
Congratulations!
Today is the day.
For Calgary’s sick children
It’s a brand new day!

The hospital has opened.
There’s nothing to fear.
Just a building that looks like
Lego blocks
with WINDOWS
and sunlight everywhere.

The doctors are brilliant. 
The equipment world class.
There’s even a library,
for parents too shy to ask.

Still, you will say:
“I don’t choose to go there.”
But when life is unfair,
Oh! This is the place to go!

The views are magnificent.
Rocky Mountains over here.
Nose Hill Park on this side.
The river valley down there.

There’s a playground, and
teepees to show we’re on
Blackfoot lands.
Decorated with paint,
from sick children’s hands

Animals are welcome.
Fish tanks adorn halls.
Strategically placed, 
there are SEVEN in all!

If you have to be sick,
Oh! This is the place to go!

It’s a multi-million milestone
for booming Calgary,
one-fifth of which 
came directly from charity.
A mark of our city’s generosity.

From the sign on the door,
to the Edwards’ Sunshine
Room,
the community has built this
place.
And none too soon.

It’s a centre for hope,
where we pray for a cure,
where miracles are possible,
but where nothing is sure.

Still, you will say: “I’d rather be
home.”
But much has been done 
so you don’t feel all alone.

And if your name 
is Sam I Am,
the nurses just might bring you
green eggs and ham!

THE ECONOMIST

Many eastern Canadi-
ans do not think
much of Alberta’s

roaring economic success.
They love putting down their
wealthy western cousins as
loutish rednecks who have the
dumb luck to be sitting on
pools of oil and natural gas.

They do not seem to have
noticed the entire Albertan
economy — not just the en-
ergy sector — is booming,
growing faster than that of
any other province. 

Maybe, with this kind of
surging growth year after year,
something more than a lucky
inheritance is involved. It
could be that Albertans are ac-
tually doing some things right
in building their economy.

Many educators acknowl-
edge that, over the past 30
years, Alberta has quietly
built the finest public educa-
tion system in Canada.

The curriculum has been
revised, stressing core sub-
jects (English, science, mathe-
matics), school facilities and
the training of teachers have
been improved, clear achieve-
ment goals have been set and
a rigorous provincewide test-
ing program for grades 3
(aged 7-8), 6 (10-11), 9 (13-14)
and 12 (16-17) has been estab-
lished to ensure they are met.

It is all paying off.
Alberta’s students regularly

outshine those from other
Canadian provinces: in 2004
national tests, Alberta’s 13-
and 16-year-olds ranked first
in mathematics and science,
and third in writing. 

And, in international tests,
they rank alongside the best
in the world: in the OECD’s
2003 PISA study, the
province’s 15-year-olds scored
among the top four of 40
countries in mathematics,
reading and science.

Elsewhere in Canada, espe-
cially British Columbia and
Ontario, dissatisfaction with
public-school standards is in-
creasingly driving parents to
pack their children off to
private schools.

Over the past decade, the
proportion of students in such
schools has risen by 20 per
cent in Canada as a whole,
and double that in Ontario.
But the private system does
not have the same appeal in
Alberta, where some 80 per
cent of parents say they are
happy with the public
schools.

This is especially true in the
province’s capital of Edmon-
ton, which is noted for its in-
novative system stressing
choice, accountability and
competition. 

Funding there is based on
the number of students in a
school. Each school controls

its own budget, spending
money on its own educational
priorities (such as improving
aboriginal student results),
while following the provincial
curriculum.

Students are free to (and 57
per cent do) attend any school
in the city, not just in their
own neighbourhood. 

They can seek out schools
specializing in the arts,
sports, leadership skills,
girls-only education, aborigi-
nal culture, Mandarin and
many other alternative pro-
grams — or simply choose
the schools with the best aca-
demic results. 

Students in every grade are
tested annually and their
scores published.

The results are also used to
improve teaching. 

