing Cal gary
Centre and keeping the hub and spoke principal. |
think that's something that's a tradition here

And | also would like to thank you for avoiding
the tenptation of nere change for the sake of change
as a potential problemwth -- it's a potentia
problemw th redistribution, which I"'mtold is being
conpl ai ned about in two of our nei ghbouring Provinces
so | would like to thank you for that.

| would also like to thank you for |ooking at the
likely growh pattern, rather than just sticking with
the 2001 Census, because the pattern -- the potentia
growmh is sonething that has to be adjusted -- | ooked
at when we are considering the next ten years.

| have some copies of my proposal, so | won't go
through it all. 1'Il just hit on sonme highlights with
this nagi c gadget that Bruce has figured out how to
work with. |'mnot a | awer but maybe | will be able
to work this thing anyway.

First of all, the first point is that --
CHAI RIVAN: No, | think you have that
backwards, sir. If you were a | awer, you wouldn't be

able to work it, as | understood the submni ssion
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MR, JI M STEVENSON: The first thing is MacLeod

Trail, | do agree -- we agree that that's a natural
conmuni ty boundary and we feel that MacLeod Trail
shoul d be used rather than the railway tracks. There
are a couple of apartment buildings, | guess, in
between the two of thembut it is better -- people
recogni ze MacLeod Trail as being the boundary between
sout heast and sout hwest and therefore we are saying
that you should stay with that because peopl e

recogni ze it, but we think that you should be going
with keeping Acadia and Fairview into -- in Southeast,
those two areas.

Now, | think under your proposal -- is this the
new proposal that you've got up here now?

Under this proposal, this is Fairview right here
isn'"t it? Those of you that know the -- we are
suggesting that that should stay in Southeast,

Fai rvi ew here, because Fairview and Acadia are really
one area and |I'll explain to you when | get to Cal gary
East why |'m saying that.

But let's, first of all, we will stick with
Sout hwest and tell you how our boundaries, what we are
recommendi ng and how t hey change the popul ation in
Sout hwest. W are suggesting that MacLeod Trail be
t he boundary on up to 50th Avenue, which is where the
boundary is right now, so -- | guess this, right now

we've got dennore Trail. Under this proposal, that's
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what you' ve got here, right?

So what we are saying is that Southwest should go
up to 50th, come across to the river, and down the
river and through the mddle of dennbre Dam Reservoir
and |l eaving this area here in Calgary Centre.

So that's our proposal for Southwest, it's pretty
straightforward. That changes the popul ation figures
for Southwest from 106,000. On the |ast page of ny
proposal, it shows the Cal gary Sout hwest -- your
proposal is 106,272 and our proposal would be 106, 517
so within a couple of hundred by doing -- going north
here to 50th and leaving this part in Calgary Centre.

So that's -- the other sort of is a side note for
taking the Calgary -- the MacLeod Trail rather than
the railway tracks, as M. Harper said to ne, that he
has trouble finding office space if you take the
railway tracks because the only office space in
Sout hwest is between the railway tracks and MaclLeod
Trail, but I don't know whether that's true or not.

But his options are quite -- are limted by that.

Anyway, that's sort of a side note.

Let's tal k now about Calgary Centre. Cur
proposal on Calgary Centre is that the -- again,
MacLeod Trail be used as the boundary line from50th
Avenue on up north until we hit El bow, the El bow
River, so fromhere we would go up Elbow Trail till we

hit the El bow River, and then follow the El bow R ver
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up to the Bow. So that would take Calgary Centre
use -- it would basically be using -- Calgary South
Centre | should say, using the statistics or your
popul ati on was showing it at 120,700, and under our
proposal it would drop to 117, 103.

So we are saying that this -- as everyone has
said, that there is absolutely no community reason for
having this area in here, which is all industrial
connecting the people that live in naturally in the
Calgary Centre area here. They should stay there as
you've drawn this proposal so there is no need for us
to talk any further about that.

Ransay shoul d, we believe, should stay with
I ngl ewood, Ransay and | nglewod, and | think that's --
is that how -- I'mnot sure whether -- | can't tel
fromthis proposal whether you've got the El bow River
drawing the line there or not -- I'mnot sure how
you've got that area there? So MacLeod Trail -- what
okay, what we are saying is taking MacLeod Trail up
here until it hits the river right here, and then nake
the river as the boundary line. So this here would
stay in Calgary East and that's Ransay, right?

So our proposal is -- yeah, I'"'msure that's
Ransay, isn't it?

