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Submission to the Senate Standing Committee on Social Affairs, Science and Technology

Mr. Steven Coyle (transcript of video submission)

[bookmark: _GoBack]Hi everybody,

I’m here to discuss disability matters to the committee. I’m looking to be able to discuss the disability rights versus bilingualism.

I am a disabled person who requires the accommodation for exemption from bilingualism policies as per the psychoeducational reports both from Sick Children and Algonquin College here in Ottawa. I’m trying to apply for positions within and without the government and the bilingualism policy is very powerful, this we know very well but disability rights and the duty to accommodate seems to be lacking. When I brought this up to Mr. Justin Trudeau about how his father brought in these laws and did not acquire any sort of a disability lens with the documentation and laws, he basically shut off my life at that point in time. I was about six.

So, the situation is the fact that I have been poor and dealing with this for a long time. Now I have been talking with Mr. Trudeau about this, we have an agreement in place where he is supposed to be paying me lots of money – billions of dollars, alright, for the damages that have been done to me by sitting MP’s wives and/or the public services failure that is to accommodate for the disabled community. Especially when it comes to bilingualism policies like this. When I hit a roadblock, which the Bill C-81 is supposed to be removing all these barriers in front of me. When I go to apply for a bilingual position are they going to ask me for French? Because that’s not going to be happening.

Now, being a unilingual individual, I should be able to acquire at least one language within the national strategy for languages which is English or French. Unfortunately, the francophone community feels their language rights are more important than disability rights, and Mr. Trudeau agrees with them. Okay? So that is why I have been asking for the damages that Mr. Trudeau has done to me, and his father, and the framework of Canada might have to change.

This brings us into the dis- this was the disability chapter, we are moving into the ability chapter. In 2014 the House of Commons came under attack by a rogue gunman. I had gone to the House of Commons previous to that, talked to three MP’s: Paul Dewar, Don Davies, Charlie Angus, and Kevin Vicars about the same. I had described the gunman and the gun route that he was going to take and the vulnerability of the solider at the War memorial, and how they would be the first victim of the attack. This was all ignored and I was not able to go on record. They had no accommodational purposes or understanding of what I was trying to do. The failure of the security for that day makes it look like it was a set up.

I’m very concerned about that, because part of the issue is the fact that you are robbing me of yet another set of rights. Why? Because it seems that I am very good at predicting the future. I’ve done it several times ????? were working on and part of the situation there I can describe to you is being the fact that I am a person with a very gifted mind. I can ensure that to you in science and experiences I’ve had through other means also are pretty interesting.  But, that would require longer than 3 minutes to
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discuss things with you and that’s why I’m trying to engage with Dan to try and discuss things with you, the issues I have, with your committee and the Bill.

If you understand the Bill, like I said, the UN declaration indicated the fact that – for the disabled – indicates the fact we should have accommodation until undue hardship. The Bill does not even have that phrase in it anywhere. Why? Because Mr. Trudeau feels that it is too powerful a statement to be able to put up against bilingualism. You cannot put a barrier like bilingualism up against bilingual rights that are written so well to protect the disabled community. You’d have once again, French language rights, and disability rights, and they’re not being coherent with the law of balance that both should be enshrined through the constitution with.

So, we have a preference and a preferred language authority in this hierarchal system without having a disability law that has teeth and be able to take a bite out of anything that puts a barrier in front of us, then you are just leaving us vulnerable and ill prepared to be able to conceive of a way through life.

If you do that then we don’t have to pay our taxes. If you do not remove the barriers – all of them– then we don’t pay taxes. Because we are not represented within the community, and if there is no representation then there will be no taxation, will there? Thank you very much for your time today. I look forward to hearing from you and getting asked to speak personally within the committee by extension if you have to. Have a great day. 
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