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Canadiens thet the concept of equal partnership 1 with the proportion of French-speaking and Engli,5b'

betweew Dur two groups must be et the root of any" speaking Canadiens now living in a given aréf.ý

future Canadien constitution? giculturalism implies the equality of French

Before wecan discuss this question intelligently,. English cultural services available to ail Conadiffle

we must agree on what we mean by equal partner- everywhere in Canada, for the benefit of the wh0k

ship, and what it implies in practice. To me, equal population - radio, television, books, newspaperoi.ýý.

partnerahip meanstio effective arÎd tqýal'#,prtié*atioq.,. agý:Éines,..ibeitre,, cinema and sé on - and esPt'

of competent Filench-Canadiacs in all 'ýîreas and W ciatly educatien. In' the field of education, bic*

ail levels of Canadien life - particularly in the fields turalism must not always be linked to religi0t.

of public administratim, both in politics and the Biculturalism in education simply means that ed1î«ý

Civil Service, and of business. tio'n must be available throughout Canada both in

In the political spbere, equal partnership means English language and culture and in the French le

guage and culture. If that

that French-Canadiens must have a true and mean- wéie the case, then Cao;

ingful share in the direction and administration of dians could freely choose whichever education tbl*..

the.country. In the economic sphere, equel pattner- wanted, or both if they wanted. The seme holds t.

ship means that French-speaking Canadiens must for other culturel services - there must be no ques

have the seme opportunities fer advancement and of forcing two cultures on anybody, but simply

senior respoçtsýnty es English-speaking Canadiens making facilities "in both cultures aysilabWý,,to

with similet qualifications, in ail sectors of eco- Canadiens, so that they con choose whichever t

nomic activity throughout the country. want.
It is to be hoped, of course, thet many Canad*.

EQUALITY OF OPPORTUNITY would sample and enjoy ý both cultures, and wo

Equai partnotship does not mean numerical equality themselves become bicultural citizens of a bicult

country. This is not the primary purpose C <
et ail levelg and in ail fields. French-speaking 

of bié,

Canadiens fotm only 30 per cent of the population of tural ism, but it is 7 perhaps the most rewarding ............

this country, and they are fully conscious of the fact. enriching result of it, and one that would give Cal.

dians a potentiel for a rich and full 1 fe per Il
Neither does it mean that they must hold 30 per cent i

of ail positions in a given area, or any other fixed unequalled onywhere in the world.

proportion. Above ail, it does .not mean that any 
A,

French-speaking Canadien should be promoted to a WHERE BILINGUALISM IS ESSENTIAL

position for which he is not.qua#fied, sjmply in At this 7point 1 would like to open a parenthesis 4À

order to satisfy demands for equality. Equal respon- the question of he bilingualism of individuelo

sibility. entails. equal qualifications. What equal certain areas. As 1 have intimated, 1 do not thi,41

pàrtnerlshï'p doeu meurt, essentially, is -true eq ality possible for every Canadien to: spéak both EtjgýL

u 
ý., 1 1

of oppx*tnity in ail 'fields. 11%ere la n'o need to and French,, wherever he mey Uvé fri, the côun',

ording 

to 

'le 
of 

cultural 

expression,

départ fibin 'thie plinéiple.ýof ptômotîàn sec Language is a vehie

metit. ori thé coàý, the pàiËi .of equalpaitnerghip is also a vital tool of economic açtivity. Therp

id t>éCýMs ýptincléW<m«t bestrieffy àdhered to, be no question 1 of f6rcing.a iàngurtge' on pe

keepirî Aà niiiW..Oié fect ýh*t ., in à biculturel country, t tà enjpy two cultgréi ;will 1 learri

q % 1,. Those %ybo w9m

à MaxiïiTit'sh uld ýnélùde measure. languages, and thoie' *ho feel that one onj;uo&1,0ýî

mént"dthiï bicultürid ettali"ti.;This is particulatly sufficient for .their cultural ind economic objçcti

true in iWiederal Civil ýirVieé whîch gluât serve a W .ill .noL.J .3pý there are n o-ver theless c erfain,

where bilingualism esseýü icix

haig never reé1ly exlsted In country.
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ship? CMi formulas be found to make It a rea ity? of eac1b. cultgre,,,livingin the saine.-are #,, .pe .

tige 'âfe v'îýUd' qïies'Îipýns hàd c' t;é 'thé future of dea tÉ ;týqçr.atfu. ic.sh6uld 'be il

This ap les to ali goverinm'ent: and publié séiU

oui. éâdi -ry. PÉ
Whether federal, provincial or municipal,

business and industry am weil. Moreov«, the,
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