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" (Dr. Gorman is ¢ Ccigary lcwyer
c:)d wnier.)

} the new constitution becomes
icw, you os an individual will hove
lost the most imponant nghts you
Leve. They cre the rights which
distinguisb @ democracy from a
dxclmo.shm

The first right is the individual’s
ow.:xcnlr-e of the enjoymment of his
pioperty withou! {ear of confiscation
b) l‘:e government. -

- The second is the individuc!'s
nuht 1o have occess to courts that
e indepencent of covernment in-
terference, ond where he can g0 lo
ce! his rights protected from the
govemnment.

The thud g‘eat right is the indi-
vidual's Eeedom from being impris-
on#é by the government for mere
political oppasition.

Mest countries lose
when tanks
borde
few poges of print.-The actual con-
sti*ution'is only 27 poges long.

s writter in both English and
French., so the English ve:rsion is
oniy 13% unlucky poges long.

On these few poges are outlin
the lcws that will be binding on
your future. and that will deprive
you of rights you now bave.

these ngHs
rumble ccress their

Awkward word

An individuc!'s right to property
wes first csseried iz Mogno Caia
ced hos been stecdily recHirmed in
Cenedc’s courts and siatute low up
10 now. It was reconfirmed in Die-
ferbcker’'s Canodian Cherier of
" Rights, cnd iz tbe United Nctione
Chrarier of B sumax Rights.

" The appropricte ploce for it in
Trudegu’s comstitution would have
beer it Section 4/2) on poge 4.
There. they copied Diefenbeker's
chane: werd for word '.-.m.] they got
10 property rights. end then they
just did -not put them iz, \o. cre
“they cuywbhere else iz the constitu-

ticz
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imporiant’
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ers: you cre losing yours by a.

You may think thct past lews wilk
still cuarantee yow propenty rights.
Thct's wropng. Euilt into this constitu-
tion is @ section which mckes ooy
low “inconsisient”
“inope:ctive and of no elect.”
Section 2 pege 24 $F -

Inconsistent is an owiward and
unusual word to use, but jook it up.
It means cortrodiciory or incomyct

See

ble. To hove a right and to not hr—é;

a night is Jegally inconsistent
your rights uncer post lows that cve
not included in this constitution e

overridden. HWe Qﬁ-&t

Rea d—(f

tRerce . T ‘(9*-'

<awv fNaive pubhcc‘"‘a

Bul to mezely lese o right to
property does not necessa.n]y mean
that property can then just be tcken
bom you unless another person or
the government bas been spacifical-
ly given the right to icke what you
Cwn.

Aocirn, bidden cway ir this con-

stitution the ceotral government has
given itsell that right. S=ctioz 3L(2)
& {b) cives 1t the n::m tc do whet 1t
o iecses under the so-celled “equal-
izagtion” prov eion,

Egucization hes untl) now been
r by which the provinces of
Cecnado shared revenuve to ensure
1ecsorable public services to oil
Canodizzs at cppredmately equal
tax levels. It is based on the piov-
inces’ ogreement and on cctual
pxovec., e jocts and figures.

Now i.n%oh‘ is to be give
clusively 10 ¢

ey,

-

-
Yo

€x-
fecderal governrent,
which ccn od‘s.*ib'.::e provincial
rev e without the consent of
pxovmcxcl legisiciures. The govern-
ment dees not have 1o ve the
necessity of doing what it dees with
siatistics or {ccts. Otiowa cen tcke
from ope provizce (or even person)
and gx.e to cnother, including itseli,
i it belisves such action will pro-
mele “egual op,:o-‘ur.::;es or hur.
ther eccnomic cevelepment that
reduces “disparity of oppertunities.”

- Opponiunities cre not ¢ feoual,
provecbic seclity. They are just
guesses cbou! the futwre. The new
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constitution ought to read that prop-
eny can be “equclized” at Oticwo ¢
will. but that would hove alened aa
:nsuspeciing publie. e
/ Bul you mey well scy thet
/couldn'l ’ncppsn in Canoda. Eected
[ members of Parlicment would cever
tcke rights or properiy f:om one
Canadian or one province cnd give
it to ancther. Such.thinkipg is don-
\cerously naive. *

Look at the'leos! election. the 18-
cent election, cs it is calied. Tru-
cegv boucht Ontaric’s vote by
promising the voters there cheap oil
ot Alberic’s’ expexnse.
| In the same election, Trudeaod
piomised Quebecers Cancdc-wide
/bili nguc..sm in al) "~e federz} civil
’%ex vice and Crown corperctions
such as the CNR, Air Cancda. end
$o on. )

