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which was merely passed by the political centralized party
at the top, and then enforced on the people below. Our

Constitution has followed the Russian procedure.

During the last election our present Prime Minister, Pierre
Trudeau, completely concealed from the electors his planned

and already drafted Constitution. He did not reveal its

terms or contents until he was safely back in power. He

not only ignored the democratic tradition of allowing the voter,

( “CHOICE ON iMPORTANT CHANCES
he denied the traditionalncustom of allowing the people's elected

ALSD PEROERAT &
opposition to freely debate it in parliament. He completely
silenced that by evoking closure of parliament with armed
guards present. He then whisked his Constitution out ___
behind the closed doors of a parliamentary committee and then
4 : o RENROR. o

the Supreme Court, both of which's majority were politically
appointed by him, and from which the public only got in<pp SPEHJ(tsy

invitation.

Fortunately the Indian people, at their own expense, Jjourneyed
to Ottawa where they were met with barbed wire barricades but
their quiet persistence forced their brief to be heard. Persons
like myself who wished to speak on the rights of individual
property rights were merely allowed to submit briefs never

heard by the committee or the public. Trudeau tﬁggjhopeﬁ to

01 IN Q0B ParL/ANENT B
have our Constitution proclaimed law in another country - England.
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Neither its passage nor the contents of this proposed Constitution
conform with our centuries of carefully built up common law and
tradition that has preserved our and England's great and beloved

democracy.

)

ThesConstitution i<sesst wé% completely undemocratic. Property
rights, sacred to the individual, are what distinguish a democracy
from a communist state. Trudeau, in this Constitution, removed
the individual's, t&e companies' and the provinces' property
rights. He did this by omission. Diefenbaker's Bill of Rights
passed twenty-two years ago guaranteed us the enjoyment of our

R CHOARTER
property rights. Trudeau copied Diefenbaker's Blll rlght up until
he got to the vital phrase that guaranteed property rights and
then he simply omitted them from your present Constitution. By

FOR DISCUrsE P PLRPOSES

a trick section which heﬁgfnumbered four times - section now

preeently 58, he declared the Constitution is’ the Supreme Law

= M
of Canadaﬁand any law inconsistent with it is no longer of?;ggge

or effect.
I
on THE eowST!I 70
Since property rights were omittedf they are inconsistent, gl
iy canﬂﬂp
therefore, all our past common law and statutes that honoured our

possession of property'are no longer of’any force or effect.

Having put in the Constitution a means of depriving us of our

ptoperty rights, he also put in the Constitution a section which T HE
om THE CEOONP e

allowed the Federal Government to take over our property "te

(¥
promoteﬁbpportunities for Canada, or to promote or to further

economic development, to reduce disparities and opportunities".
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This means, I believe;”g:kawa has the power to decide what is A M
opportunity and take any action they wanﬁ”%gqpromote them. And
since we have no protection for our property rights left, that
could include the taking of individual's, companies' or provincial
properties. The whole Constitution is full of phrases regarding
bilingual jobs, imprisonment, where the discretionary choice is
now left wide-open for Ottawa to legislate on, and the individual
Ny 2pURT. THAT Wikt STARD oFf.
is robbed of?aefence. In my opinion, it is a totally undemocratic
Constitution, which will bring about violent changes in our present

Canadian way of life.

Canadians for so long have enjoyed the democratic rights they
inherited from England, rights they have never had to defend in a
revolution or a civil war, or even in a war within their own
boundaries. ngflwere totally unprepared for this attack on thedr Our
democratic rights from within, indeed, from within f%gSr own

government.

As a result Canadians have been plunged into a year-and-a-half
of fear, anger and confusion, as they gradually discovered how
very little their elected Government cared for their financial
survival, their beloved democratic rights, or the future of

Canadian children.

Fortunately Canada's long respect for ca@ law was justified when
the Supreme Court on Monday the 28th day of September, 1981,
handed down their fine and judicial judgment in answer to the
questions placed before it by the provinces as to whether the

BNA Act could be unilaterally amended by replacing it with this
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Constitution and Charter of Rights without the consent of the

Provinces.

The gourt did a great service to Canada. Loyal to their judicial
IGuoRE

and legal training many of them c?vsseé)their past political
affiliations and wiph a firm and respected voice told the people
of Canada about Egilgresent position as to unilateral repatriation
without the provinces' consent.