There is currently a city-
wide push to ensure all chil-
dren in Edmonton can read
competently by Grade 3 (88
per cent now can). Far from
fearing private-school compe-
tition, the city’s public system
has embraced it: It has already
absorbed three private reli-
gious schools (two Christian,
one Jewish).

“In Edmonton,” says Angus
McBeath, the city’s recently
retired schools chief, “the lit-
mus test is that the rich send
their kids to the public
schools, not the private
schools.”

Another litmus test is the
extent to which Edmonton’s
ideas are being studied by ed-
ucators from elsewhere
(mostly the United States, but
some also from Ontario and
British Columbia) and are
now being emulated.

Pilot projects on the Ed-
monton model have already
been launched by school
boards in Colorado Springs,
Colo.; Oakland, Calif.; and
New York City.

All this is not to say that
they have all the answers in
Alberta. Their rigorous mea-
surement scheme has re-
vealed that schools still need
to do a lot better teaching
aboriginal and immigrant
children and ensuring that
more students finish high
school.

At present, about 30 per
cent of students drop out
early, compared with 25 per
cent for the country as a
whole. That, Alberta’s educa-
tors admit, is an embarrassing
statistic. 

But, in the province’s red-
hot economy, a 17-year-old
with a driver’s licence can
drop out and easily make
$60,000 Cdn a year driving a
truck serving an oil-drilling
camp. That’s tough 
competition.
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EDITORIAL

An apple a day may keep
the doctor away, but it
sure attracts dentists. Af-

ter years of being told that eat-
ing sweets is bad for teeth, the
message now is that healthy
eating is just as bad. Dentists
say people who go for those
five to 10 servings of fruits and
vegetables a day are suffering
because the acid in those foods
erodes their teeth.

It looks like a classic case of

six of one, half a dozen of the
other. If you eat healthy to try
to ward off heart disease and
cancer, you may prolong your
life, but your teeth will give out
on you.

Maybe mom was right after
all — eat everything in modera-
tion and you’ll do just fine. And
don’t feel guilty about the occa-
sional junk food snack — think
of it as doing your teeth a
favour.

Awebsite that lists proper-
ties condemned as grow
ops would be a useful

tool homebuyers can employ to
protect themselves before they
put in an offer on a house.

Real estate agents are re-
quired by law to disclose to
prospective buyers whether the
house they’re contemplating
purchasing has ever been a
grow op.

The website proposed by the
Calgary Health Region, which
oversees the condemnation
and renovation of these proper-
ties, would provide a way for
people to double-check for
their own peace of mind.

As houses change hands and
realtors over the years, it is pos-
sible such information could be
forgotten, lost or overlooked
with the passage of time.

And, while the CHR’s strict
standards for renovation must

be met before the house is
deemed habitable again, poten-
tial buyers who don’t want to
live in a former grow op re-
gardless of the quality of repair
work done need to be able to
know if the house was ever
used to cultivate marijuana. 

However, the website should
not lull people into a false sense
of security. The site can only
list homes known to be grow
ops if police and the CHR have
been involved. 

Grow op owners who have
not been caught can do a slap-
dash paint and repair job on the
home and try to foist it off on
an unsuspecting buyer.

That’s why the website is not
intended to be a substitute for a
proper examination by a home
inspection firm. “Buyer be-
ware” is still the watchword.
The CHR should get the site up
as quickly as possible.

Save your teeth, eat junk food

Grow op warning a bonus

Oh! This is the
place to go!

Alberta students
among brightest 

A lexander Solzhenitsyn
once wrote “the very
liver” of the Soviet

regime was the gulag. Several
months ago, I was asked to give
a talk at the Calgary Congress,
which is being held this week-
end, on what I considered to
be the chief problem — the
very liver — of the Canadian
regime.

Unfortunately, because of the
unpleasant memories of
Meech Lake and Charlotte-
town, it is constitutional. Fortu-
nately, it has nothing directly to
do with Quebec, and contem-
plates restoring rather than
amending the constitution. 

