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APPENDIX 
LETTERS FROM THE PRIME MINISTER TO THE 
PREMIERS OF THE PROVINCES CONCERNING 

"PATRIATION" OF THE BNA ACT WITH ATTACHMENTS 

(Same letter sent to all other Premiers) 
CONFIDENTIAL 

The Honourable William G . Davis, Q.C., 
Premier of Ontario, 

Parliament Buildings, 
Toronto, Ontario. 

My dear Premier: 

Ottawa K1A OA2 
April 19, 1975 

I was very pleased indeed at the reaction of yourself and 
our fellow First Ministers, during our dinner on April 9, to 
my proposal that we should proceed at an early date to the 
"patriation" of the British North America Act with the 
amending clause agreed on at Victoria. I am encouraged to 
believe that, after fifty years of effort, we may finally 
dispose of the last remnant of our one-time colonial status 
that is involved in our not being able to amend our own 
constitution in totality. 

I am enclosing herewith a copy of Part IX of the Victoria 
Charter. As you know, there was no objection to it in 1971 
by any government. It was regarded as the best solution 
that could be found to the difficult problem of making 
changes in future to those parts of our constitution that 
cannot now be amended under either Section 91(1) or 
Section 92(1) of the B.N.A. Act. 

There are three Articles in Part IX-Articles 53, 54 and 
55-which reproduce the substance of Sections 91(1) and 
92(1) . These were included at Victoria as a part of the 
"tidying up" of the constitution that would have been 
accomplished by the Charter which, of course, covered 
much more than simply the amending procedure. What I 
am proposing now, as I made clear, is that we should not, 
at this time, get into any questions of substance or form at 
all: we should simply "patriate" with an amending clause 
to cover those parts of the B.N.A. Act that are not now 
covered. This would mean that we would not now act on 
Articles 53, 54 and 55 since they involve amendment of 
Section 91 and 92 of the B.N.A. Act. We would move simply 
with regard to the other Articles of Part IX. We would 
leave for future action under the new amending procedure 
whatever changes of form or of substance we or future 
governments may want to accomplish in the Canadian 
constitution. 

The procedure for "patriation" was discussed at the 
Working Session of the Constitutional Conference on Feb
ruary 8-9, 1971. It is outlined in pages 399 to 402 of the 
Secretary's Report on "The Constitutional Review, 1968-
1971". As you will see, the procedure contemplates three 
main steps: approval by the legislatures of the provinces 
and by both Houses of Parliament; legislation by the Brit
ish Parliament and, finally, the issue of a Proclamation by 
the Governor General. The legislation by the British Par-

liament would provide the legal validity for the Canadian 
proclamation and its provisions about the procedure of 
amendment. It would also provide that no future British 
law should have application to Canada and would make 
consequential repeal or amendment of British statutes 
affecting the Canadian constitution. The issuance of the 
proclamation by the Governor General would coincide 
with the effective date of the British legislation. Once all 
this had been done, we would have full and complete 
capacity to deal with our constitution in Canada and the 
British Parliament would no longer continue to have the 
powers it still legally has to deal with the law and consti
tution of Canada. 

I was particularly taken with the suggestion at our 
dinner that it might be desirable to accomplish the "patria
tion" of the B.N.A. Act just before the Olympic Games in 
1976. The Queen will be visiting Canada for the formal 
opening of the Games. It would be most appropriate if she 
could be here for some suitable ceremony in the National 
Capital, attended by all the First Ministers of Canada, to 
complete this historic process relating to our constitution. 
Another alternative would be to hold the ceremonies on 
July 1. To meet either of the suggested times, it would 
mean that the resolutions of the legislatures and the Joint 
Address of Parliament would all have to be passed at an 
early point in their respective sessions in 1976. The British 
Parliament would then have to legislate in its 1976 session, 
probably by May or June if that could be accomplished. 
This would leave time to plan the ceremony for the procla
mation and whatever other formal arrangements seem 
appropriate. While all this would require prompt action, 
the substance of what is to be approved by the legislative 
bodies is brief and simple. I would hope that we could meet 
the schedule that would make the events of 1976 and the 
visit of the Queen especially historic. 

I have asked Gordon Robertson to communicate with 
your office to arrange a convenient time to call on you on 
my behalf to discuss all aspects of what is proposed. He 
plans to have Frank Carter, the Deputy Secretary to the 
Cabinet for Federal-Provincial Relations, accompany him 
with the thought that they could use the occasion of the 
visit also to discuss with you, your Ministers or your 
officials any other questions pertaining to federal-provin
cial relations that you think could usefully be explored 
with them. 

I was very glad to have had the occasion on April 9-10 to 
join with you and the other First Ministers in the discus
sion of the important problems that were before the Con
ference . It may well be, however, that the history books of 
the future will regard the discussion at our dinner on April 
9 as a more memorable part of our meeting. 

Sincerely, 

P. E. Trudeau 
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PART IX 

AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION 

Art. 49 Amendments to the Constitution of Canada may 
from time to time be made by proclamation issued by the 
Governor General under the Great Seal of Canada when so 
authorized by resolutions of the Senate and House of 
Commons and of the Legislative Assemblies of at least a 
majority of the Provinces that includes. 

(1) every Province that at any time before the issue of 
such proclamation had, according to any previous 
general census, a population of at least twenty-five 
per cent of the population of Canada; 

(2) at least two of the Atlantic Provinces; 
(3) at least two of the Western Provinces that have, 

according to the then latest general census, combined 
populations of at least fifty per cent of the population 
of all the Western Provinces. 

Art. 50 Amendments to the Constitution of Canada in 
relation to any provision that applies to one or more, but 
not all, of the Provinces may from time to time be made by 
proclamation issued by the Governor General under the 
Great Seal of Canada when so authorized by resolutions of 
the Senate and House of Commons and of the Legislative 
Assembly of each Province to which an amendment 
applies. 

Art. 51 An amendment may be made by proclamation 
under Article 49 or 50 without a resolution of the Senate 
authorizing the issue of the proclamation if within ninety 
days of the passage of a resolution by the House of Com
mons authorizing its issue the Senate has not passed such a 
resolution and at any time after the expiration of the 
ninety days the House of Commons again passes the reso
lution, but any period when Parliament is prorogued or 
dissolved shall not be counted in computing the ninety 
days. 

Art. 52 The following rules apply to the procedures for 
amendment described in Articles 49 and 50: 

(1) either of these procedures may be initiated by the 
Senate or the House of Commons or the Legislative 
Assembly of a Province; 

(2) a resolution made for the purposes of this Part may 
be revoked at any time before the issue of a proclama
tion authorized by it. 