Alberiens will be forced to poy
(tbe cost of these services ihat they
don't even use. Ang if is estimgied
that in Alberic clone 43,000 peuple
could lose their jobs if the rrovi-
sions of the new constitution Jeé
out iz Seclion M8 () & Z).
ecforce

Premier Davis of Ontario. ¢
Corservative, werned that his prov
ince’s Libe:cls would be L:‘SG' x:'
those Jows afiected h=ir pecple. so
Ccztaric bes been given az exem
tion Lom tne bn-nr-.;a.:s'- requy
ment. (Cicude) Rycn, Quebac's Lib.
eral leader, announced that Que-
becers would s";mcr! Ociario’s
exemption provided that they were
gnsurec jobs in the rest of Conasa.

[ ‘Terrible situation’
The West is given nc exemptions.
| The central govermment deoes mot
\need its suppont cs long s Oniario
‘@d Quebec are happy. .

Even pow, Westercers cie cn
inefiective minority{ Jocking th
voles 1o proiect their interests.
Imogine what will happen 1o th
propenty of yowseives, your cs-ops
and czmponies, end. of cc
px.,'-'.:,;,es once this consiitul
picce und the guarcntee cf p
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d under a changed constitution

rights is gone. You will {ace a temi-
ble situation.

Not only propeny rights are omit-
ted from the constitution. By omis-
sion you will also lose the anciemt
democratic right of trial beiore
courts independent of government
interference.

Invoked closure

Since the courts’ structuse is not
described ol all, agagin under Sec-
tion 25 that power of control goes to
the central government.

Eventually your courts could
degenerate into tools enforcing the
govermnment's will on you. as they
do now in Russic end China. Their
power to protect the individual will
be gone.

The vital right to Leedom fom
political impriscnmen! is not gone
by omission, but is incorporcted
directly in the consfitution, Section
4{2) on page 4.

The War Measwes Act is made
part of the constitution. Under that
cuthority. if the govermment wishes,
you can be sent to prison for mere
political agitation. The government
doesn’t even have to wait until you
make an cctual trecsonable move. If
they even cpprehend inswrection,
they can act.

Kpprehersion is defined in dictio-
naries as a siate of mind, a thought
or feeling as opposed to a reality.
Apprehension could be creaied by
plecard-carriers, strongly-voiced

Even if the volers becomé upset
over government actions, such as
arbitrary imprisonment on political
grounds, they may no! be cble to
help you. Seciion 4 (2} alloews the
government to put off elections
indefinitely if two-thirds of Parha-
men! ogrees with their “cpprehen-
sion” that there cox.ld ke inswrec-
tion.

The legislation protecting wom-
en. Indicns and otber minorities is
weakened, not strengthened, by this
constitution. in particular. Saction 15
(2) opens the pessibility of discrimi-
nation against them.

This provision ends the principle
of equality before the low, and al-
lows discrimination if the govern-
ment decides o group is "disadvan-
taged.” Axn qli-male Parlioment
might decide that males are disad-
vantaged. They alone decide, and
the vogueness of the word allows
them 1o do what they wish.

You can undersiand now why
men experienced in government but
no longer interested in po!j.ic< such
as former Elberta premier Maoarning
ond former Conservative leacder
Stanfield have tried desparctely to
warn you cgainst this constitution.

You can see why Trudeau pre-
vented westem-members of Parlia-
men! fom cp.he‘lonmo his constitu-
tion. but insteod invoked ciosure of
the debcie, with armed guards pre-
sent.

oo B

racy far longer ond more effectively
than most countries thet do. Dicte-
torships and semi-dictatorships
across Alrica end Asia, as well as
Russia, hove possed modemn consti-
tuticns full! of fine phrases, but their
citizens are helpiess nevertheless,
Trudecu is forcing his wishes on
us, trying to make the Brtish Perlia-
ment incorporate his ideas into a
radical amendmient of the BNA Act.
If the British will not co-operate, you
can expect ¢ ieferendum in Cano-
da. We've been told it's ready to
print. Trudeau has warned that
“You will be forced to choose.”

Westerners hurt

The loss of the vital rights of
democracy will be a discster for all
Caonadians. But-Westem-Concdians
will suffermuck-worse.——

The threat of becoming central
Ccnada’s colony is cousing protest
meetings across the West already,
cnd {orcing pecpie to think about
the acltemative qf incependence.