Yeah, so our proposal would be follow ng MaclLeod
Trail up here until it hits the river and then using

the river as a boundary to split Calgary South Centre
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and Cal gary East.

Now, let's talk about Cal gary East then, because
of course this all affects Calgary East boundari es and
really, I've told you what the boundary woul d be there
at the north but our proposal would be to have
A ennore Trail -- we'd be coning across from MaclLeod
Trail, across dennore, until you hit the Deerfoot,
and then cone down Deerfoot and have the dividing line
bet ween northeast and -- between east and southeast in
all this open space here.

Ri verbend -- this is Riverbend in here | think
right? Those of you that -- we are saying that
Ri ver bend goes with Lynwood and | see that you' ve got
that sanme proposal in your revised thing here. The
only thing that | think we are adjusting here, from
our proposal, is for you to | eave Fairviewinto the
Southeast. So | think that we are, as the other
peopl e have said, it cones very close

Wth the Cal gary East, your proposal is 115, 000
and our proposal is 114, 800.

And Cal gary Sout heast, your proposal is 104 and
our proposal would junmp it to 109, so they are al
within the boundaries there.

Bef ore, when we were tal king about the
differences -- Calgary East and Calgary South Centre
do not have, we believe, the potential for growth

because Cal gary East, as you're aware, can't grow
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because of the proposed freeway that's to run up and
down here, the city limts.

Now, the City of Calgary is talking about
annexi ng. They just tal ked | ast week about annexing a
section right down through here, but of course, that
will be likely another 10 or 15 years before that
happens, before the growh. So Calgary East is
limted as far as where it can grow. So that is why
we think that it is wise to have the popul ations a
little higher in Calgary East and in Cal gary South
Centre, the way you' ve put themtogether

The only other thing that | wanted to comrent on,
and this is a request of M. Harper and the people in
Sout hwest, is they are requesting a change of the nane
of Calgary Southwest riding to Calgary Heritage. This
riding includes Heritage Park, which is a strong part
of the heritage tradition in the Cty, and we think it
is inmportant that this be recogni zed by the Comm ssion
and represented in Parliament. Also it would help to
reduce sonme of the current confusion between Cal gary
Sout hwest and Cal gary Sout heast. Addi ng anot her
riding with south in the nane, Calgary South Centre,
woul d only increase that confusion. Calgary Heritage
woul d i nmedi ately associate the riding with the
correct area of the city and reduce confusion and
recogni ze Calgary's history and heritage. The idea

has been tested with nany constituents and they
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responded favourably to the new nane.

So in conclusion, we would like to thank the
Commi ssion for its work to date and | ook forward to a
wel | deserved increase in the City of Calgary's
representation in the House of Commobns. W believe
that the changes we have suggested are not only
reasonabl e but woul d constitute significant
i mprovenents to conmmunity representation in the
Conmi ssion's final proposals.

We are convinced that these changes woul d neet
with general support in the comunities which they
woul d inmpact. W are strengthened in this view by the
many coments that we've received and which formthe
basis of this presentation.

Thank you.

CHAI RVAN: M. Stevenson, you just made
one remark there that there was no reason to have the
industrial area with Calgary South Centre

JI' M STEVENSON: Oh, I'msorry, | meant

there's no reason to have the two areas divided the

way the proposal was. |'msorry, | didn't word that
properly.
CHAI RVAN: Oh, | see because the

i ndustrial area has to be wi th sonebody.
JI' M STEVENSON: Yes, that's right. W think
MacLeod Trail. I'msorry if it cane out that way.

I'"'ma little nervous speaking in front of --
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CHAI RVAN: Wll, that's fine. In terms
of popul ation, of course, it doesn't nmean a |ot.
JI' M STEVENSON: No. It was just a big
di vi si on between the two areas of popul ation under the
proposal that was put forward.
CHAI RVAN: Sure. Well, M. Stevenson
thanks very much. W appreciate that. W very nuch
appreci ate, by the way, |adies and gentlenen, the
submi ssion of these witten materials and the naps
which will allow us the luxury of reflection after the
public hearings are over, and | may say that if anyone
wi shes to submt supplenental material in witing to
us, please do it by the end of this nonth. O herw se
we mght have witten it in stone before it gets to
us.

| want to thank everybody for conming. | was very
pl eased to see so nany political activists here
tonight to offer their very rel evant points of view
You, after all, represent the building blocks in the
whol e denocratic process. Thank you very nuch for
conmi ng and for your val uable contributions.

| don't think anybody else is on the nenu so we

can adj ourn.

PUBLI C HEARI NG CONCLUDED
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