Art. 53 The Parliament of Canada may exclusively make 
laws from time to time amending the Constitution of 
Canada, in relation to the executive Government of 
Canada and the Senate and House of Commons. 

Art. 54 In each Province the Legislature may exclusively 
make laws in relation to the amendment from time to time 
of the Constitution of the Province. 

Art. 55 Notwithstanding Articles 53 and 54, the following 
matters may be amended only in accordance with the 
procedure in Article 49: 

(1) the office of the Queen, of the Governor General and 
of the Lieutenat-Governor; 

(2) the requirements of the Constitution of Canada 
respecting yearly sessions of the Parliament of 
Canada and the Legislatures; 

(3) the maximum period fixed by the Constitution of 
Canada for the duration of the House of Commons 
and the Legislative Assemblies; 

( 4) the powers of the Senate; 
(5) the number of members by which a Province is en

titled to be represented in the Senate, and the resi
dence qualifications of Senators; 

(6) the right of a Province to a number of members in the 
House of Commons not less than the number of Sena
tors representing the Province; 

(7) the principles of proportionate representation of the 
Provinces in the House of Commons prescribed by 
the Constitution of Canada; and 

(8) except as provided in Article 16, the requirements of 
this Charter respecting the use of the English or 
French language. 

Art. 56 The procedure prescribed in Article 49 may not be 
used to make an amendment when there is another provi
sion for making such amendment in the Constitution of 
Canada, but that procedure may nonetheless be used to 
amend any provision for amending the Constitution, 
including this Article, or in making a general consolidation 
and revision of the Constitution. 
Art. 57 In this Part, "Atlantic Provinces" means the 
Provinces of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Prince Edward 
Island and Newfoundland, and "Western Provinces" means 
the Provinces of Manitoba, British Columbia, Saskatche
wan and Alberta. 

(Same letter sent to Premier Schreyer, Premier Hatfield, 
Premier Moores, Premier Regan, Premier Davis, Premier 
Campbell, Premier Blakeney.) 
CONFIDENTIAL 

The Honourable Peter Lougheed, 
Premier of Alberta, 

Legislative Building, 
Edmonton, Alberta. 

My dear Premier: 

Ottawa KlA OA2 
March 31, 1976 

I had been hoping to be in touch with you well before 
this to advise you about progress in the exercise we started 
last April, with our discussion at 7 Rideau Gate, for 
"patriation" of the B.N.A. Act. Since then, all of you, with 
the exception of Premier Bennett, have received Mr. 
Gordon Robertson who has discussed the project with you 
on my behalf. Those discussions took place between May 
and mid-July of 1975. Premier Barrett was unable to 
arrange a meeting prior to the election in British Columbia 
but Mr. Robertson will be meeting Premier Bennett in 
early April. Discussions with Quebec have taken a good 
deal of time and it was not until March 5th that I had the 
opportunity of reviewing the question with the Premier of 
Quebec. I thought it essential to know his attitude before 
proceeding to further action. 

You will recall that we started with agreement in princi
ple on the desirability of "patriating" the B.N.A. Act and, 
at the same time, establishing as law the amending proce
dure that had been agreed to in Victoria in 1971. We also 
agreed that we would not, in the present "patriation" 
exercise, consider substantive changes to the B.N.A. Act 
itself since any entry on that course would, as the discus-
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sions from 1968 to 1971 had shown, make early action 
impossible. Mr. Bourassa indicated, however, that it would 
be difficult for his government to agree to this, unless the 
action also included "constitutional guarantees" for the 
French language and culture. We agreed that our general 
acceptance of the plan, in principle, would be subject to 
more precise exploration and definition, and this was the 
purpose of the discussions Mr. Robertson had with you on 
my behalf. I should first report on what developed in the 
course of those discussions, although the Premiers Mr. 
Robertson saw later will be generally aware of the way in 
which our original proposal grew. 

It quickly became apparent in Mr. Robertson's discus
sions that the action for "patriation" and establishment of 
the amending procedure would be more meaningful for, 
and more acceptable to, a number of provinces if certain 
other alterations in our constitutional situation could be 
established at the same time. Most of these alterations, 
with the exception of Mr. Bourassa's "constitutional gua
rantees", were among the things that had been included in 
the Victoria Charter. They included the provision for con
sultation with the provinces about appointments to the 
Supreme Court of Canada and the special handling of 
cases arising from the civil law of Quebec. They included 
also the provision concerning the reduction of regional 
disparities. Certain of the western provinces wanted to 
have the amending procedure itself modified so that the 
requirement with regard to consent from the four western 
provinces would be the same as that for the four eastern 
provinces. This would mean deletion of the population 
provision respecting the western provinces that was insert
ed at Victoria. 

The main problem was the definition of the "constitu
tional guarantees" to which Mr. Bourassa had referred at 
the outset. Mr. Robertson found that the Premiers he spoke 
to after the initial discussions with Mr. Bourassa in May 
had no objection in principle to "constitutional guaran
tees", although all made it clear that they would want to 
consider them in detail once they had been worked out 
with Quebec and reduced to writing. 

I will not go into all the difficulties that are presented by 
the concept of "constitutional guarantees"; they are many 
and complex. Discussions with Mr. Bourassa's representa
tives finally led to a formulation that was included in a 
document sent to him in November, 1975. I am enclosing a 
copy of the full document herewith. I would draw your 
attention especially to Parts IV and VI. The formulation of 
the principal "constitutional guarantee" is Part IV (Article 
38). It is buttressed by Part VI (Article 40) and also by the 
provisions concerning language in Part Ill. 

As I have mentioned, the "constitutional guarantee" was 
a concept raised by Mr. Bourassa and stated by him to be 
essential. Articles 38 and 40 attempt to cover the points 
made by his representatives. Mr. Bourassa knows that my 
colleagues and I share some concern about the Articles, 
and he understands that it will fall to him to explain them 
to his fellow Premiers, in the light of the facts relating to 
the position of the French language and culture in Canada. 

I should emphasize that the document, while it is styled 
a "Draft Proclamation", was put in this form simply to 
show with maximum clarity what the result would be if all 

the proposals, as they had emerged in the course of Mr. 
Robertson's consultations, were found acceptable by all 
governments. It should not be regarded as a specific pro
posal or draft to which anyone is committed at this stage, 
since there has not been agreement to the totality of it by 
anyone. It is rather in the nature of a report on the various 
ideas, including Mr. Bourassa's "constitutional guarantee", 
as they developed in the course of the informal discussions 
from April to November, 1975. 