Ow aucestors came 1o this coun-
try bacouse it wes Lee. Ow icthers,
brothers, and sons fought for that
freedom in two wars, and many
died. Westerners now must moke
another stand for their tree

And you must do it now. Ey the
amending formuic incorporated in
the constitution, westemers will not
be able 1o change it. 9w lree

OGur_population 1s too small end

will remain so for generations to - 0dn

reol
ccme. Your giandchildren will be © r-a "

~ political opinions or even strikes.
If you do beccmne a poiitical pris-

Why change if?”

oner, don't hope for a quick trial. " 'You can apprecicte Lougheed's| soa:..led with this trr'alc LLu::*en 'f_'i,_',’c-;_w_j\
Habeas corpus, the ancient guaman- | refusal to speck at the parliamenta- | }xruelss Y_°“t§°-!i Sltop‘ it from becom- B Wt
‘ tee of ¢ guick trial, is gone end | IY becring on the constitution. Like | mgucw e o 'p.c‘:ce. : F ek
replaced by a new low, Section n/ the others, he would be lmited 1o | _~-_e°d “;_0’ yourseil. Talk to your "
{b). page 18. The governmen @ may| suggesting amendments, when a [ ]c'-vyer.‘ Think gbout it. Get YOUYI 0 P,
pow decide what is ¢ "reasonable”| democratic citizen would prefer to f fnecds involved . . . Above all, caze! i°
time to bring you to trial. see this dangerous constitution | | : ; )
Nor can you count on good trect. . 1hrown out altogether. (Rerald Forum Welcomen Jout
men! in jail. Section 12. pcge 18, For 115 years we've enjoyed | commenl. iypewnilen submissions
forbids “cruel and unusual tregt- good democratic government and °! up to 800 words are invited on
ment,” but it is the government  nights. Why should we part with this . cny topic of PUbl"{ inierest. _A”
which defines those vague terms, A System now? submissions cre subject to 9d1"—'19
" daily becting over the hecd is not Englend. Australic and New cdress them to: Herald Forum, l‘ne
considered 100 cruel, and is cerigin-  2eaiand have no entrenched coasti- [ Calgery gerc,c,' 205 7th Ave. S.W.. ;
ly not unusual in many countries. tutions and have preserved democ- | Calgcxy, T2P 0We.) loe ¢ gl
Ao sl
gt Dokt g 2 O 1 28,
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LOSS OF VITAL RIGHTS FEARED UNDER A NEW CONSTITUTION

BY DR. RUTH GORMAN

If the new constitution becomes law, you as an individual will have lost the most
important rights you have. They are the rights which distinguish a democracy from a
dictatorship.

The first right is the individual's guarantee of the enjoyment of his property
without fear of confiscation by the government.

The second is the individual's right to have access to courts that are independent
of government interference, and where he can go to get his rights protected from the
government.

The third great right is the individual's freedom from being imprisoned by the
government for mere political opposition.

Most countries lose these rights when tanks rumble across their borders; you are
losing yours by a few pages of print. The actual constitution is only 27 pages long.

It's written in both English and French, so the English version is only 13%
unlucky pages long.

On these few pages are outlined the laws that will be binding on your future, and
that will deprive you of rights you now have.

An individual's right to property was first asserted in Magna Carta, and has been
steadily reaffirmed in Canada's courts and statute law up to now. It was reconfirmed in
Diefenbaker's Canadian Charter of Rights, and in the United Nations Charter of Human Rights.

The appropriate place for it in Trudeau's constitution would have been in Section 4(2
on Page 14. There, they copied Diefenbaker's charter word for word until they got to
property rights, and then they just did not put them in. Nor are they anywhere else in the
constitution.

You may think that past laws will still guarantee your property rights. That's
wrong. Built into this constitution is a section which makes any law "inconsistent" with
this charter "inoperative and of no effect." See Section 25, Page 24.

Inconsistent is an awkward and unusual word to use, but look it up. It means
contradictory or incompatible. To have a right and to not have a right is legally
inconsistent. So your rights under past laws that are not included in this constitution
are overridden.

But to merely lose a right to property does not necessarily mean that property
can then just be taken from you, unless another person or the government has been
specifically given the right to take what you own.

Again hidden away in this constitution the central government has given itself that

right. Section 31, (2) & (b) gives it the right to do what it pleases under the so-called
"equalization" provision.

Equalization has, until now, been a manner by which the provinces of Canada shared
revenue to ensure reasonable public services to all Canadians at approximately equal tax
levels. It is based on the provinces' agreement and on actual proveable facts and figures.