Space left here for Court Findings:
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It was carefully pointed out that the Trudeau attempt for

unilateral passage has no specific written law which could

prevent that. We, of course have no written Constitution Lroa—
P) R”rc cqr FORE LECISER TE€S PDCAINET T HIS - Sol7T NOT 1LLECAC I THERE £OKE
; 14CRE
and no'Statute’" t. But on the other hand the Court found
N EAN'.HDA.

that there is Constitutional Convention which makes this impossible
and they were careful to stress that the Constitutional Convention

is as vital and important as any legal right.

Constitutional Convention is based on all our past government
actions, our past court decisions and our variable Statute Law.
ARXEERER X AN XA RA X X AR BNk X AR X AKX YK Y XRAE X X ANEN KX A ERER R R X EERX
XXEXWEXXXERXEXXRXBREEXAREX PHREXXENX
T M CANADIA

The very existence of parliament itself is dependent only on
Constitutional Convention. Far instance Trudeau was taking
complete advantage of our Canadian Constitutional Convention
when he demanded Joe Clark step down as Prime Minister because

thre—budget.
he had lost a vote on XEXEXAXYAXEXEXK (budget) There is no

A MoUEY [BitL ~A

legal right or written law to that effect. Furthermore Trudeau
took advantage of our Canadian Constitutional Conventions by
assuming leadership of the government when he was elected by
a majority. Again there is no legal provision for this in

povE coNSTTLITIONAL
Canada, it is all only by convention.
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[ AD DESIRE S
Now, however, when he -HH%Ent his own way amd to centralize all

power in his own government he has begun to say"all that counts is

the legal right. The Constitutional Convention I have used up to
sW

now since it presently no longer serves my own purposesﬁehould"be

ignored." That is why he is trying to stress now that he has the
pARICHT MY ®PS oLy BHECALSE e 15 STATING HE CAW
legal right, bhere is no law that prevents him ané %@ ignore the

i s THat + "
vegryfact XX that the Court's decision stressed he was acting without

the necessary Constitutional Convention that has been the past

governing law in a great many government matters, ' HE FOoRCES

VAERSAL ONILATERAL PASCAGE OF HIS CoNSTITLITioR S

or
ChARTER O+ RICHT 1T wWiLL ©e pecAaveE HE CHOSE THE PART
pors _
Ig he chooses to merely use a legal loophole, ignoring the moral
THEIR ORDER THAT DPLEASED {149 JeNGREPD THE REST TWHE RES a‘? o UATELW

and traditional principals of the Canadians' way of llfe,vﬂe Vossi8Llyy
ua”y
eou#ﬁ pass this Constitution with mere political clout, and send

it to England.

Fortunately Lord Kershaw, who headed the Committee appointed by
the English Government to advise them on the legality and correct-
ness of Canada's request to pass this Constitution and Charter of
HAs WRaTER A N WHIeH t F
Rights, im—his massive wc;#tsn—report reached in principal the
same findings as our Supreme Court of Canada. So England should
fﬂﬁ ﬂy
be heavily 1nfluenced and refuse to pass the Constitution and the

Charter of Rights without the provinces' consent.
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I, with the assistance of many others, mailed over 2,000 letters
to the Members of the Commons and the House of Lords and its variou
committees. The replies were many and courteous and there are
of ENgLIoN HEURpERS ¥ LOADS

a small group already opposed to its passage. However, it was

o0 WE
clear that Mrs. Thatcher is most anxious to retain the friend-
ship of her Canadian aXXyx(allie). She feels that Trudeau,
as our elected representative,represents the desires of the

majority of the Canadian people.