As I stated earlier, most of the "Draft Proclamation" 
consists of provisions of the Victoria Charter which vari
ous Premiers have asked to have included in any action we 
take. In some cases there are adjustments of the Victoria 
provisions in order to take into account altered circum
stances since 1971 and to benefit by some hind-sight. The 
new parts of this "report" are the Parts IV and VI to which 
I have already referred. For ease of reference the main 
elements are: 

(a) A Preamble. This is entirely new and is simply an 
idea of the way a total presentation might look. 

(b) Part I is the amending formula contained in the 
Victoria Charter made applicable to those parts of the 
Constitution not now amendable in Canada. Thus 
Articles 49, 50, 51, 52, 56 and 57 of Part IX of the 
Victoria Charter are included, while Articles 53, 54 
and 55, which were designed to replace Articles 91(1) 
and 92(1) of the British North America Act, are not. 
The amending formula has not been modified to take 
account of the views expressed by certain Western 
Premiers concerning the population qualification for 
agreement by the Western provinces. I suggest that 
this might be a matter that, in the first instance, the 
four Western Premiers might attempt to solve among 
themselves. 

(c) Part 11, which is Part IV of the Victoria Charter 
concerning the Supreme Court, with a final Article 
(included in another Part of the Victoria Charter) to 
protect the status of Judges already appointed. 

(d) Part Ill, which is a modified version of Part 11 of the 
Victoria Charter concerning language rights. It would 
entrench the constitutional status of the English and 
French languages federally. It would not affect the 
provinces, but it would permit a province, under 
Article 35, to entrench its own provision if it so 
wished. 

(e) Part IV, which is the "guarantee" designed to protect 
the French Language and culture against adverse 
action by the Parliament and Government of Canada. 

(f) Part V, which is essentially Part VII of the Victoria 
Charter on Regional Disparities. The presentation has 
been slightly altered but there is no change in sub
stance whatever. 

(g) Part VI, whcih is a new Article designed to indicate 
the spirit in which Governments may enter into 
agreements. In two of the three areas specifically 
mentioned, major agreements with Quebec have been 
concluded over the past two years (family allowances 
and consultation on immigration). 

Mr. Bourassa advised me in our conversation on March 
5th that the things he considers to be necessary might well 
go beyond what we, in the federal government, have 
understood to be involved in the present exercise. In part 
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they might relate to the distribution of powers. I advised 
him that the Government of Canada, for its part, feels that 
it can go no further as part of this exercise than the 
constitutional guarantees that are embodied in the docu
ment and that indeed even they might find difficulty of 
acceptance in their present form. To go further would 
involve entry upon the distribution of powers, with the 
consequences to which I have referred. We must, then, 
consider three alternatives that are open to us in these 
circumstances. 

Let us begin with the simplest alternative. The Govern
ment of Canada remains firmly of the view that we should 
as a minimum, achieve patriation" of the B.N.A. Act. It is 
not prepared to contemplate the continuation of the 
anomalous situation in which the British Parliament 
retains the power to legislate with respect to essential 
parts of the constitution of Canada. Such "patriation" 
could be achieved by means of an Address of the two 
Houses of the Canadian Parliament to the Queen, request
ing appropriate legislation by the British Parliament to 
end its capacity to legislate in any way with respect to 
Canada. Whereas unanimity of the federal government and 
the provinces would be desirable even for so limited a 
measure, we are satisfied that such action by the Parlia
ment of Canada does not require the consent of the prov
inces and would be entirely proper since it would not 
affect in any way the distribution of powers. In other 
words, the termination of the British capacity to legislate 
for Canada would not in any way alter the position as 
between Parliament and the provincial legislatures wheth
er in respect of jurisdictions flowing from Sections 91 and 
92 or otherwise. 

However, simple "patriation" would not equip us with 
an amending procedure for those parts of our constitution 
that do not come under either Section 91(1) or Section 
92(1) of the B.N.A. Act. To meet this deficiency, one could 
provide in the Address to the Queen that amendment of 
those parts of the constitution not now amendable in 
Canada could be made on unanimous consent of Parlia
ment and the legislature until a permanent formula is 
found and established. In theory this approach would 
introduce a rigidity which does not now exist, since at 
present it is the federal Parliament alone which goes to 
Westminster, and the degree of consultation of or consent 
by the provinces is a matter only of convention about 
which there can be differences of view. In practice, of 
course, the federal government has in the past sought the 
unanimous consent of the provinces before seeking amend
ments that have affected the distribution of powers. 

A second and perhaps preferable alternative would be to 
include in the action a provision that could lead to the 
establishment of a permanent and more flexible amending 
procedure. That could be done by detailing such a proce
dure in our Joint Address and having it included in the 
British legislation as an enabling provision that would 
come into effect when and only when it had received the 
formal approval of the legislatures of all the provinces. The 
obvious amending procedure to set forth would be the one 
agreed to at Victoria in application to those parts of our 
constitution not now amendable in Canada. (Part I of the 
attached "Draft Proclamation"). This could be with of 

without modification respecting the four western prov
inces. (On this last point, the federal government would be 
quite prepared to accept the proposed modification and it 
is my understanding that the other provinces would equal
ly agree if the western provinces can arrive at agreement.) 

If we took the above step, we would achieve forthwith 
half of our objective of last April-"patriation"-and we 
would establish a process by which the other half-the 
amending procedure--would become effective as and when 
the provincial legislatures individually signify their agree
ment. Over a period of time, which I hope would not be 
long, we would establish the total capacity to amend our 
constitution under what is clearly the best and most 
acceptable procedure that has been worked out in nearly 
fifty years of effort, since the original federal-provincial 
conference on this subject in 1927. Until full agreement 
and implementation had been achieved, any constitutional 
changes that might .be needed, and which did not come 
under Section 91(1) or Section 92(1) or which could not 
otherwise be effected in Canada could be made subject to 
unanimous consent. This would impose an interim rigidity 
for such very rare requirements for amendment, but, as I 
have said, the practice has, in any event, been to secure 
unanimous consent before making amendments that have 
affected the distribution of powers. 

A third and more extensive possibility still, would be to 
include, in the "patriation" action, the entirety of the 
"Draft Proclamation" I am enclosing. In other words the 
British Parliament, in terminating its capacity to legislate 
for Canada, could provide that all of the substance of Parts 
I to VI would come into effect in Canada and would have 
full legal force when, and only when, the entirety of those 
Parts had been approved by the legislatures of all the 
provinces. At that point, we would have, not only "patria
tion" and the amending procedure, but also the other 
provisions that have developed out of the discussions thus 
far. Here again, of course, until all the Provinces had 
approved the entire Draft Proclamation, any constitutional 
change which did not come under Section 91(1) or Section 
92(1) would be subject to unanimous consent. 