Given what the government
of Canada has become, it is a
plausible kind of regime
change.

A constitution
should embody
principles, proce-
dures and institu-
tions that do not
easily go out of date
and so do not need
frequent amending
— including incre-
mental amend-
ments by judges. 

A constitution is
the supreme law,
not a collection of
vague principles to
be craftily circum-
vented. It is designed to estab-
lish an equilibrium — in the
first instance between the state
and civil society, but also, in a
federal state, between orders
of government.

As A.V. Dicey pointed out in
Queen Victoria’s time, in a fed-
eral constitutional monarchy
— and he had Canada in mind
— the constitution is necessar-
ily supreme precisely because
the Crown is divided by it into
the Crown in right of Canada
and the Crown in right of the
several provinces.

This division of legal respon-
sibilities and the presupposi-
tion of constitutional su-
premacy long antedated the
modern assertion by activist
judges of their own under-
standing of what constitu-
tional supremacy meant,
namely judicial supremacy,
which is the very opposite of
what Dicey had in mind. 

In short, the law of the con-
stitution is supposed to estab-
lish the framework for political
action or the rules of the game.
It is not designed to solve
problems.

During the Second World
War, the government ruled un-
der the authority of the War
Measures Act, which ignored
federalism, where necessary,
for the more effective prosecu-
tion of the war.

After the war was success-
fully concluded, the adminis-
trative structures that had

been put in place for the dura-
tion were only partly disman-
tled. Because memories of the
Great Depression had not
faded from the minds of senior
officials in Ottawa, who were
themselves schooled in 
Keynesian economic doc-
trines, the procedures and ad-
ministrative interventions that
had worked so well for warfare
were applied over the next
decades to promoting welfare.

At first, welfare measures
were enacted with the agree-
ment of the provinces, then on
the initiative of Ottawa alone.
The slowly acquired result was
to enable the mandarins along
the Rideau to set “national”
priorities and impose their
agenda on the provincial gov-
ernments. In this way, the con-
stitution was redesigned pre-
cisely to solve alleged social
problems.

Only a Machiavellian would
argue long-forgotten “tax-
rental agreements” and “con-
ditional grants” were part of a
well thought-out plot to enable
bureaucrats, who enjoyed and
benefited from running the
country from Ottawa during

the war, to prolong
their unaccountable
rule into peacetime.
But we are all Machi-
avellians now.

The result has
been given many eu-
phemistic descrip-
tions, from co-opera-
tive federalism to so-
cial union, but the
central political fact
has been that Ottawa
has assumed the
right to spend tax-
payers’ money in ar-

eas of responsibility allocated
under the constitution to the
provinces. 

The effect is to distort
provincial priorities and thus
subvert federalism. Worse, the
use of the so-called spending
power has undermined the
fundamental constitutional
principle of responsible gov-
ernment, political accountabil-
ity: from cabinet to the legisla-
ture, from the legislature to the
electorate.

An electorate ignorant of
which order of government
bears responsibility for what
policy cannot express its 
political will. 

The solution to this vexing
issue is as simple as it is dif-
ficult: a restoration of the
constitutional principle of
federalism. The answer to
the gap between provincial
responsibility and provincial
revenue and the current
chatter about horizontal and
vertical fiscal imbalances
can be bridged simply by
having Ottawa leave the
provinces the necessary tax
room. 

All it takes is political will to
restore to Canadians what has
gradually and stealthily been
taken from them. 
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Time to restore
our constitution

The children pitched in to help
build a hospital for their needs
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Amuch-anticipated opening is taking place today.
Calgary’s new children’s hospital marks the first
time a free-standing pediatric facility has opened

in Canada in 20 years. It was built with children in mind,
and with their input as to what would make their hospital
a less-frightening place. 

The result is a work of art befitting a Dr. Seuss book, and
one that, in Calgary at least, could touch as many lives as
the beloved children’s author himself. He’s not here to
comment, but if he were, this is what he might say:


