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Bilingua! Districts

next day. Like my friend, the hon. member for Edmonton
West, I have had only a short while since I first saw the
document, and 1 have been trying to peruse it while other
things have been going on because it is, indeed, a very
important matter.

It deals, of course, with an issue concerning which there
is a good deal of emotion in this country, Aimost anything
that one says resuits in those who disagree witb bîm
wanting to put him in a certain category. My party, along
with the other parties in the House, supported the Officiai
Languages Act. We take the view that there are two offi-
cial languages in this country, and there is no backing
away from that fact. 1 do not want any word of caution
that I say or that my friend, the hon. member for Edmon-
ton West, has said to suggest in any way that we wîthdraw
at ail from the recognition of the two languages io thîs
country. That is a fact, and we recognîze it.

I believe the bon. member for Edmonton West has raiscd
points Ihat sbouid be considered, and 1 hope that in the
90 day period which must elapse before the govecnment
issues any proclamations, further study will be given. I
point out, as did my hon. frîend who preceded me, that
there were ten members on the commission. Only eight of
them sîgned the report, and even two of those eight issued
mînorîty statements. The othei two îssued minorîty
reports. Event on the votes on the varîous issues whîch
were resoived there was ci)nsiderable variation, so that al
told it was not only a difficoît assîgnment given to the
board but the board had great dîffîcuity in rcachîng its
con clusions.
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1 think the board has donc a partîcuiariy worth-while
service by puttîng in at the very begînnîng of its report, on
pages 3 and 4, a few sentences which seek to make il clear
whal bilingual districts are ail about. On page 3, paragraph
:3, 1 read as foliows:

Sciion 2 of the act declares that "The Engiish and French languages
are the official langoages of Canada for ail purposes of the Parlianient
and Uo(vernme(nt of Canada, and possess and enjoy equahity oi status
and equai rights and privileges as to their use in ail] the instituions of
the Parliament and Governiment of Canada."

Also on page 3, paragraph 6, 1 read the followîng:
When a bîlingual district is prociaimed, the fedlerai govel onment is
required to communicate with the publie and to provide its services in
both official languages at each of its principal offices in every depart-
ment. ,igency, and judiciai, quasi-judiciai or administrative body ni
Crovon coirporation in that bîlînguai district.

Now 1 draw special attention to paragraphs 7 and 83,
w hich read as follows:
i. Although the purpose of bîlînguai districts thus appears to be sinmple
and cier, we have encounitcied su mach confusion in the publics mind
on thîs point that wv wouid like to emphasîze the basic intention by
rit eiatîng it. The ohjective of cceatîng a bîlîngual district is to icquire
the' ledrai governiment to piovîde its services in both languages.

8. Hoss (vei. it should he cleariy understood that the existence of a
bîlînguai district ssili not oblige the public to become bîlîngual. Fac
from it In fact, jusi the opposite is true. A bîlînguai district can protect
uniîngualism by ensurîng that an indîvîduai who speaks only English
ou uriiy Fre.nch tan coiiiiuiiicitt' wîtlî the fedeî ai guvreineît in his or
ber own language, The bîlînguai requicement that is împosed by a
distict does not Laul upon the public but upon the government.

I should lîke to emphasîze where the responsîbîlity lies,
on the' goverroment, not on the public. I should also like to
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emphasîze that every effort shouid be made to clear up the
confusion whîch surrounds thîs matter.

Paragraphs 9 and 10, on page 4, are aiso very important
and read as foliows:
9. It should be added that the obligation încurred by the federal
government does not troart that ail of its civil servants muist be, or must
become, bîlîngua. Conly those empioyees dealing wîth the public under
the cîrcumstances descrîbed above wouid be expected to be bîlînguai.

Paragraph 10 means something to us in western Canada,
It reads as follows:

10. Lt s aiso wcirth observing that nothîng in the Officiai Languages
Act, whether it bc the clauses in the statute esiablîshîng English and
French as the officiai languages of Canada or any other section provîd-
îng foi the împlementatîon o)f thîs declaration, derogates in any way
fromt the prîvileges enjoyed by any officiai language. Section 38 of the
att expressiy forbîds the diminution of any legal or customary rîghts or
prîvîleges possessed or acquîred by any additîonal language before or
after the art came into force.

I believe it is because of misunderstandîng around the
principies of bilinguai districts that much of the opposition
has arisen, and I contend that in the 90 day period it now
has, the government sbould tbînk serîousiy about the
whole matter and should note the very effective critîcisms,
s0 far as I couid judge from a quick readîng of tbem, made
by Mrs. Duckworth in ber mînorîty report and aiso by Mr.
Justice Monnin in hîs mînority report. There is one point
in Mr. Justice Monnin's report concernîng Montreai, which
the government bas accepted, but 1 suggest that the wboie
subjcct is sucb a complîcated and complex one that further
thought should be gîven to it.

Speaking l'or myself and speaking officially for my
party, 1 wîsb to say that this is not said on the part of
persons who want to downgrade bilingualîsm or to get
away from the facts of lîfe in Canada. We say that because
we have a country in whîcb we must recognize two officiai
languages, we must make al] aspects of bilngualîsm work,
and it wii work better if a great deai of thought is gîven to
aIl these matters. I hope there wîll be more thougbt and,
indeed, tbought in light of the public discussion whicb will
take place in the 90-day cooling off period, shahl I cali it,
which is required under the act.

1 said that I noted Mr. Justice Monnîn's comment, or one
o3f his comments, in bis minorîty report havîng to do wîtb
Montreal, and 1 am glad the government seems to have
accepted bis recommendation rather than the recommen-
dation of the majority of the board. The recommendation
of the majorîty was that no bilingual district was neces-
sary in Montreal, that the Englîsh-speakîng minority was
protected by tradition, and so on. Mr. Justice Monnîn did
nt)t agree. I gather the government bas not agreed eîther,
but bas concluded that just as Frencb speaking persons in
Gravelbourg, Saskatchewan, sbould be able to deal wîtb
government offices there in French and have that rîgbt
protected by law, then so shouid Engiisb speakîng persons
in Montreal have tbat rîgbt in their cîty.

I notice, also, a recommendation wbicb the government
bas rejected-thîs is in the majority report-whicb catis
for a new body tu study the wboie ianguage situation ini
Canada. If I understand that correctly, it seems to go
beyond the two languages. It seems to include tbe refer-
ence 1 made a moment ago, and I believe the government
bas made too quick a rejection of that proposal, saying that
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