As you can see, there are several possibilities as to the 
course of action now to take. So far as the federal govern
ment is concerned, our much preferred course would be to 
act in unison with all the provinces. "Patriation" is such a 
historic milestone that it would be ideal if all Premiers 
would associate themselves with it. 

But if unanimity does not appear possible, the federal 
government will have to decide whether it will recommend 
to Parliament that a Joint Address be passed seeking 
"patriation" of the B.N.A. Act. A question for decision then 
will be what to add to that action. We are inclined to think 
that it should, at the minimum, be the amending procedure 
agreed to at Victoria by all the provinces, with or without 
modification respecting the western provinces, and subject 
to the condition about coming into force only when 
approved by the legislatures of all the provinces as 
explained above. 

The implications of the different possibilities are com
plex, and you will undoubtedly want to consider them with 
care. To facilitate consideration, Mr. Robertson would be 
glad to come to see you, at a convenient time, for such 
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discussions as you might wish to have. When opportunity 
offers at an early meeting, we might also discuss the 
matter together. 

I would welcome your comments. Mr. Robertson will be 
in touch with your office to see if you would wish to have a 
meeting with him and, if so, what time would suit. 

Prior to my meeting with Mr. Bourassa, I did not feel 
that I was in a position to place any documents before 
Parliament, but I now feel it proper to do so. I would like 
to table copies of this letter, as well as of the "Draft 
Proclamation" that is enclosed. If you have any objection, 
could you please advise me forthwith. If I do not hear to 
the contrary, I shall plan to table on April 9th. Should you 
wish to do the same in your legislature, I would of course, 
have no objection. 

Sincerely, 

CONFIDENTIAL 

The Honourable W. R. Bennett, 
Premier of British Columbia, 

Parliament Buildings, 
Victoria, British Columbia. 

My dear Premier: 

P. E. TRUDEAU 

Ottawa K1A OA2 
March 31, 1976 

I very much enjoyed meeting you during my recent visit 
to British Columbia and having the opportunity of raising 
with you, among other things, the matter of the "patria
tion" of the British North America Act. You will recall that 
I mentioned that I had discussed such an exercice with the 
Premiers of the other provinces at 7 Rideau Gate last April. 
At my request, all the Premiers with the exception of Mr. 
Barrett held preliminary discussions with Mr. Gordon Rob
ertson, the Secretary to the Cabinet for Federal-Provincial 
Relations, acting on my behalf. Further discussions with 
Quebec took a good deal of time and it was not until March 
5th that I had the opportunity of reviewing the question 
with the Premier of Quebec. I thought it essential to know 
his attitude before proceeding to further action. 

We started with agreement in principle on the desirabili
ty of "patriating" the B.N.A. Act and, at the same time, 
establishing as law the amending procedure that had been 
agreed to in Victoria in 1971. We also agreed that we would 
not, in the present "patriation" exercise, consider substan
tive changes to the B.N.A. Act itself since any entry on that 
course would, as the discussions from 1968 to 1971 had 
shown, make early action impossible. Mr. Bourassa indicat
ed, however, that it would be difficult for his government 
to agree to this unless the action also included "constitu
tional guarantees" for the French language and culture. 
We agreed that our general acceptance of the plan, in 
principle, would be subject to more precise exploration and 
definition, and this was the purpose of the discussions Mr. 
Robertson had with the other Premiers on my behalf. I 
should like to inform you of what developed in the course 
of those discussions. 

It quickly became apparent in Mr. Robertson's discus
sions that the action for "patriation" and establishment of 
the amending procedure would be more meaningful for , 

and more acceptable to, a number of provinces if certain 
other alterations in our constitutional situation could be 
established at the same time. Most of these alterations, 
with the exception of Mr. Bourassa's "constitutional gua
rantees", were among the things that had been included in 
the Victoria Charter. They included the provision for con
sultation with the provinces about appointments to the 
Supreme Court of Canada and the special handling of 
cases arising from the civil law of Quebec. They included 
also the provision concerning the reduction of regional 
disparities. Certain of the western provinces wanted to 
have the amending procedure itself modified so that the 
requirement with regard to consent from the four western 
provinces would be the same as that for the four eastern 
provinces. This would mean deletion of the population 
provision respecting the western provinces that was insert
ed at Victoria. 

The main problem was the definition of the "constitu
tional guarantees" to which Mr. Bourassa had referred at 
the outset. Mr. Robertson found that the Premiers he spoke 
to after the initial discussions with Mr. Bourassa in May 
had no objection in principle to "constitutional guaran
tees", although all made it clear that they would want to 
consider them in detail once they had been worked out 
with Quebec and reduced to writing. 

I will not go into all the difficulties that are presented by 
the concept of "constitutional guarantee" ; they are many 
and complex. Discussions with Mr. Bourassa's representa
tives finally led to a formulation that was included in a 
document sent to him in November, 1975. I am enclosing a 
copy of the full document herewith. I would draw your 
attention especially to Parts IV and VI. The formulation of 
the principal "constitutional guarantee" is Part IV (Article 
38). It is buttressed by Part VI (Article 40) and also by the 
provisions concerning language in Part Ill. 

As I have mentioned, the "constitutional guarantee" was 
a concept raised by Mr. Bourassa and stated by him to be 
essential. Articles 38 and 40 attempt to cover the points 
made by his representatives. Mr. Bourassa knows that my 
colleagues and I share some concern about the fellow 
Premiers in the light of the facts relating to the position of 
the French language and culture in Canada. 

I should emphasize that the document, while it is styled 
a "Draft Proclamation", was put in this form simply to 
show with maximum clarity what the result would be if all 
the proposals, as they had emerged in the course of Mr. 
Robertson's consultations, were found acceptable by all 
governments. It should not be regarded as a specific pro
posal or draft to which anyone is committed at this stage 
since there has not been agreement to the totality of it by 
anyone. It is rather in the nature of a report on the various 
ideas, including Mr. Bourassa's "constitutional guarantee", 
as they developed in the course of the informal discussions 
from April to November, 1975. 

As I stated earlier, most of the "Draft Proclamation" 
consists of provisions of the Victoria Charter which vari
ous Premiers have asked to have included in any action we 
take. In some cases there are adjustments of the Victoria 
provisions in order to take into account altered circum
stances since 1971 and to benefit by some hind-sight. The 
new parts of this "report" are the Parts IV and VI to which 
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I have already referred. For ease of reference the main 
elements are: 
(a) A Preamble. This is entirely new and is simply an 

idea of the way a total presentation might look. 
(b) Part I is the amending formula contained in the 

Victoria Charter made applicable to those parts of the 
Constitution not now mendable in Canada. Thus 
Articles 49, 50, 51, 52, 56 and 57 of Part IX of the 
Victoria Charter are included, while Articles 53, 54 
and 55, which were designed to replace Articles 91(1) 
and 92(1) of the British North America Act, are not. 
The amending formula has not been modified to take 
account of the views expressed by certain Western 
Premiers concerning the population qualification for 
agreement by the Western provinces. I suggest that 
this might be a matter that, in the first instance, you 
and your three Western colleagues might attempt to 
solve amongst yourselves. 

(c) Part 11, which is Part IV of the Victoria Charter 
concerning the Supreme Court, with a final Article 
(included in another Part of the Victoria Charter) to 
protect the status of Judges already appointed. 

(d) Part Ill, which is a modified version of Part 11 of the 
Victoria Charter concerning language rights. It would 
entrench the constitutional status of the English and 
French languages federally. It would not affect the 
provinces, but it would permit a province, under 
Article 35, to entrench its own provision if it so 
wished. 

(e) Part IV, which is the "guarantee" designed to protect 
the French language and culture against adverse 
action by the Parliament and Government of Canada. 

(f) Part V, which is essentially Part VII of the Victoria 
Charter on Regional Disparities. The presentation has 
been slightly altered but there is no change in sub
stance whatever. 

(g) Part VI, which is a new Article designed to indicate 
the spirit in which Governments may enter into 
agreements. In two of the three areas specifically 
mentioned, major agreements with Quebec have been 
concluded over the past two years (family allowances 
and consultation on immigration). 

Mr. Bourassa advised me in our conversation on March 
5th that the things he considers to be necessary might well 
go beyond what we, in the federal government, have 
understood to be involved in the present exercise. In part 
they might relate to the distribution of powers. I advised 
him that the Government of Canada, for its part, feels that 
it can go no further as part of this exercise than the 
constitutional guarantees that are embodied in the docu
ment and that indeed even they might find difficulty of 
acceptance in their present form. To go further would 
involve entry upon the distribution of powers, with the 
consequences to which I have referred. We must, then, 
consider three alternatives that are open to us in these 
circumstances. 

Let us begin with the simplest alternative. The Govern
ment of Canada remains firmly of the view that we should, 
as a minimum, achieve "patriation" of the B.N.A. Act. it is 
not prepared to contemplate the continuation of the 
anomalous situation in which the British Parliament 
retains the power to legislate with respect to essential 

parts of the constitution of Canada. Such "patriation" 
could be achieved by means of an Address of the two 
Houses of the Canadian Parliament to the Queen, request
ing appropriate legislation by the British Parliament to 
end its capacity to legislate in any way with respect to 
Canada. Whereas unanimity of the federal government and 
the provinces would be desirable even for so limited a 
measure, we are satisfied that such action by the Parlia
ment of Canada does not require the consent of the prov
inces and would be entirely proper since it would not 
affect in any way the distribution of powers. In other 
words, the termination of the British capacity to legislate 
for Canada would not in any way alter the position as 
between Parliament and the provincial legislatures wheth
er in respect of jurisdictions flowing from Sections 91 and 
92 or otherwise. 

However, simple "patriation" would not equip us with 
an amending procedure for those parts of our constitution 
that do not come under either Section 91(1) or Section 
92(1) of the B.N.A. Act. To meet this deficiency, one could 
provide in the Address to the Queen that amendment of 
those parts of the constitution not now amendable in 
Canada could be made on unanimous consent of Parlia
ment and the legislatures until a permanent formula is 
found and established. In theory this approach would 
introduce a rigidity which does not now exist, since at 
present it is the federal Parliament alone which goes to 
Westminster and the degree of consultation of or consent 
by the provinces is a matter only of convention about 
which there can be differences of view. In practice, of 
course, the federal government has in the past sought the 
unanimous consent of the provinces before seeking amend
ments that have affected the distribution of powers. 

A second and perhaps preferable alternative would be to 
include in the action a provision that could lead to the 
establishment of a permanent and more flexible amending 
procedure. That could be done by detailing such a proce
dure in our Joint Address and having it included in the 
British legislation as an enabling provision that would 
come into effect when and only when it had received the 
formal approval of the legislatures of all the provinces. The 
obvious amending procedure to set forth would be the one 
agreed to at Victoria in application to those parts of our 
constitution not now amendable in Canada (Part I of the 
attached "Draft Proclamation"). This could be with or 
without modification respecting the four western prov
inces. (On this last point, the federal government would be 
quite prepared to accept the proposed modification and it 
is my understanding that the other provinces would equal
ly agree if the western provinces can arrive at agreement.) 

If we took the above step, we would achieve forthwith 
half of the objective of last April-"patriation"-and we 
would establish a process by which the other half-the 
amending procedure--would become effective as and when 
the provincial legislatures individually signify their agree
ment. Over a period of time, which I hope would not be 
long, we would establish the total capacity to amend our 
constitution under what is clearly the best and most 
acceptable procedure that has been worked out in nearly 
fifty years of effort since the original federal-provincial 
conference on this subject in 1927. Until full agreement 
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and implementation had been achieved, any constitutional 
changes that might be needed, and which did not come 
under Section 91(1) or Section 92(1) or which could not 
otherwise be effected in Canada could be ml).de subject to 
unanimous consent. This would impose an interim rigidity 
for such very rare requirements for amendment, but, as I 
have said, the practice has, in any event, been to secure 
unanimous consent before making amendments that have 
affected the distribution of powers. 

A third and more extensive possibility still, would be to 
include, in the "patriation" action, the entirety of the 
"Draft Proclamation" I am enclosing. In other words the 
British Parliament, in terminating its capacity to legislate 
for Canada, could provide that all of the substance of Parts 
I to VI would come into effect in Canada and would have 
full legal force when, and only when, the entirety of those 
Parts had been approved by the legislatures of all the 
provinces. At that point, we would have, not only "patria
tion" and the amending procedure, but also the other 
provisions that have developed out of the discussions thus 
far. Here again, of course, until all the Provinces had 
approved the entire Draft Proclamation, any constitutional 
change which did not come under Section 91(1) or Section 
92(1) would be subject to unanimous consent. 

As you can see, there are several possibilities as to the 
course of action now to take. So far as the federal govern
ment is concerned, our much preferred course would be to 
act in unison with all the provinces. "Patriation" is such a 
historic milestone that it would be ideal if all Premiers 
would associate themselves with it. 