Trudeau was only elected to power on the strength of two promises
he made to Quebec and Ontario - neither of which he could keep,
or has kept. At the time of that election, the Constitution was
not mentioged and simzExiRxkxkim®Ex once it was introduced the
people of Canada support figrudeau Bas undergone a radical change.
Because fhe Constitution followed the election, the people have
been limited in a manner in which they can express their disapprova
but despite that, the facts are startling. In Quebec, where an
election was held, Mr. Trudeau's opponent, Premier Levesque, won
an overwhelming victory. And now Trudeau's supporter in Quebec,
Cluade Ryan, has stated his opposition to the Trudeau Government
Constitution. It is evident, Quebec, may if necessary, separate.
Liberal
Two byelections were held in the safest/ridings in Quebec and
Ontario and the Trudeau Liberals were both soundly defeated.
The Gallop Polls (which A&z the only way the public's opinion can

be measured) show a steadily rising opposition to Trudeau and

are now sixty-nine percent against. TRopEAUS METHODS ¢ CousTiTUiT/ak/
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AéﬁJWestern Canada new political parties are being formed who

are advocating separation from Canada if the Constitution is
-\HANCF D
passed. Most dramatic, however, has been the attitude of 8 out

of 10 €éX¥XXEAYPremiers. It began with four Premiers resistance
and is now up to eight, to whom the Constitution is unacceptable
in its present form. But unfortunately England is probably
unaware that sucﬁZEéT%%%Echangegin attitude of Canadians.

And there is a possibility, although now following the Supreme

Court's faxmuxakkexdezixiamxfimxx decision in favour of the

despite these faets, CHAVGED C/RELHSTANEES
Provinces, that Englandé%ouI% still pass the Constitution,

= IN, Goop EAITY . :
believing they are aEZXXIREXAXXXREXHRXXBEXWXXXX responding to the

request of the majority of the Canadian people. If that happens, i & M/ /S
BeLUET
Canada will kExxsmxXx cease to be a democracy and a federal nation

cLoRIDUS

as it was widdi=pw=s. IN PUR wwsrsT Io—H o BEtIEF

= THIS degfﬁ
ne v
L caNST ebusm TUIT® 1 gy
Our present only defense as €Goncerned Canadians has to take the

n#f##Exafxwx form of writing letters to England, writing letters to
dissenting

assure the eight/Premiers we will support them in their resistance

and by creating public understanding and more resistance to this

Constitutional package.

RhexbaxkinxfarxGanagXans
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Pesrse ®01CeD oPPosT IT 10V
This=dstter is absolutely necessary. Canadians must realize that
Western Canadians who had already, in effect, lost their power to
appoint a government by their shortage of numbers, will now, if
the consent of the Premiers is not required, lose the only
regional representation form of government they ever had.
Unfortunately we Canadians, unlike the Americans, have no elected
Senate to protect our regional interests. All we ever had was
the required apppoval of the Premiers. If this is lost, Canada
will turn into a highly centralized totalitarian state that will

AT OTTOWA ON wHOHM THEWESTENER & AV
serve only the party in power. We will also be governed as our

oR pALTOL

OvE
Supreme Law by a Constitution and a Charter of Rights.that
E\)E“
deprives us of our most basic rights - chisf=of-whieh is - the

right as individuals to own property.

The Canadian public must become coneerned vitally with their

politics, or they will lose what they or their parents came here
Wars

to gain and which young men have died for in two ymmEx- a

Convention of Democracy.

You may lose this even if Trudeau does not have his way and the
Constitution fails to pass. Trudeau is a fanatically determined,
self-willed man. He warned us long ago that there was 'another way'
besides the Constitution. Many of you are totally unaware that

he has already put his’%ther wayé inﬁ%peration. It began with his
subtle attacks on the energy industry, the newspapers and our

Mounties. By appointing his own Committees who produced unfavour-

able reports on all these branches, he is already preparing the
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legislation to eliminate A'l:htél@.-% THREE ViTAL APREAS EF

~
BT RKe Haeﬁg%we FURTHER, —

LheT
If this Constitution fails he has already passed on June the 10th

of this year an Order-In-Council which can deprive any of us of
our property rights, send us without right of appeal to
established civilian internment camps and seize our property
without any adequate compensation. This is by Order-In-Council

Nov —==a—

An Order-In-Council is passed by the Cabinet NIKXEXEXEX - meeting
behind closed doors, and once signed by the Governor-General
(which this one has been), becomes enforceable law. This Order-
In-Council has the innocent title of "Emergency Planning". By

it powers are given to Cabinet Ministers and their unelected
deputies andgzgpthe heads of Crown Corporations. The Act itself

at first seems innocent enough, except one would wonder WHY is%

is passed at this time, and WHY no publicity was given to its

passage.
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