Now the right is to be given exclusively to the federal government, which can
redistribute provincial revenue without the consent of provincial legislatures. The
government does not have to prove the necessity of doing what it does with statistics or
facts. Ottawa can take from one province (or even person) and give to another, including
itself, if it believes such action will promote "equal opportunities" or further economic
development that reduces "disparity of opportunities."

Opportunities are not a factual, proveable reality. They are just guesses about the
future. The new constitution ought to read that property can be "equalized" at Ottawa's
will, but that would have alerted an unsuspecting public.

But you may well say that couldn't happen in Canada. Elected members of Parliament
would never take rights or property from one Canadian or one province and give it to
another. Such thinking is dangerously naive.

Look at the last election, the 18-cent election, as it is called. Trudeau bought
Ontario's vote by promising the voters there cheap o0il at Alberta's expense

In the same election, Trudeau promised Quebecers Canada-wide bilingualism in all the
federal civil service and Crown corporations such as the CNR, Air Canada, and so on.

Albertans will be forced to pay the cost of these services that they don't even use.
And it is estimated that in Alberta alone 40,000 people could lose their jobs if the
provisions of the new constitution laid out in Section 16(1&2) , Page 20 are enforced.

Premier Davis of Ontario, a Conservative, warned that his province's Liberals would
be upset if those laws affected their people, so Ontario has been given an exemption from
the bilingualism requirement. (Claude)Ryan, Quebec's Liberal leader, announced that
Quebecers would support Ontario's exemption provided that they were ensured jobs in the
rest of Canada.
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The West is given no exemptions. The central government does not need its support
as long as Ontario and Quebec are happy.

Even now, Westerners are an ineffective minority, lacking the votes to protect
their interests. Imagine what will happen to the property of yourselves, your co-ops
and companies, and, of course, your provinces once this constitution is in place and the
guarantee of property rights is gone. You will face a terrible situation.

Not only property rights are omitted from the constitution. By omission you will
also lose the ancient democratic right of trial before courts independent of government
interference.

Since the courts' structure is not described at all, again under Section 25 that
power of control goes to the central government.

Eventually, your courts could degenerate into tools enforcing the government's
will on you, as they do now in Russia and China. Their power to protect the individual
will be gone.

The vital right to freedom from political imprisonment is not gone by omission, but
is incorportated directly in the constitution, Section 4(2) on Page 14.

The War Measures, Act is make part of the constitution. Under that authority, if
the government wishes, you can be sent to prison for mere political agitation. The
government dcesn't even have to wait until you make an actual treasonable move. If they
even "apprehend" insurrection, they can act.

Apprehension is defined in dictionaries as a state of mind, a thought or feeling as
opposed to a reality. Apprehension could be created by placard-carriers, strongly-voiced
political opinions or even strikes.

If you do become a political prisoner, don't hope for a quick trial. Habeas corpus,
the ancient guarantee of a quick trial, is gone and replaced by a new law, Section 11l (b),
Page 18. The government may now decide what is a "reasonable" time to bring you to trial.

Nor can you count on good treatment in jail. Section 12, Page 18, forbids "cruel
and unusual treatment," but it is the government which defines those vague terms. A daily
beating over the head is not considered too cruel, and is certainly not unusual in many
countries.

Even if the voters become upset over imprisonment on political grounds, they may not
be able to help you. Section 4(2) allows the government to put off elections indefinitely
if two-thirds of Parliament agrees with their "apprehension" that there could be insurrection

The legislation protecting women, Indians and other minorities is weakened, not
strengthened, by this constitution. In particular, Section 15(2) opens the possibility
of discrimination against them.

This provision ends the principle of equality before the law, and allows discrimin-
ation if the government decides a group is "disadvantaged." An all-male Parliament might
decide that males are disadvantaged. They alone decide, and the vagueness of the word
allows them to do what they wish.

You can understand now why men experienced in government but no longer interested in
politics, such as former Alberta premier Manning and former Conservative leader Stanfield
have tried desperately to warn you against this constitution.

You can see why Trudeau prevented western members of Parliament from questioning
his constitution, but instead invoked closure of the debate, with armed guards present.

You can appreciate Lougheed's refusal to speak at the parliamentary hearing on the
constitution. Like the others, he would be limited to suggesting amendments, when a
democratic citizen would prefer to see this dangerous constitution thrown out altogether.

For 115 years we've enjoyed good democratic government and rights. Why whould
we part with this system now?

England, Australia and New Zealand have no entrenched constitutions and have
preserved democracy far longer and more effectively than most countries that do.
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