But if unanimity does not appear possible, the federal 
government will have to decide whether it will recommend 
to Parliament that a Joint Address be passed seeking 
"patriation" of the B.N.A. Act. A question for decision then 
will be what to add to that action. We are inclined to think 
that it should, at the minimum, be the amending procedure 
agreed to at Victoria by all the provinces, with or without 
modification respecting the western provinces, and subject 
to the condition about coming into force only when 
approved by the legislatures of all the provinces as 
explained above. 

The implications of the different possibilities are com
plex and you will undoubtedly want to consider them with 
care. I understand that Mr. Robertson has made arrange
ments to go to see you on April 13th to discuss these 
matters. When opportunity offers, you and I might also 
discuss the matter together. I would welcome your 
comments. 

Prior to my meeting with Mr. Bourassa, I did not feel 
that I was in a position to place any documents before 
Parliament, but I now feel it proper to do so. I would like 
to table copies of this letter as well as of the "Draft 
Proclamation" that is enclosed. If you have any objection, 
could you please advise me forthwith. If I do not hear to 
the contrary, I shall plan to table on April 9th. Should you 
wish to do the same in your legislature, I would of course, 
have no objection. 

Sincerely, 

P.E.Trudeau 

[Translation] 

The Honourable Robert Bourassa 
Premier of Quebec 

Parliament Buildings 
Quebec City, Quebec 

My dear Premier, 

Ottawa, K1A OA6 
March 31, 1976 

As I told you on March 5th, I did not want to speak to the 
other Premiers about our discussions on the subject of 
"patriation" of the British North America Act before get
ting a clearer idea of your feelings. I have sent them a 
letter today of which you will find attached a copy in 
English and French. 

All of the letters are identical, except for the one I sent 
to Mr. Bennett in which I took account of the fact that he 
had not attended our meeting in April 1975 and that Mr. 
Robertson has not yet had the opportunity of meeting with 
him. I trust you will find that the letters represent the 
facts accurately. Please let me know if you have any 
objection to my placing the attached letter to the Premiers 
and the draft proclamation before Parliament on April 9th. 
It is understood that I would have no objection to you 
doing the same thing in Quebec. 

Sincerely, 

(signed) P. E. Trudeau 

DRAFT 

CONFIDENTIAL 
November lOth, 1975. 

Form for a Proclamation of the Governor General 

WHEREAS it is fitting that it should be possible to amend 
the Constitution of Canada in all respects by action of the 
appropriate instrumentalities of government in Canada 
acting separately or in concert as may best suit the matter 
in question; 

AND WHEREAS it is desirable to make more specific provi
sion respecting the constitutional status of the English and 
French languages in Canada and to ensure that changes in 
the Constitution, interpretation of its provisions or action 
by the Parliament or Government of Canada should not 
endanger the continuation and full development of the 
French language and the culture based thereon; 

AND WHEREAS it is desirable that the Parliament and 
Government of Canada and the Legislatures and Govern
ments of the Provinces act effectively to promote equality 
of opportunity and an acceptable level of public services 
among the different regions of Canada; 

THEREFORE it is desirable to establish among other things: 

(a) A method for the amendment in Canada of those 
parts of the Constitution of general interest and con
cern that cannot now be amended in Canada in which 
the consent will be required of the Legislatures of 
Provinces respresentative of both the official lan
guage groups of Canada as well as of the Legislatures 
of Provinces in all of the geographical regions of 
Canada; 
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(b) means by which Provinces can participate in the 
selection of persons to be appointed to the Supreme 
Court of Canada; and 

(c) principles to guide the Parliament of Canada in the 
exercise of powers allotted to it under the Constitu
tion of Canada and to guide the Government of 
Canada in the exercise of powers conferred upon it by 
the Constitution of Canada and by laws enacted by 
the Parliament of Canada; 

Now THEREFORE We. .. ........ do proclaim as follows: 

Part I 

Amendments to the Constitution 

Art. 1 Amendments to the Constitution of Canada may 
from time to time be made by Proclamation issued by the 
Governor General under the Great Seal of Canada when so 
authorized by resolutions of the Senate and the House of 
Commons and of the Legislative Assemblies of at least a 
majority of the Provinces that includes: 

(1) every Province that at any time before the issue of 
such Proclamation had, according to any previous 
general census, a population of at least twenty-five 
per cent of the population of Canada; 

(2) at least two of the Atlantic Provinces; 
(3) at least two of the Western Provinces that have, 

according to the then latest general census, combined 
populations of at least fifty per cent of the population 
of all the Western Provinces. 

Art. 2 Amendments to the Constitution of Canada in 
relation to any provision that applies to one or more, but 
not all, of the Provinces may from time to time be made by 
Proclamation issued by the Governor General under the 
Great Seal of Canada when so authorized by resolutions of 
the Senate and House of Commons and of the Legislative 
Assembly of each Province to which an amendment 
applies. 

Art. 3 An amendment may be made by Proclamation 
under Articles 1 or 2 without a resolution of the Senate 
authorizing the issue of the Proclamation if within ninety 
days of the passage of a resolution by the House of Com
mons authorizing its issue the Senate has not passed such a 
resolution and at any time after the expiration of the 
ninety days the House of Commons again passes the reso
lution, but any period when Parliament is prorogued or 
dissolved shall not be counted in computing the ninety 
days. 

Art. 4 The following rules apply to the procedures for 
amendment described in Articles 1 and 2: 

(1) either of these procedures may be initiated by the 
Senate or the House of Commons or the Legislative 
Assembly of a Province; 

(2) a resolution made for the purposes of this Part may 
be revoked at any time before the issue of a Procla
mation authorized by it. 

Art. 5 The procedures prescribed in Articles 1 and 2 may 
not be used to make an amendment when there is another 
provision for making such amendment in the Constitution 
of Canada, but the procedure in Article 1 may nonetheless 
be used to amend any provision for amending the Consti-

tution, including this Article, or in making a general con
solidation and revision of the Constitution. 

Art. 6 In this Part "Atlantic Provinces" means the Prov
inces of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Prince Edward 
Island and Newfoundland, and "Western Provinces" means 
the Provinces of Manitoba, British Columbia, Saskatche
wan and Alberta. 
Art. 7 The enactments set out in the Schedule shall 
continue as law in Canada and as such shall, together with 
this Proclamation and any Proclamation subsequently 
issued under this Part, collectively be known as the Con
stitution of Canada, and amendments thereto shall hence
forth be made only according to the authority contained 
therein. 

Part 11 

Supreme Court of Canada 

Art. 8 There shall be a general court of appeal for Canada 
to be known as the Supreme Court of Canada. 

Art. 9 The Supreme Court of Canada shall consist of a 
chief justice to be called the Chief Justice of Canada, and 
eight other judges, who shall, subject to this Part, be 
appointed by the Governor General in Council by letters 
patent under the Great Seal of Canada. 

