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Ted Morton, the Wildrose and the NDP actually agree about something. 

Albertans stand to get hosed by transmission line costs. 

That rare alignment came together Tuesday as all three weighed in on the perennially 
controversial megaplan to build new electrical transmission lines in Alberta. 

Equally contentious is the law that removed the legal requirement for public hearings on 
such infrastructure projects and put the decision in the hands of the cabinet. 

The government passed Bill 50 in 2009, citing a critical need to catch up on electrical 
transmission infrastructure, which hasn’t seen a major upgrade in 20 years. 

The justification for circumventing much of the consultation process was that delaying 
the projects could lead to an unreliable electric system and paying extra for upgrades 
when construction and labour costs are again soaring. 

Tory leadership candidate Morton, considered a heavyweight in the race to succeed Ed 
Stelmach, seemed particularly eager to let Albertans know he has never been persuaded 
of the need for two major DC lines between Edmonton and Calgary. 

Releasing the first policy in his PC leadership platform, Morton said the government 
must ensure a dependable supply of electricity generation and transmission. But he 
insisted too many questions remain about an escalating pricetag that could triple 
transmission costs for consumers and drive businesses out of the province. 

The Alberta Electrical System Operator (AESO) estimates the costs of these projects at 
$6 billion, but groups representing the industrial users estimate the jolt at closer to $16 
billion. 

They claim the average annual consumer bill could rise by $240 by 2017. 



Although energy minister Ron Liepert pooh-poohs the talk of higher costs to consumers, 
Morton insists “AESO has never persuasively rebutted the facts and figures behind the 
higher cost forecasts.” 

Because of this and other troubling questions that surround the transmission plans, 
Morton said he would immediately revisit the issue if he becomes premier. 

It’s no surprise Morton is straying from the path trodden by the Stelmach government on 
the transmission line plans. He’s been taking serious heat over the issue on the rural 
campaign circuit, where his core constituency lives. 

It didn’t take the Wildrose — which also covets the rural vote — long to take a shot at 
Morton and other Tory MLAs who opposed Bill 50 behind closed doors, but lacked the 
“courage” to support a Wild-rose motion to repeal it. 

Both the Wildrose and NDP seized on recently released Wikileaks documents as 
evidence the government misled Albertans about the real reason for the costly upgrade. 

U.S. diplomatic cables reveal then-energy minister Murray Smith wanted to make the 
U.S. “aware that over time there will be tremendous electricity co-generation available as 
a result of the huge thermal needs of the oilsands refining process,” adding “this could 
over time make significant new electricity exports available” to the U.S. 

“The PCs swore to Albertans that massive power line projects ... had nothing to do with 
exporting power,” said NDP Leader Brian Mason, 

Albertans “should not be on the hook” for building lines designed to pad the profits of 
power companies, he said. 

Mind you, the leaked memo was written in 2003 and as Liepert points out, Alberta now 
produces barely enough power to satisfy its own needs, much less ship it elsewhere. 

Still, these disturbing allegations and the doubts raised by a former finance minister are 
just the latest chapter in the disturbing saga of electrical deregulation in Alberta. 

Exports or no exports, Albertans deserve to know how much of the burden they will bear 
and who exactly stands to benefit from this scheme that isn’t sounding quite so grand 
these days. 
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