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the Belgian approach was rejected as not being appropriate

2 for Canada.

Weil, 1 don't have to tell you that Belgiui is

4 a Unitary State. We arc a Federal State. And the notionl

5 that we could divide the Public Service in kînds of parallel

6 French and English Depýartinents just appeared to be impractical

7 for Canada.

8 So our line of approach hias been to evolve - -

9 ma1ke our Public Service at the Federal level evolve in t'erms

10 of a capacity or capabili1ty of providiflg services in

il both languages by individuals who are in a situation where

Stliey are in contacIt w1th both language 
groups. These have

13 been our efforts. This ineans, in effect, that ail of the

14 senigr officers in the Public Service are becoming 
hi-lingual-

15or a.t Ileast have what we cail a'passive"CaPaCity in both

161languageýi That is, the capacity of being able to read and