Art. 10 Any person may be appointed a judge of the 
Supreme Court of Canada who, after having been admitted 
to the Bar of any Province, has, for a total period of at least 
ten years, been a judge of any court in Canada or a 
barrister or advocate at the Bar of any Province. 

Art. 11 At least three of the judges of the Supreme Court 
of Canada shall be appointed from among persons who, 
after having been admitted to the Bar of the Province of 
Quebec, have, for a total period of at least ten years, been 
judges of any court of that Province or of a court estab
lished by the Parliament of Canada or barristers or advo
cates at that Bar. 

Art. 12 Where a vacancy arises in the Supreme Court of 
Canada and the Attorney General of Canada is considering 
a person for appointment to fill the vacancy, he shall 
inform the Attorney General of the appropriate Province. 

Art. 13 When an appointment is one falling within 
Article 11 or the Attorney General of Canada has deter
mined that the appointment shall be made from among 
persons who have been admitted to the Bar of a specific 
Province, he shall make all reasonable efforts to reach 
agreement with the Attorney General of the appropriate 
Province, before a person is appointed to the Court. 

Art. 14 No person shall be appointed to the Supreme 
Court of Canada unless the Attorney General of Canada 
and the Attorney General of the appropriate Province 
agree to the appointment, or such person has been recom
mended for appointment to the Court by a nominating 
council described in Article 16, or has been selected by the 
Attorney General of Canada under Article 16. 

Art. 15 Where after the lapse of ninety days from the day 
a vacancy arises in the Supreme Court of Canada, the 
Attorney General of Canada and the Attorney General of a 
Province have not reached agreement on a person to be 
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appointed to fill the vacancy, the Attorney General of 
Canada may inform the Attorney General of the appropri
ate Province in writing that he proposes to convene a 
nominating council to recommend an appointment. 

Art. 16 Within thirty days of the day when the Attorney 
General of Canada has written the Attorney General of the 
Province that he proposes to convene a nominating council, 
the Attorney General of the Province may inform the 
Attorney General of Canada in writing that he selects 
either of the following types of nominating councils: 
( 1) a nominating council consisting of the following 

members: the Attorney General of Canada or his 
nominee and the Attorneys General of the Provinces 
or their nominees; 

(2) a nominating council consisting of the following 
members: the Attorney General of Canada or his 
nominee, the Attorney General of the appropriate 
Province or his nominee and a Chairman to be select
ed by the two Attorneys General, and if within six 
months from the expiration of the thirty days they 
cannot agree on a Chairman, then the Chief Justice of 
the appropriate Province, or if he is unable to act, the 
next senior Judge of his court, shall name a 
Chairman; 

and if the Attorney General of the Province fails to make a 
selection within the thirty days above referred to, the 
Attorney General of Canada may select the person to be 
appointed. 

Art. 17 When a nominating council has been created, the 
Attorney General of Canada shall submit the names of not 
less than three qualified persons to it about whom he has 
sought the agreement of the Attorney General of the 
appropriate Province to the appointment, and the nominat
ing council shall recommend therefrom a person for 
appointment to the Supreme Court of Canada; a majority 
of the members of a council constitutes a quorum, and a 
recommendation of a majority of the members at a meeting 
constitutes a recommendation of the council. 

Art. 18 For the purpose of Articles 12 to 17 "appropriate 
Province" means, in the case of a person being considered 
for appointment to the Supreme Court of Canada in com
pliance with Article 11, the Province of Quebec, and in the 
case of any other person being so considered, the Province 
to the Bar of which such a person was admitted, and if a 
person was admitted to the Bar of more than one Province, 
the Province with the Bar of which the person has, in the 
opinion of the Attorney General of Canada, the closest 
connection. 

Art. 19 Articles 12 to 18 do not apply to the appointment 
of the Chief Justice of Canada when such appointment is 
made from among the judges of the Supreme Court of 
Canada. 

Art. 20 The judges of the Supreme Court of Canada hold 
office during good behaviour until attaining the age of 
seventy years, but are removable by the Governor General 
on address of the Senate and House of Commons. 

Art. 21 The Supreme Court of Canada has jurisdiction to 
hear and determine appeals on any constitutional question 
from any judgment of any court in Canada and from any 

decision on any constitutional question by any such court 
in determining any question referred to it, but except as 
regards appeals from the highest court of final resort in a 
Province, the Supreme Court of Canada may prescribe 
such exceptions and conditions to the exercise of such 
jurisdiction as may be authorized by the Parliament of 
Canada. 

Art. 22 Subject to this Part, the Supreme Court of 
Canada shall have such further appellate jurisdiction as 
the Parliament of Canada may prescribe. 

Art. 23 The Parliament of Canada may make laws con
ferring original jurisdiction on the Supreme Court of 
Canada in respect of such matters in relation of the laws of 
Canada as may be prescribed by the Parliament of Canada, 
and authorizing the reference of questions of law or fact to 
the court and requiring the court to hear and determine 
the questions. 

Art. 24 Subject to this Part, the judgment of the Supreme 
Court of Canada in all cases is final and conclusive. 

Art. 25 Where a case before the Supreme Court of 
Canada involves questions of law relating to the civil law 
of the Province of Quebec, and involves no other question 
of law, it shall be heard by a panel of five judges, or with 
the consent of the parties, four judges, at least three of 
whom have the qualifications described in Article 11, and 
if for any reason three judges of the court who have such 
qualifications are not available, the court may name such 
ad hoc judges as may be necessary to hear the case from 
among the judges who have such qualifications serving on 
a superior court of record established by the law of Canada 
or of a superior court of appeal of the Province of Quebec. 

Art. 26 Nothing in this Part shall be construed as 
restricting the power existing at the commencement of this 
Proclamation of a Provincial Legislature to provide for or 
limit appeals pursuant to its power to legislate in relation 
to the administration of justice in the Province. 

Art. 27 The salaries, allowances and pension of the 
judges of the Supreme Court of Canada shall be fixed and 
provided by the Parliament of Canada. 

Art. 28 Subject to this Part, the Parliament of Canada 
may make laws to provide for the organization and mainte
nance of the Supreme Court of Canada, including the 
establishment of a quorum for particular purposes. 

Art. 29 The court existing on the day of the coming into 
force of this Proclamation under the name of the Supreme 
Court of Canada shall continue as the Supreme Court of 
Canada, and the judges thereof shall continue in office as 
though appointed under this Part except that they shall 
hold office during good behaviour until attaining the age 
of seventy-five years, and until otherwise provided pursu
ant to the provisions of this Part, all laws pertaining to the 
court in force on that day shall continue, subject to the 
provisions of this Proclamation. 

Part Ill 

Language Rights 

Art. 30 English and French are the official languages of 
Canada, but no provision in this Part shall derogate from 
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any right, privilege, or obligation existing under any other 
provision of the Constitution. 

Art. 31 A person has the right to use English and French 
in the debates of the Parliament of Canada. 

Art. 32 The statutes and the records and journals of the 
Parliament of Canada shall be printed and published in 
English and French; and both versions of such statutes are 
authoritative. 
Art. 33 A person has the right to use English and French 
in giving evidence before, or in any pleading or process in 
the Supreme Court of Canada and any courts established 
by the Parliament of Canada, and to require that all docu
ments and judgments issuing from such courts be in Eng
lish or French. 
Art. 34 An individual has the right to the use of the 
official language of his choice in communications between 
him and the head or central office of every department and 
agency of the Government of Canada. 

Art. 35 A provincial Legislative Assembly may, by reso
lution, declare that provisions similar to those of any part 
of Articles 32, 33 and 34 shall apply to the Legislative 
Assembly, and to any of the provincial courts and offices 
of the provincial departments and agencies according to 
the terms of the resolution, and thereafter such parts apply 
to the Legislative Assembly, courts and offices specified 
according to the terms of the resolution; and any right 
conferred under this Article may be abrogated or dimin
ished only in accordance with the procedure prescribed in 
Article 2. 

Art. 36 A person has the right to the use of the official 
language of his choice in communications between him 
and every principal office of the departments and agencies 
of the Government of Canada that are located in an area 
where a substantial proportion of the population has the 
official language of his choice as its mother tongue, but the 
Parliament of Canada may define the limits of such areas 
and what constitutes a substantial proportion of the popu
lation for the purposes of this Article. 

Art. 37 In addition to the rights provided by this Part, 
the Parliament of Canada may, within its legislative juris
diction, provide for more extensive use of English and 
French. 

Part IV 

Protection of the French Language and Culture 

Art. 38 The Parliament of Canada, in the exercise of 
powers allotted to it under the Constitution of Canada, and 
the Government of Canada, in the exercise of powers 
conferred upon it by the Constitution of Canada and by 
laws enacted by the Parliament of Canada, shall ge guided 
by, among other considerations for the welfare and advan
tage of the people of Canada, the knowledge that a funda
mental purpose underlying the federation of Canada is to 
ensure the preservation and the full development of the 
French language and the culture based on it and neither 
the Parliament nor the Government of Canada, in the 
exercise of their respective powers, shall act in a manner 
that will adversely affect the preservation and develop
ment of the French language and the culture based on it. 

Part V 

Regional Disparities 

Art. 39 Without altering the distribution of powers and 
without compelling the Parliament of Canada or the Legis
latures of the Provinces to exercise their legislative 
powers, the Parliament of Canada and the Legislatures of 
the Provinces, together with the Government of Canada 
and the Governments of the Provinces, are committed to: 

(a) the promotion of equality of opportunity and well
being for all individuals in Canada; 

(b) the assurance, as nearly as possible, that essential 
public services of reasonable quality are available to 
all individuals in Canada; and 

(c) the promotion of economic development to reduce 
disparities in the social and economic opportunities 
for all individuals in Canada wherever they may live. 

Part VI 

Federal-Provincial Agreements 

Art. 40 (1) In order to ensure a greater harmony of action 
by governments, and especially in order to reduce the 
possibility of action that could adversely affect the preser
vation and development in Canada of the French language 
and the culture based on it, the Government of Canada and 
the Governments of the Provinces or of any one or more of 
the Provinces may, within the limits of the powers other
wise accorded to each of them respectively by law, enter 
into agreements with one another concerning the manner 
of exercise of such powers, particularly in the fields of 
immigration, communications and social policy. 

(2) Nothing in this Article shall be held to limit or 
restrict any authority conferred either before or after the 
coming into force of this Proclamation upon the Govern
ment of Canada or the Government of a Province to enter 
into agreements within the limits of the powers otherwise 
accorded to it by law. 

SCHEDULE 

This Schedule is NOT final, subject to confirmation. 
Enactments 

British North America Act, 1867, 30-31 Vict., c. 3 (U.K.). 

An Act to amend and continue the Act 32 and 33 Victoria 
chapter 3; and to establish and provide for the Government 
of the Province of Manitoba, 1870, 33 Vict., c. 3 (Can.). 

Order of Her Majesty in Council admitting British 
Columbia into the Union, dated the 16th day of May 1871. 

British North America Act, 1871, 34-35 Vict., c. 28 (U.K.), 
and all acts enacted under section 3 thereof. 

Order of Her Majesty in Council admitting Prince 
Edward Island into the Union, dated the 26th day of June, 
1873. 

Parliament of Canada Act, 1875, 38-39 Vict., c. 38 (U.K.). 

Order of Her Majesty in Council admitting all British 
possessions and Territories in North America and islands 
adjacent thereto into the Union, dated the 31st day of July, 
1880. 
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British North America Act, 1886, 49-50 Vict., c. 35 (U.K.). 

Canada (Ontario Boundary) Act, 1889, 52-53 Vict., c. 28 
(U.K.). 

Canadian Speaker (Appointment of Deputy) Act, 1895, 
Session 2, 59 Vict., c. 3 (U.K.). 

Alberta Act, 1905, 4-5 Edw. VII, c. 3 (Can.). 

Saskatchewan Act, 1905, 4-5 Edw. VII, c. 42 (Can.). 

British North America Act, 1907, 7 Edw. VII, c. 11 (U.K.). 

British North America Act, 1915, 5-6 Geo. V, c. 45 (U.K.). 

British North America Act, 1930, 20-21 Geo. V, c. 26 
(U.K.). 

Statute of Westminster, 1931, 22 Geo. V, c. 4 (U.K.) in so 
far as it applies to Canada. 

British North America Act, 1940, 3-4 Geo. VI, c. 36 (U.K.). 

British North America Act, 1943, 7 Geo. VI, c. 30 (U.K.). 

British North America Act, 1946, 10 Geo. VI, c. 63 (U.K.). 

British North America Act, 1949, 12 and 13 Geo. VI, c. 22 
(U.K.) 

British North America (No. 2) Act, 1949, 13 Geo. VI, c. 81 
(U.K.). 

British North America Act, R.S.C., 1952, c. 304 (Can.). 

British North America Act, 1960, 9 Eliz. II, c. 2 (U.K.). 

British North America Act, 1964, 12 and 13, Eliz. II, c. 73 
(U.K.). 

British North America Act, 1965, 14 Eliz. II, c. 4, Part I, 
(Can.). 


